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'Held at Government House, Jerusalem, , 
on I8onday, 30 April 1951, 

at 10.30 a.m. 

Present : h 
:. . 

Mr. Palmer (United States) - Chairman 
Mr4 de Boisanger (France) 

Mr. Aras (Turkey) 

, 

' . 
Mr. de Azcarate - Principal 

Secretary 

Vr. de ROIS?,NC,Q (Prance), having raised the question of 
the transport facilities which the Commission needed for the 

fulfilment of its mission, wondered whether, in view of the 

present shorta,Fe of chauffeurs, the members of the Commission 

would be able in the future to make the journeys required for 

the purpose.of official or unofficial discussions with members 

of the various governments concerned in the particular problems 

which the Commission was at present tryino 1;o solve, 

An exchan,pe of views took place, durinp which the PDIp7CIr.!L 

SECRET!lRY observed that up to the present the travel requirements 

of members of the Commission, in Jerusalem and in the area as 
a whole, always appeared to have been fulfilled in a satisfnctorr : 
manner. At all events, he vrould investigate the present situa- 
tion with the competent adminictrative services and see to it 

that the members of the Commission Trrere able to make the %journevs 
required in the accomplishment of their mircion. 
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Before takinF up the agenda, PY. Alz\S (Turkev) wished to 

propose, in connection :,rith the forthcoming meetin- in Beirut 
between the Qelief and Vorks kgency and the Commission, that the 

latter should take the initiative in arranqinpr for exchan:ges of 

views and informatj.on with the Truce Supervision Ormanization, in 

the same way as with the Relief and Works Ilgencv. He felt that 
when incidents occurred which had political implications, which 
came within the province of the Commission, it was desirable that ..I 
the Commission should be a31e to rive its.. opinion and consult with 

the Chief of Staff of the Truce Supervision Organization. Such 
*meetings would, he felt, ensure better co-ordination of the respec- 

tive tasks of the two bodies, and advantage might be taken of the 
Commission's visit to Beirut in order to arrange for a meeting, 

which was rendered particularly desirable by the recent incidents 

in the Lak.e Buleh area. 

The CHI;IRT";1fiY wondered whether the Commi.ssion was at nresent 

in a position to make a decision on such a proposal which, although 

perfectly lo?ical and justified, TZJould represent an innovntion 

in the relations between the, Conciliation Commission and the Truce 

Supervision Oxanization. As re.gards the consultatiors between 
the Commission and the belief and 'frorks ::gency, it should be 
remembered that they were provided for in the General .",ssembly 

resolution of 14 Becember 1950 and that collaboration between the 

two bodies was‘justified by the fact that they were both dealing 

with different aspects of the same problem. That was not so in 

the case of the' Truce Supervision Orpanization, which was provided 

for in the .",rmistice Agreements and was under thi' jurisdiction of 

the Security Council, lprhile the Commission was res-onsible to the 

‘General Assembly. The Lake Huleh case una.uestj.onably had a 

political aspect; that, however, would be hroueht before the Security 

Council, which would take appropriate action. 

However, 7.Y. .!iraS' suggestion merited the attention of the 
members of the Commission who mipht wish to consider it further 

before mnkinr a decision. 

1"r. de BOISI',PTGER (France) felt th?t the sugpestion was a 
logical one and, in his opinion, it should be riven careful 
attention. It *was certain that the Commission should hcve more 

frequent cont,?cts with the Truce ?upervision Ornnnizatjnn. He 
thought that the; quest:on of how such contr-,cts could. b(-: a.rranged 
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.'.ugust, he said that in the statement which he had read in his 

cripacity of Chairman, hr, had indicated that the Commission was 
concerned to learn of P T1law passed in the Knesseth on 31 July 

List, under which a 'D,zvzlopment _"luthority' will soon be 

established, havinp amongst its powers the right to purchase and 

to sell, at a price not',agreed to by its owner, immovable 

property of Y,rab refugeesIs. At the end of,that conversation 
I'lr. Shrtrett had said: Ve mean to fulfil our obligations, but 
this does not mean that we undertake ,to pay-compensation to each 
owner of each house...gV He had added; "This problem will be 
studied more carefully by the covernmept and its experts...' and 

a more considered reply will be presented in due course and 

without undue 'dclny". That conversation should be referred to 
in the letter'to be addressed to the Government of Israel. 

: 
iYr. de ROISLYGER (France') felt that it should be added that 

the Commission considered that the application of the law in 
question ouEht not to hinder th: work of evaluation for compensa- 

tion puruosc,s. Fcrhaps ;PTr. Sharett's statement, reproduced in 
th; c: >ummary r!:cord of the meeting, according to which the Govern- 
ment of Israel meant to fulfil its obligations, should also be 

referred to in the letter. 

The CH,!IRP?AN sugFestcd that the legal adviser should be 

requested !o prepare a. further draft of the letter, taking into 
account the nbovc: observations. 

This was agreed. 

2. Consideration of working 
-.. . adviser * Definition of 

;apcrfW/61Unrepared bv the legal ' 
"re ugeef'.under General Assembly 

resolution of 11 December 194-e;‘. . ..I ~~ 
- -.. 

The q:ri’ I?-:'.;Y f<:lt that this item of the agenda should be 

considered bT‘-fore the Commission's meeting with the Relief and 
-4orks '.~p:ncy. t 

Yr. de F"IShbT?ZR (France) was rfraid tha.t it would be difficult 
to proc,f:d vc,ry f?r with the studv of this question without having 

heard +;h. clninion of Yr. Andersen. Indeed, the more the matter 
'U?, s con::idcrcd., the; more important appeared the probleh of 
Gst,Tblishing .? d-zfi'nition on which to work..and which, once approved, 

would czrry +ffkight . 
'. 




