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PUBLICATION OF THE COMMISSION'S REPLY T0 THE LETTER FROM THE ISRAEL DELEGATION
'AND COMNUNIGATION OF THE REPLY T0 THE ARAB DELEGATLONS

The CHAIRMAN-invitcd the Press Officer to give the Commission some&
information on the situation with regard to publication in the press of the
' corréspondence exchanged between the Israel delegation and the Commission,

Mr, JANKOWSKI (Secretariat) informed the Commission that its letter
of 6 October had been pﬁblishéd in the preés but had not received much publicity,
Thg'Israel‘delegation; in addition, had made known its intention of publishing
:ﬁhe text of its reply to the Commission's letter, The reply had appeared
in extenso in the:"New‘Ybrk TimesU’twopdaygvprgvious}y.l o

| As to the Comﬁission'éméepiy to the‘iétter-frﬁm-lsrael; it could be
published in two ways: (a) by merely bommunicating the full text to the press,
or (b) by preparing a communiqpé whiqh would indicate what thémé;;Aiésion |

considered to be the main idea in the letter, Mr, Jankowski favoured the

‘ .
R

second method as thQ first would‘permit different newspapers themselves to

pick out the maln 1dea and comment upon it
My, ARAS (Turkey) thought the Commission should avoid stre551nv the
idea it con31dared most lmportant, as Journallsts would tend to exp101t the fact
and emphasize what, ~according to them, the Commission had tended to hide, It
would be preferable to give them the text of the reply without comment and leave
them to write their articles in their own way,

Mr, MARCHAL (France) agresd, The important fact for the Commission
was the. publication of the reply, Comment was not very important and; in any
case, in nd way bhanged the respective positions of all the parties concernsd.

He thought it would be bes£ to publish the‘letter twenty~four hours after sendiqg

it to the Israel delegation and to communicate it to the Arab delsgations beforéﬁ

publishing it,

/ The CHAIRMAN
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The CHAIRMAN thought that as a matter of courtesy the Commission
should inform the Israel delegation that it intended to publish its roply to°

Israel, He recalled that the Israel delegation had done the same with regard

to the Commission.

Mr, ARAS (Turkey) agreed to that procedure in the case in point but
.emphasized that it should not be considered a precedent binding the Commission
for the future,

The CHAIRMAN agreed to that reservation and added that the Commission
should decide in each case on the procedure to be followed,

He recalled that the Gommission‘would soon have before it the draft reply
to the Arab delegations and the working documen£ on.the‘comprehensive proposals,
As it should study these texts before receiving the parties; the Commission might

meet in the morning of Monday,; 22 October, for that purpose,

It was so‘decided.

The meeting rose at 11,50 a.m,




