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Pre S ?i? t: r 

.Mr. Aras (Turkey) - Chairman 
Kr. de Boisanger (France) 
Mr. Palmer (United States) 

Mr. de Azcarate - Principal 
Secretary 

1. & '̂X of reference of the Refugee Office (draft prepared 
h-.7 the Committee of Experts) -A-.. I 

?;‘lle CH.!,IRK!N submitted to the Commission the draft terms 
'of refcri-*.;ce of the Refugee Office, which had been drawn up 

by tl:.! Committee of Experts. 

lK;- . ?':I,fiXR (United States) remarked that in Section I 
of the draft, which dealt with the task of the Office with 
reya.7.1;; to th6 assessment of refugee rroperty, it was stated 
that the Head of the Refugee Office should submit his report 
to the Commission at a date to be fixed by the Commission. He 
point& out in that connection that the Commission should 
receive the report early enough to study it before writing its 
own repo;;t to the General !&ssembly, which it would probably do 
at the bc?ginning of October. He therefore proposed to fix at 
1 Sep.<zmber the latest date for the submission to the .I 
Commlzsicn of the report of the Head of the Office. 

( 
I 

-3 .: t 2 r an exchange of views, it was agreed that the latest ' 

date for submission of the Office's report to the Commission 
shouT.5 5: fixed at 1 September, it being understood that the 



dccisio2 IN .s provisicn-1 end th;l.t the dnte would be fin.ally 
fixed in .qcreament wi"vh !"r. Lndersen when he arrived. 

‘Fr . P.'bTY%R (United Stc?t e s ) . nlso wished to drriw the -. 

\ 

So9Ki.ssionfs Attention to the second pqrngrnph of the preamble 
to the dr‘?ft terms of rbfermce) where it wns st,Tted that 
'+.ll aucstions concernin,? the personnel of the'office shrill be 

. esz:xi?lncd by the Hend of the Office with ~the~.?i'26~ipzl Secretary 
for possi.%c submission by the i_;!tter.td the Secretary General." . 
2~;; obse-t*-<(16 th::t .the Cormission should, if necessary, be able 
to inter j: 52 .in questions of personnel which p?rticulrrly 
::oncc,rr<::: f,%~ ,t?sk of the Office; rihd he su,cgested inserting a 
sentence tc the effect that such questions would be exgminep 
by #the Hc;:d of the Office "with the Commission! and the 
I'rincipA._ @6(-;i+etary. Yfhen, for example, a lrnd specialist had 
been sought 2'or the? Commi.ttee of' Experts, the intervention of 
the Corn!<?.: si.0;n hnr.d proved to h,- VC some value. 

Ths> - :I?" 7.7 I(,! 1 --. .L ';?XR-7 ?L?jY obs,:rved thrit from the administrative 
2oirit cI f L '_cw, -c,he personnel oP the nefugec Office wc?s in the 
s -!xc- pc s.i .:; j.oy_ 2s the otb::r SccroLqriqt personnel, and he feared 
f,h,?.t if t!-e bjords 'rwith the Corm~iss ionf9 were inserted, 2s 
.sur.gested bg Xr, Prilmdr, 2hc result might be to make an 
unwarrr*nt~:.d distinctio:? between sLpff members. The Commission 
coulc n~>tur~lly intcrv<,ne whenever it considered it necessary, \ 
rs h?d ~SWX been the cr,se in the pr?st, but he felt that the 
terms of r(?frlxnce of the Office should not cont,?in a sentence 
CT-ivinc th\: iv-<pression th-t tht? Commission should intervene 8s 
r! gensral rule in personnel m(?tters, which would constitute an 
exception to 'i;ht established principle thqt administrative 
questions fc73. with in the.: competczce of the Principal Secretary . 

?.;1d , " t t i: c; hiphtir lcvcl, of the cecrct,~ry-Gcnerni. 
In csnnertion with the example Fivon by 19. Palmer of the 

? i ;r,intme n.;; cJf thcl l?.nd sF<2ci<?list, he observed thn,t that case 
b:jd involved the nominF'ti.on of F .nembcr of 2, committee set tip 
by the C0:m.l :,~~ion. 

I&. c?c EC!I~'$GJZR (Frrlncc) thought th?t the views expressed 
by P;r. P;??rn~ ?nd those of, the Tri.ncipnl Secretzry were not 
iriccn;p:~ti:;.'eq~. Vhnt the Comr?ission dssired wzs that its 
irlt-Irvcntl(:4!t ?ither to fqcilit:7tc the nomination of an expert 
or to offer ,?;sy comments which it might think fit in that 
conn(:ctiCn, shr\uld bc considered 2s nnturpl. 





The Ch.,:irmnn, for his part, was glad that General Riley's 
friendl-' cttitude hrzd remedied the L?ck cf coordination which 
had existed between the ConciliFbtion C,??.mission and certain 
other United Nations bodies, in particular the Truce .Supervision 
Organizati.cn, about which hii h:?d expressed regret in the presence 
of-the Secrotnry-General, and in a recent meeting of the 
‘Commission. 

W. de 90I$?$G~R (France) ,felt that before discussing the 
Note by the Principal Secretary (w/65 and W/65/Add.l) the 
Cemmissioll should first decide what use it wished to m=lke of 
thr.tt document . In th*?t ccnnectinn, ho rcmnrkcd that, on the 
one hand, it seemed to him that it would bc difficult for the 
Ccmmissior! rfficially to seize the Secrstyry-General, and even 
lt:ss the Security.Cnuncil, of its views on the situation 
created by.the incidents between Syria and Israel, and on the 
other hnnd,th:lt the Commission could not adnpt a negative 
'attitude in a matter which involved questions in which it was 
obliged ti>.t?ke 'an interest. 

For th.at reason Yr. de Boisanger wondered whether a new 
procedure might not bt: adcpted whereby the Commission, after 
studying nil the aspects of' the Israelo-Syrian dispute in 
rolatlon to the Comvission's t?sk, would summarize its views in 
a ccnfidentiql joint note which the members of the Commissi-n 
w:-uld address to their respective eovornments end which would 
be communicated for infornlatinn to the Secretary-General of 
the Unitc:d VT?.tions. Such a. step would be consistent with the 
task entrusted to the Commission by the Gensr?l "assembly. 

I\:r. P;ILT.??R (United States) shr.red 1.V. de Boisanger's view 
and thought his sug?cstion a good one. 

The CHIZIRVAN welcomed 1Ir. de Bois,?nger's suggesticn and 
-wished to,make certain observ.ations concerning the Isrrrelo- 
Syrian dispute which might possibly form the basis of an 

. exchange of views. 
In the first plrce, he pgreed with the other members of 

the Cc.mmission that the incidents in the dcmilit-.rized zone 
between Israel and Svria were of interest to the Csmmi.ssir.n 
from the point cf view of its t.ask of conciliatinn. 

iie wished to dr.?w the Commission's attention, first tr: the 
temporary nr.ture of the Armistice .:greements, secrndly.tc the 
attitude of the govarnncnts crncerned to th:; establishment of 



peace , and finally to the question of pe?ce necotiations. 
The first point WIS not worth Expanding, as it merely stated 

an obvious f.:ct. I?s req?rds the seccnd point, he recrilled the 
existence of the Special Committee between Israel and Jordan, 
which could deal with problems outside the framework of the 
Armistice Agreement between the ti~ro countries. He also remarked 
that the failure of that Committee was to be attributed net so 
much to the parties' lack of good will, but to the fact that it 
did not work under a neutral chgirman. In his opinion, such 
special committees should be set up for each Armistice !'igreement, 
as he was convinced that under neutral chairmanship they would 
be able to prepare the way for peace negotiations. 

The'Chnirmnn then came to the third point which he wished 
to deal with, that is, the question of negotiations leading to 
a peace settlement. He felt, as the Commission had indicated in 
its Supplementrry Report addressed tc, the Secretnry-General on 
23 October 1950, and p.s the rcpr-p t.,entative of Turkey had declared 
in the Security Council, that thr3- incidents bcttreen Israel and 
Syria were mainly due to the de?ry in beqirning peace negotiations. 

It was desirable, in the event of the question being raised 
in the General .",ssembly or in the Security Council, that the 
governments of the countries reprosented on the Commission should 
bc able to yivc appropriate instructions to their deleg<qtions, 
ana for th$?t purpose it would be useful for them to know the 
views of the Commission. Por th:!t re-1son he suggested asking 
the Principal Secretary to pr'>p!re a draft joint note, setting 
forth the.views of the members of the Commission, which the latter 
might then review and send to their respective povernments 
with their personal comments. 

Following a remark by Mr. Palmer, the P?IMCIPAL SECRETARY 
stated thrtt working paper w/67 hr.d not been drafted with a 
view to suggesting any action by the Commission, but as the basis 
for a discussion which would bring to light the views of the 
members of the Commission regarding the Isrnelo-Syrian conflict, 

W. de BOISAMGER (France) felt th*?t if it were decided in 
principle to send n notc conceriling the Israelo-Syrian dispute 
tc the governments of the countries represented on the Commission 
2nd to communicate th?t note tc the Secretary-General, then 
working p-\per u/67 might very well form the basis for discussion. 
In his opinion, it would be well not to delay too long in 
addressing such <g note to the gcvernmants of the countries 




