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Present: Mr. de Boisanger  (France) ~ Chairman
Mr. Aras (Turkey)
Mr, Palmer (United States)
Mr. de Azcarate . - Principal Secretary.

The CHAIRMAN, before opening discussion on the questions listed in
the agenda, informed the members of the Commission that a meeting would
be held with the Relief and Works Agency the following day, Fridéy,
26 Jamuary, at 3.30 p.m, He felt it might be useful to have an exchange
of views in order to clarify the position of the Commission concerning the
different matters that would be raised in thevcourse of that meeting.

1. Establishment of the Refugee Office called for in paragraph.2 of the
resolution of 14 December 1950 (A/175k)

The CHAIRMAN drew attention to the provisions of paragraph 2 of the
General Assembly resolution of 14 December 1950, directing the Commission
to establish a Refugee‘Offic@, énd observed that the Commission should
abide by that direcctive by taking a purely‘fofmal“decision to that effect.

Consequently, it was decided to eétablish, in implementation of

“paragraph 2 of the G@neral Assembly resolutlon of lh December 1950 a
”*-Refugee Offlce Whlch under the dlrectlon of the Comm1a51on, should perform

7 the tasks 1ald down in sub-paragraphs g, b and ¢ of paragraph 2 of that
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2. Consideration of candidates for the post of Director of the Refugee
Office.

The CHAIRMAN asked the Principal Secretary to report on the measures

he had undertakcn An order to flll thn post of DlrrCtOT of the Refugee

Offzce. Wummmufmmi

The PRINCIPAL SECRETARY explained that, following the decision taken
by thé'Cpmmission in New York, he had examined with the Secretariat the
 _m¢asuf6s £0_be taken in order to find & competent Dirsctor for the Office
fér rebétfiation and compensation., In the coursc of thosc conversations,
the name of Mr. Holger Anderson was mcntlonod part1cu1arly, as his quali-
flcatlén: and oXpurlence uLDmvd wel] suited to the tasks which would be
required of hlm. Mr, Anderser had, therefore, been appreoached and Mr.
Cordier had informed the Principal Secretary by cable, the text of which had
heen circulated to the members of the Commissibn, that Mr. Andersen would
give a final answer as soon as he knew when he would berfree to put himself
at the disposal é6f the Comnission,

: Th¢-CHﬂIRMAN5asked the members of the Commiéuion for their opinion
concerning the nomination of Mr. Andersen who, he thought, seemed to meet
the requisite conditions, He also recalled that the Commission, before
“adjdufhing in New“Yofk; had'agfeed thmt\each bf iﬁs méﬁbers would enquire
about possible,nominationé; he had, conseéuentiy,‘mnd@ certéin contacts
and couid, if need be, put fdrward the name of a candidate recommended by
" his Government, "HoweVer,‘it seemed thot the Commission should not d&me to
;any'immédiété'deciéionﬂregéfding.that nominati5n. The Commission migﬁt

inform Mr', Cordier that it hnd Lakxn note of Mr. Andurscn', nomination and
that it had decmdod to postpone 1tﬂ docmulnn untll Mr Andorqen supplled
mfurthcr 1nformat10n as to hJ avas 1Lb3]1ty. k ’ e

MF.‘PALMLR (Unlted States) agreaed with th@ Chnirmaﬁ th%t it would be

‘Profurable to defer a decision untll it was known Whether or not Mr,
~Andersen - could place himself at- ‘the dispcsal of the Commissj_on, - A cable
to that effect could be sent to Mr.,CQrdier indicating_that if Mr. Andersen

gave an affirmative answer, the Commission wouldjbé“feady to appodnt him



to the post of Director and that it would then like to see him take up
hislfunctioﬁ§.in Jerusalem at the earliest bossible date,
|  “:For his own paft, Mr, Pélmer had not thought it necessary to in-
vest%gaté Qandidates. He hdd been led to understand that Mr..Andgrsen,
ﬁhen:approacﬁcd regarding the appointment, would be immediately available,
| Mr. ARAS (Turkey) fully agreed with the statements of- the Chairman

and Mr, Palmer, and it was decided to send a cable to Mr. Cordier along

the lines indicated,

3. Collaboration with the Relief and Works Agency -

(a) Relations between the Relief and Works Agency and the'Conciliation

Commission: Analysis of the relevant texts of the resolutions of
the General Assembly (W/57)

Mr. PAIMER (United States) pointed out that»as this quegtion was of
the utmost‘imﬁortance in the future activities both of the Commission and
of the Relief and Works Agency, it woﬁld be necessary to study it |
thoroughly., But he did not think he could contribute profitably toAthat
| stﬁdyvbefore‘having had an exchange of views with Mr. Blandford in order
to take ub the items of a memorandum, among which was iﬁélﬁded the condi-
‘tionai offer of Israel,’ L “”_

Mr. ARAS (Turkey) indicated that in the convgpsatjén he had”had the
previous day with the Turkish representative to the Relief and Works
Agénoy,'he had felt certain that both General Bél¢ and himself held
ideﬁtié&l views régarding the relationship between the two organizations,

The CHAIRMAN stressed the delicate nature of the problem to be dis-
cussed‘at the meéting with the Relief and Works hgency. It Was to be
expected that;on certain.items, at least, therg might not be absolute
agre@nent; in ordér to avoid an inconclusive debate, therefore, it might
Eé advisable to undertake & prelimindry study. For ipstance,.thé members

of the Commission‘might meet the repraesentatives of their respective

governmants to the Reliéf and Works Agency and also meet between themselves,

in order to study the different aspects of the problem,

The opinion had been expressed that it was not necessary for the



o W -

i

moment to. clarify the situation, and that a definition of the respective
mandates could be taken up later.  The Chairman did not agree with that
opinicn.. Indeed, the Arab Covermments and the Covernment of Israel would

certainly qgestlon the Commission concerning its plans and intentions, and

‘the, Commission ought to be able to reply,. At the fortheoming meeting,

the Commission and the Relief and Works igency could take up the problem
on a general level, without going into questions of detail which could be
studied in the course of further meetings or iﬁ private conversations,

‘Mr. PAIMER (United States) agréed that, in view of the importance end
complexity of the pr&olem; 1t could not be settled hé;ét‘ily'. * There z‘ﬁigki{,
seém":to ‘b}ei dlffrrence,s _ca“i‘“i opinion between thé twoorganlzamom éonc srning
the int@l‘br‘etati.on of their respsctive functions"’iri“‘thé ']-;’ight"é‘f ‘the
pertinent resolutions, and these opinions must be carefully compared,

That is why he hoped for gosd rasults from his conversation with Mr. Bland-
ford and from the private conversations among the members of the Gommis;
sion, .

He pointed out that heretofore the meetings held by the Commission
with the Relief and Works Agency could be considered as having besn of an
informative nature, but that now both organizations would have to comé to
a common decision, on which the effectiveness of their respective efforts
would depend,

Mr., ARAS (Turkey) agreed with thé Chedrman and with Mr. Palmer that
because of its complexity the problem cdlled for a thorough study.  The
conversations he had had with General Bélé had led both of them to conclude
thet there was no contradiction between the resolutions of the General
Assembly, the most recent of which seemed to them to be the logical con-:
clusion of .those ‘adopted previously:  On the other hand they both
believed that, even though the task of the Relief and Works Agency belorg ed
by its very naturs to the political field, the Agency should avoid any

political activity, Therein lay the:subtlety of the General Assembly's

resolution.
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Both bodies - whose spheres of action were in fact complementary -
should maintain their autonomy of action, although working in close
collaboration in order to carry out their common task.

Mr. PALMER (United Statcs) observea that there seemed to be agree-
ment as to the necessity, on thc cne hand, of maintainihg the au{cnomy of
both organlzatlon acd, on thc other, of establishing a clOSe.collabora-
tlon b tween them,  That stéte of mind cromiséd well fcr successful
collaboratlon ; . | | o

“ It bPCmEd that 1n‘genera] the members of the Rellef and Works
Lgency felt that thelr cb1v1tles should take place out51de the polltlccl
field. The qucstjon wculd then arise as to when an action ceased to be
of a tcchn1ca] natur@ and bOCdmL pOllthdl Clarlflcatlon of that point
was essential so that the Rwllcf cnd Works Agency wculd bc able to declde
when to call upon the Commlss1on if a problem.thab 1t was dlscu531ng with
the competent éuthocitias of‘&‘givcn govcfnment wefe co leave the
technical sphere. The Ccmmissionlwould in.tufn cﬁter into negctiaticns
with that govérnment on tﬁc political level, so that tcc”Office could then
follow up its own action in the tecﬁnical ficld h

The CHAI‘WIAN remarked that the cxchcmgc of vie ‘Hﬂd served to
define the problem.very clcarly The membcrc of th@ Commission were
agresd that 1t was necessary flrst of 311 to dufln“ thP polltlcal fleld
ori the one hﬁnd and the tcchnlcal ilcld on the other. He thought that
in this cormexion it might be adv1sab1e to obtaln the views of the
governments concerned, whlch might differ from tho%t of tne Comm1551on.
Up to the present time, efforts had boen made to scttle the refugeec
problem on the_level of principle, In the practical sphere, it would be
essential for the Commission fo keep the Relief and Works Ageﬁcy fully
informed of its activities and for the Agency, on 1ts part to inform
the Commission of its own act1v1tles.d.

To facilitate the exohange.of vicws tc take plcce the following

day, the Chaiyman believed that it would be advisable to havc in writing
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certain mein ideas for the Commission's guidancs and that a document -

W/57, for instance - might be taken as a basis of work.,  That document
had been prepared by the Secretariat and the ideas it contained seemed,

at‘first;glance, to be correct. | The document could perhaps- be commuhi-

.cated to the members of the Advisory Commission with a request that they,

in turn, forward to the members of the Commission a document setting forth
their views,
Mr, ARAS (Turkey) felt that work of a practical nature should be

undertaken and that theoretical definitions, which almost inevitably gave

‘rise to varying interpretations, should be avoided. ‘He believed that it

was less important to take a decision of a general nature than to take the
practical decision called for by each specific case, -

Mr, PAIMER (United States) noted with interest the view expressed

by Mr. hras but thought that before contemplating any decisions of a

practical nature it would be advisable for both organizations to'define,

- in mutual agréement, their respective fields of competence as expressed

in the resolutions of the General Assembly. He also believed that it
would be advisable to dispel the anxiety shown by the members of the
Relief éhd'WQrks idgency in connexion with those resolutions, and to
emphasize that the latest resolution of the hssembly did not contradict

the preceding resolution but was, in fact, its logical outcome., He

- agreed with the suggestion .of the Chairman to take as basis for discussion

a working document which could be communicated to the members of the

Relief and Works Agency.

After an exchange of views, it _was decided to communicate document

W/57 to bhe members of the Relief and Works fAgency at the meeting to be
held the following day, and to ask them to forward to the Conciliation
Commission, if they saw fit, ‘a working paper expressing their own view-
point; and further, to suggest that the substance of the problem of
collaboration be taken up in the course of 2 meeting which could be held

on Monday, 29 January 1951.



(b) Conditional offer of the Governmert of Israsl to the relief and
reintegration progremme for Palestine refugees (Letter with
annex from the Secretary of the Negotiating Committee on Contri-
butions to Programmes of Relief and Rehabilitation)

On the suggestion of the Chaimman, it _was decided to postpene . the

study of this item until a later meeting.

L. TPFuture activities of the Commission (W/55)

5. Compensation (W/56)

After an exchange of views it was decided to postpone consideration

of these items until a later meeting since..it was Telt that to discuss them

immediately would be premature.

6. Relations with the Press

The CHAIRMAN drew the attention of the Commission to the memorandum
which had been prepared by the Press Officer.

With reference to the last paragraph of.the memorandum, Mr. PALMER
(United States) observed that the Commission did not hold public meetings
and that it was thersfore impossible to give an affirmative answer to the
request of the Israeli press representatives.

After an éxchange or vicwé, the members of the Commission agreed that
it would not be adviseble for them individually to make statements to the
press, buf thet if it was unavoidable they would inform the Press Officer
of the substance of their statements, The Commission then discussed the
advisability of issuing a press communiqué at the conclugion of the Beirut

meetings,

It was decided to publish a press release, stating that the Concilia-

tion Commission had met with the Relief and Works Agency for the purpose

of coordinating the activities of the two organizations.

Mr., PAIMER (United States) added that the memorandum of the Press
Officer was extremely interesting in that it gave a very clear éummary of
the general policy to be followed by the Commission in its dealings with

the press.
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The CHATRMAN and lr. ARAS both expressed their inberest in the
memorandum of the Press Officer, and it was agreed that the Press Officer
would, as in the Dmst 8 “freé to issue brief prcss releaaeg at the
conclusion of all the meetings of the Commlsslon and also, when approprlate,
to issue press communiqués, the termﬁmof‘wﬁighﬂyég%i;thgﬁbegn agreed

upon by the Commission.

The meeting rose at 1,45 p.m,




