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The principles l:!id d-own in the Princip,?l .Sccrctnry's, note 

seemed to him to be pcrfcctly sound. Another hypothesis could 
be added to the three mentioned, concerning refugees not 
reintegrated by the Relief and Works ,",,gency but who nevertheless 
had a right to compensation. It might perhaps be stated that 
the Commie \sion recognized that in certain cases it would be 
possible. to establish a relationship between compensation and 

rsintegr:ltion in,the sense that there might be confusion in 

p"ymcnt but, never confusion on the principle, in order not to 
depart frcm the General Assembly resolution. 

Nr. X."AS (Turkey) remarked that the Commission would not 

be in lq position to define its attitude before having heard 
the opinion of the Head and the members of the Refugee Office. 

For the present, perhaps, the Relief and ??orks Agency might be 

. informed verbally of the Commission's preliminary views. He 

stressed that in his recent talks with the Prime I'inister of 
Syria i,:le lntter had made his agreement to the reintegration 

of a cc;rt?in number of refugees conditional on an assurance that 

rcintcrr,?tian would not j..e.opnrdize the refugees' right to 

compensa%ion. 

---The; PRINCIP',L- SSCR3TfLRY. wished:-to state that the question of 
the relationship between compensation and reintegration was one 

of the four points of the programme of work prepared by the 

General Committee .and approved by the Commission (CO?w?.f?EN./17/ 

Rev.1). He recalled that when the Commission and the General 

Committee had discusse, d the steps to be tnkcn with a view to 

carrying out that' programme, he had observed that it would perhaps 
be preferable to raise the question in the first instance during 

prclimir?ry conversations which he himself might h?ve with 

members of the Relief and Works .",gency, which would avoid the 
necessity for the Commission to state its views officially. The 
Principal Secretary ha,d therefore had a purely personal conversa- 
tion with Mr. Kennedy and f"r. Fnbre in Beirut, an olltline of 

which was Friven in a note which had been handed to the Commission. 
It did not appear necessary for the Commission to confirm that 
conversation officially, but it l/!ould, however, be advisable 

to consider what reply shoul? bc made if the questi.on were 
r~aisec! +.urinn the next joint meeting in Beirut. 



Mr. de BOISfiNGER (France) had reason to believe that the 

,;gency would raise the question during the next meeting between 
the two bodies, rind that was why he also felt it useful for 

the Commission to agree on the attitude which it would adopt 

in that event. However, he agreed with Mr. Aras that the 

Commission could not express a final opinion until it had 

ccnsulted Er. Andersen, but in the event of the Agency expressing 

its opinions it would perhaps be necessary to agree immediately 
onecertain reservations. 

, 

The CH!DWl.AM also thought that the question would be raised 

during the forthcoming meeting with the Relief and Works Agency 

a& it would in any case, since the question had been informally 

discussed by members of the two bodies, be preferable to raise 

it in order to find out what measure of agreement there was 

between the views of the Commission and those of the Agency. 

On the basis of the foregoing exch,?nge of views, the 

members of the Commission were in agreement that, in view of its 

t.erms of reference, the Commission should uphold the principle 

of compensation and could not agree to the funds accruing from 

compensation being paid en bloc into the Reintegration Fund. c- 
The Commission should emphasize that importnnt point to the 

Relief and Works Agency and indicnte that it would, however, be 

prepared to consider workin: out a formula by which, in certain 

cases, F. portion of the funds accruing from compensation might 

be used for resettlement. It was obvious that the way in which 

ccmpensation woulc* r-1 be linked with reinte<grntion would be 

influenced by thz way in which compensntion-was financed. It 

was difficult to imagine that the Members of the United Nations 

would gr,?nt Israel a loan morely for the purpose of paying 
compensation unless they felt that, without prejudice to the 

principle of compensation, part of the sum would also be used 

for reintegration. ;2 formula would have to bc found which would 

concilintc the two Tspects of the problem. 

The PRIF:CIPI:L SEC?.?,TA?Y observed that for the present 

it would be premature to tnke up ,? final position and in his 

opinion it would be preferable to defer ,a decision. 
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bc rn(??ili: immc?,-li?tcly tc fir,3 -? highly au?lifi.:d pzrson who WOUICJ 
IC-ret tc collnborptc tempor?rilv with the Ccmmissien. 

The PRINCIPa',L SSCR7T?A?Y thought thFt thL Tommission's 

conclusions concerning the finyncinl Expert were auite correct czn:! 
stated thc\t the economic expert might new undertake without further 

~~~3lny ;: preliminary study of Israel's finrinci-11 potati.21. 

2. Consideration of '.Torking Paper w/61, prepared by the le~z.1 
adviser, concerning: the definition of 2. ?'refugee'P under 
the resc?lution of the General Assembly of 11 December 194P. 

I,ft.zr 2.n exchrlnge of views, it was decided to postpone 

considerntion of item 2 until the afternoon's mcetin,?. 

3. Request by Mr. Andersen concernin,e: the Development Authority 
LZW (W/58) (continuation of discussion) 

The P"LIP'CIPzqAL ",EC?:T."IFiY submitted to th? Commi,zsion A new draft 
lztter prepared by the leg,?1 rtdvis?r, dr?lsinT the -ittentipn of the 

Government of Israel to the application of thz Development 

AutJhority Law in r::lntlon to the property of .',rrb refugees. _',fter 
2n exchr.n,Te of views c?urin,q which the members of the Commission 
2xpresse? <2 desire to examine thz text of thz draft more thorcughly, 

it was decidtd to consider it ?t ;I later meeting, when a memorandum 

prsparcd by Mr. Bernclstle, l?nd speci<?list, submitting some 

prcliminzry consider,qtions on the possible methods of assessing 

refugee property, would also be examined. 

The meeting rose at 12.45 p.m. 

--s-m 


