


. : 

Mr.~IcEN?XEDY (Director of UNRWA) said that he had read the draft of 

the:(%mbssionls Supplmentary Report to the Secretary-General and thotzat it 

W68 en~exce~ent sumary of the situation. He h‘ad, however, one criticism 
to Offer, ConcerntrIg the reference to the Report of the WXEWA in the next to 

last paragraph of the dl?aft . Xv view:of the fact that the Commleeion and 

the UNRWA separately had reached substantifzlly tlm,,satq conclusiona, he was 
.!' - '. :;, ., "i . ‘:' -. 

of the opinion thdt:$t i&tildkbe .pre&a'lile' for the C&n&ssion not to refer 

I to the Report of the UKE#A, .ab &oh a pqmcedure qight give rise to the . 
impreoeion that there had baen "collusion" between the two bodies in arriving 

at their respective recomnmdations, * '. , : . . 

:.:“ . <'.;- , 
: ' !l%e CHAlRMAN r&&&d that the two bodies +ad reached the Barn 

oonclueiona because they 'had both studied the eituaticy from en objective 

etandpoiritf' 'He thou$&t"thkt~ the distinotion between the two bodi~~~:might be _;: .: ,/ ,' 
' Wou&t out if' the Commission did make a refereme.m.toW the ~@.I&qt.. 

\ I, ,.:: 
. " Re 'e,wested that the paragraph la question might be improved if, 

i&$?ad of m-fern@ to "UNRWk.", they used a phrase such as ".,.recommendatla 

'of +I -en@ which Is charged with improving the economic aituation in the 

4fiddle Eetst;ri : . ,:., 
klternntively, for hia peti he would not object 'to'deletkg this 

passage altogether. 

Mr. de BOISANCUR (France) could see that there were argments against 

the Commission's mentioning the UNRVA Report in its own Report. However, in 

view of the fact that the UNRWA Report had been publiohed before We submission 

of the Comnlssion'e Supplementary Report, and that it w&e therefore obvious 

that the Commission had read the conclusions of UIIRWA, he felt that it would 

be desirable for the Comxnisaion to express Its agreement with these conclusions,. 

He suggeeted the following nolution: Instead of mentioning this matter in the 

Supplementary Report itself, th'e Commlasion might include a suitable paragraph 

in the covering letter to the Secretary-General to t1:e effect that it had ' 

read the Report of the WIkA and was in agreement with the conoluaians drawn 

therein.. 

Mr, XENNEDY (Mrector of UNRWA) stated that he haa no 

a procedure, /I&.. Bmco 

to euch 



Mr. BFRCO (Unitod.Statos of Limsrica) felt that the importwt f,?c'tor 
w::E\ that the two bodl.cs had in fact reached t,he e&me conclusicnu ~eg~~.?.t;o:.y. 

210 thought this fact should @.vc them more weight. 

The CHAIR&EN agreed that this matter could be dealt with in the 

nccompanyinc letter, in whicll it might perhaps be made clear that the ComtnIssion 

ho.d nlrcad~ prep:red its own report before seei;lg that of UKRWA, :wld had 

arrived at sialiltr concluoionu. 

The question was raised as to how the debate in the Ad Iioc Political 

Committee wae likely to dovelo? when discussion of the various aspects of 

the qalcstine quo&ion boGen. ~tlr. de BOISANGXR (France) aaid he understood 

there was some feclinG in the &sembly's Genera.1 Committee thnt the VET~OUS 

items on the aCon& concerning Palestine should be discussed together, with 

the excnption of tie question of Jerusalem. 

1 
Mr. BARCO (Unitod States) stated that he understood that the feeling 

ir, his deleCatlon was that the i-'nlestine question as a whole should be dfacusaod 

at the onme time. 

* Mr. IQ<I\JN:i?l?y (Director of IJI?RJ~~) srtid that he had the imjression 

thnt the Jrab States Intendoil to exercise great pressure in the Assembly in 

fevour of : decision on the refuC:oo problem. 

Mr. dc BOlSr\NGSR (France) wondered what Mr. I<ennedyla views were as 

to the possibility of the Assembly's te.kiry: a decision on tl!o pointa raised 

in t:le UNIX!\ Report, without at tho 8:~ time taking a decision on those in 

ilm CX~mmisslon'3 Report. lie pcraonclly did no.t see how the two could be 

separated. 

I&. ISZI'?XDY (Director of UNRWA) thought i't might poasibly be done. 

Yhe UITWA was , in fact,,rscommending that relief be continued ,for mother year, 

::nd ti::>t tl:ere be a chanCe in the attitude towards works pro Jects. In other 

/w&d5; the 



L 

words, the' UI#WA proposed $hat'onl$ W&k% pMjectS.which &ld le'nd to 

reaottlWf3nt or r&te&3,tidn ok rf&QeetG ‘6; undertaken, IIt3 t&u&t '2KLt 

it would be desirable for the Aosemb~~to 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. 

' ThO CHAIRMAN felt thatai;‘rom the standpoint of a delegation to the 

General Assembly it wou3.d appear necessaryto pass a sin@e resolution on the 

issues raised in.the.two rs2orts. 1 .- 

Mr. de BOISAIYGER (France) remarked that the distinction between the 
' ' 

two bodies dealing with'the Palestine que&ion, and tPe necessity far the 
~ .I 

continued activity of both, were obvious," On the ono h-1, ?her6 was the 
I 

tdUli~al &ency which must of neceaaitjr r&&.ri on We spot; on the okher hand, 

there was'the political organ which'bometimea, for poiiti'cal rea&ons, might find 

it prefe$aEjle to remati&t of the a&a, "' 
.:. 

. 
The Commission could well uriderst&d the viewpoint of the'Director of 

the URRWA. That Agency did not wiah,,to continue costly progrms of public 

works"ihich'did not bear any direct relationship to the settZ&nt of the problem 

of the refix&s;' but dsh'ed to insist on wo&ks'~rojeota which"&&+ bo'bf 
: 

permsnent advantage to the refugees. He considered that it would be impossible 

for the Assembly to take a decision in favour of the recommendations of UNRWA and . 
at the EWEJ timetake a decision which would be unfavourable to the Commission's 

conclusions. This would,. in his opinion, render the task of U&WA impossible. 
. 

Either the Assembly would have to take a decision in favour of the recommend&tions 

of both these bodies, or it would have to reject both the reports submitted to It. .; 
It there?o& see&l to him l&t even if the'-discussion of the two reports could 

' > ' 
be separated, at-the conclusion of these &scussions a ain@e resolution would 

have to be passed. 
..,I;. ,, I. 

. '. 

Mr. BARCO {United St&es), while in agreement with the re~~son+g of 

Mr. de Boisanger, pointed out 'that this was in a sense an academic question, 

since:,t@y could.;not.predict. in yhat.,y~the debate,would develop. . . 

" ( . Mr. KI%IIEDY (Director of l&WA) &Id-tl at his 'Advisory Commi6sio.n was 

in a bettir poa&tion. than he-to diecuss this &.tter. Rowever, he.thou&t' it 

was possible that the Government8 mainly aoncerned in this question might feel . . '. ; 



that it was better to Valt &other year before a fir&. decision was taken 

on the principles involved; thus, the Conciliation CommZaslon might be asked 

to continue to seek a final solution, while the WorkEi Agency-would carry on 

with the programme It had outlined. He personally wa8, however, in agreement 

that it would be de&z-able to have a final and definite decision taken &s 

Boon as poaaible. 

The CIFAIM W&B happy to note that the views of the UlVRWA a8 to the 

beet eolution of the problem coincided with those of the Commission, aa the two 

bodiee were pursuing the game goal. 

Mr. BARCO (United States of America) agreed with the Chairman that 

it we.8 gratifying to find that there was such aiose weoIIy3nt between the two 

bodies. Be also felt that it wae tiave that the iaeues involved were clearly . 
stated to the Assembly, although, as they knew, it was aiways diffioult to 

find BoIIy3one to erprese views whloh might perhaps not be welcomed in home 

quarteri3. 

Mr. de BOISANGER (France) said that he was not cure that the 

recommendations of the Commission end thoee of the UNRWA would be viewed in a 

bad light by the Arab States. He thou&t that privately the Arab CWerrmrsnts 

agreed with the88 conclusions, although they were not in a position to say EIO 

publicly. They realizod that these recommendation8 were the only practical ones. 

He felt that discueeion8 with the Arab delegation8 before the debate 

would perhaps yield good resulte. 

Mr. KEDNEDY (Director of URRWA) reminded the Connnisslon, in conolueion, 

that it mu& not be forgotten that, even if an agreed solution on the lines 

envisaged were obtained immediately, it would take some years to put into effect. 

Mr. Kennedy thanked the Commiselon for the opportunity to 888 the 

draft report. He repeated that he was in complete agreement with everything 

that tI,e Connuieelon had said therein, and was glad that the faote had been 

otated 80 clearly. 

The CHAIRMAN expreaeed the Commlesion'e appreciation of Mr. Kennodyls 

visit and of the opportunity they had been afforded of dlecueeing matter6 with h 

b/11 p.m. 
me meeting 1088 at 11.15 a.mb 


