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Le$ter'af. Wvitation to be, sent by the Commission to the 
Governments of Egypt, JQrdan, Lebanon and Syria., and.50 
the Government of Isra&. ,. ._ ,,' 

The CHAIRMAN recalled that the draft text of the letter 
of invitation to be sent by the Coimission to the Governments 
of the Arab States and the Government of Israel, invitihg them 
to send-representatives, to a conference to be held in Paris, 

had been agreed upon at the last meeting, of the Commission in ' " 

Geneva; on 3 August, subject to the Bpproval of the three 

Governmenti represented on the Commission. The'primary object 
of the present meetins was, therefore, to ascertain whether 

there were any reservations to be formul.ated to,the letter of 
invitation. t.' 
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The Chairman sai,d that the first agreed draft of the letter of 
,invitation h,qd been sent to his Government for approval and that ,‘..,. 
a reply had been received suggesting one or twa minor changes, 
which had been incorporated in the present text, 

Mr, A~hS'(Turkey) stated that he had received word from his 
Government to the effect that they were in complete agreement with 
the proposed action by the Commission and with the ,tcxt of the . 
letter of invitation, He had'therefo,re no reservations to make; 
.He wished', however, t'b.make certain observations on behalf of his 
GoVernment, 

He'wished first to say that the proposal of the State 
Department had the complete approval of his Government, I't ~8s 

felt that the Commission should make a,further effort before 
submitting its report to the General Assembly, His Government 

also welcomed the p,roposal from the point of view of its possible 
effecton the general situation in the Niddle East. It was true 

that the,irmistice .Lgreement s .had not been designed to lest 
indefinitely, and certain individual problems had arisen, such 
as the Lake Huleh incident, which required settling;, 

Ivlr. Aras added, however, that his Government feared that the 
proposed discussions might not lead to positive results, as the 
rigid attitudes previously adopted by the parties did not appear 
to hive undergone much change'," ..‘6ther factors which,it was felt .., ,* 
might work against the success of the C.ommission'~sinitiative 
were, on the ON hand, the prese&t'sta,te of,Anglo43gyptian 
relations and, on the other, the question of the Suez Canal which 
was at present before the Security Counc,il. 

Despite those fears, the Turkish Government felt that the 
effort was necessary at the present time and spproved the text 
of the draft letter of invitation4 One point.would, however, 
have to be borne in mind. During past discussions of the Palestine 
question in the United Nations, it had been necessary to adopt a 
compromise solution, which was not altogether satisfactory, in 
order to avoid lengthy' and acrimonious discussions between the 
delegates,of the .hrab States and of Israel respectively. 'The 
Commission would have to bear in mind that in that compromise 
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solution the priority of the ,refugee questlon had been further 
emphasised; 

The Turkish Government welcomed the suggetition that %,he 
conference should be ho,$d in Paris, particularly in view of the fact 
that the .Genern.l AssembJ.y was.to be held,in that city, 

' ,As regards,the State Department's view that the Commission a 
should send out the invitations without having any' p&or contacts 
with the Governments concerned, the Turkish Government was not 
entirely convinced tlint' such A procedure was the best one; it was, 
however, wilyzing to leave that point to the discretion of the 
Commission. 

The CH,AIRMAN was gratified to note the agreement of the Turkish 
Government. I?lthouglz that Government entertained certain doubts as 
to the success of the proposed discussions;they neverthel'ess 
appeared to feel strongly that there was n need for the Commission 
to teke some such action at the present time. 

With regard to ,the question of preparing the ground for.the 
invitation, the Chairman said that the members of the Commission had' 
discussed his delegation's view that such contacts hA,d bes,t be made 
through diplomatic channels, (and.he felt there was agreement that 
it would be extremely difficult for the members of the Commission, 
as a body or individually, to discuss the invitation with the 
Governments concerned without.becoming involved in a discussion 
of the agenda. This they were naturally most anxious to avoid. 
His Government was therefore prepared to give its fullest diplomatic 
support to the invitation as soon as it had been sent out, and 
hoped that the other two Governments represented on the Commission 
would do the same. 

Mr. MARCHflf; (France) had no reservations to make on the, tex,t 
of the letter of invitation. He wishe.d to state that his Government 
fully approved the initiative which had been t&ken by the State 
Department and felt the necessity for a more vigorous exercise by 
the Commission of its r61e of mediation than ha,d been the case in 
the past. The French Government also agreed that the invitation 
should be supported by diplomatic representations by the countries 
represented on the Commission and also, it hoped, by the British 
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Government, . . . 

.Mr. de BOIWNGER (former representative of Fr,ance), speaking 
personally, felt that the Governments concerned might be told that 
the Commission', in accordanc~e with the resolutions of the United 
Nations,'would give a place of priority in the proposed. discussions 
to 'the ques,tion of refugees, and would also be ready to take up any 

.other urgent matter which threatened to cause acute conflict between 
the parties. 

,  I  Mr; ARAS (Turkey) repeated Mr. de Boisanger's suggestion ,and 
thought that the Governments concerned might be informed a.ccordingly, 
either by the diplomatic representatives in the course of their 
demiirches, or by the Commission itself, 

Mr, BP,RCO (Alternate representative of the United States) 
wished to comment briefly on the foregoing remarks. He felt that 
the question of whether or not the Commission WR‘S to enter in 
advance into a discussion of the agenda wa.s of the veny greatest 

importance. His Government felt that the Commission should avoid 
discussing the question of the agenda in advance of the meetings, 
SQ as to be free to adjust it as necessary at the time 'of the 
conference. 

The State Department feared that on the question of refugees 
there was not very much to be.hoped for from the forthcoming 
meetings; it was felt-that that.q.uestion was only solvzble by 
indirect means', which,,.vould gradually smooth the way for the settlc- 
ment of the more important aspects of the problem; such as 
repatriction, compensation, etc. 

His Government had greater hopes of progress being Rchieved 
in other directions, for inst,ance towards the,modification and 
enlargement of the Armistice' Agreements, It was also, thought thnt 
if some kind of a declaration of non-aggressive. intent were to be 
signed at &he beginning of the meetings, the ground would.be prepared 
for discussion of the other questions. ?, 

Mr. Barco suggested thnt in the diplomatic approaches to be made 
by the governments represented on the Commissi,on it would suffice for 
a ,very general statement to be made, to.the effect:that the 
Commission .was acting'under the terms of the General Assembly 
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,re s olut ions, which had already enumerated the problems to be taken 
up, and that the whole object of the conference was to~find ways 
and means of solving tho,sAe problems, which had already been discussed 

in the General Assembly. Such a general statement would be quite 
adequflte and would avoid discussion as to the order of priority 
of various items. While he understood the point of’ view of 

Mr, Arns and of, Mr. de Boisanger, he could not but feel that the 

views of his Government on the mat’cer were opposed to any prior 
reference to specific items to be discussed. 

Mr. ARRS (Turkey) felt that’such a general formula as Nr, Barco 
had suggested, referring to the General, Assembly resolutions, might 

take the place of a direct reference to the refugee problem. He 
wp\ndered, however, whether it might not be useful to mention in 

adv,?.nce the need for revising the Armistice Agreements, and also 
the fAct that the Commission would be prepared to discuss any 10~1 

I( problems which threatened to become acute. 

Mr, BARCO (nlternate representative of the United States) 
said it hnd been envi’saged that the diplomatic representations would 
not refer to any specific item to be discussed but would be made 
in very general terms, to’ the effect that the Commission was now 

prepared to consider means of solving all the problems outstanding 
between the parties. Such an approach would leave the Commission 

free to adjust the agenda as it considered necessary. 

The CHJJJ$J,~ thought that the diplomatic representatives on 
the spot .wouXd have to #feel their way, If they found that the 

invitation was felt to be too.general, they might explain that 
it did not exclude any question from the agenda, 

Nr, ARflS (Turkey) thought that when the Arab Governments 
asked what was going to be discussed aSJ the proposed conference, 
they might be told that the agenda would consist of questions 
which had already been before the General Assembly, that the 
discussion would be unlimited and that any matters which the 
governments concerned wished to discuss could be added to the 
ngendra , including 3ny questions which were at present causing 
trouble in the Middle East, 



Mr, MhRCHX, (France) agreed that it would be preferable if, 
in the diplomatic representations which were to be made, it were 
stated that the'items to be discussed would be limited only by 
the terms of reference given to the Commission by the General 

‘Assembly. In that way any questions which mighthave been raised 
by the Governments concerned would be answered.in advance. 

The CHBIRJ!r[AN asked whether there were any reservations to be 
mndc to the letter of invitation which had been,approved ad - 
referendum at the Commission's meeting in Geneva on 3 August. --*II 

There were no reservations. 

It was therefore decided that the invitation would be dispatched 
by cable from Geneva on 10 August, 

Issue of press communique WY.-.-- 

iYr, 41\ilA?.CH?~L (Fr.ance) 'suggested that a press communiqu6 should 
be released shortly after the di2pntc.h of the invitations, 

E was agreed thcit a press.communique adhering strictly to the 
text 'of the letter of invitation, nnd adding that the Commission hRd 
adjourned its meetings until the end of August in Paris, should be 
issued on 11 August from Jerusalem, Geneva and New York 
simultaneously. 

The CHAIRMAN adjourned the meetings of the Commission until 
27 August 1951, when a meeting would be held in Paris, 

The meeting rose at 11 a.m. 


