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DRAFT STATEMENT BY THE CHATRMAN

- The CHMBMAN stated that on the basis of the Secretariat drei‘t whicl
had been c:l.rcdlated a few days, earlier to the members of the Commission, the
United States delegatlon had prepared a new draft, which was now before the
Commis 81on. A few minor changes suggested by the Sccretarle.t had been incorpo —
rated in the latter draft ¥, whlch he proposed to read pomt by po:Lnt

The Chairman read the pe.ragraphs relating to Point One of the proposals and
invited the comments of the members of the Commission. _

Mr. ARAS (Turkey) agreed.with the draft as read,. He suggested that =
further factor might perhaps be introduced in that part of the statement, i.,e. th
economic aspect, which might prove an added incentive to the parties to renounce
their war damage clalms R partloularly as all ’r,ho countries concerned wefe

requestlng :1.nternatlona.l assz.stance for economlc development purpose.).

1

After some dluCU.SSlOl’l s it was dec1’ded not to introduce that élement at the

present _t:Lme. | | , S

The CHAIHMAN read the paragrephs relatlng to Pon.nt “wo of the propwals

Mr, LADAS (Pol:l.‘tlce.l.Offlce‘r) suggested that it mlght be preferable, in
the second pax:agraph,, qi‘ Hv"c,hi_s,.part'_. pﬁ lt_ne_’etenement s to reye;nt to sthe wording of'
the Secretariat draft,as follows: 'flni,_-_,:sigp{ndtting. the above baxt, the Conciliatior
Commission desir,‘_e.d: t'o ;s_et.. the foundatvi‘qne fer the negotiation of an agreement
regarding a‘ practical method of carrying out the repatriation of refugees in
accordance with the directive given by the General Assembly to the Commission,
to work out such arrangements as may be practicable in this respect!", This
wording had been used becamse the Commission was basing Point Two of its propos &.ls
on the directive contained in the resolution of 14 December 1950 to "work out
such arrangements as may be practicable!,

After some discussion, it was decided to retain the wording of the United

-

States draft, as it was felt that if any specific directive of a particular

/ resolution



SR/257
page 3
‘ﬂresolutlon were singled out for spe01a1 mentlon; the Commission mlght lay itself
open to charges of 1gnor1ng other resolutlone of eqnal 1mportance;: s
The CHAIRMAN read the paragraphs relatlng to Point Three of the proposale.
Mr, MARCHAL (Franoe) ralsed the questlon of compensatlon te refugees

who might be repatrlated which had not been mentioned in the Comm1551on's )

proposals.

Mr, de AZCARATE (Pr1n01pal Secretary) had w1shcd to draw thc ‘Cormmission!s
attention to that poxnt The pronosal concernlng compensatlon which the Comm1851on
had submltted to the partles dealt exclu31veLy w1th compensatlon to non-returning
refugees, The terms of the General Assembly resolutial of ll December 19A8
referfed to the comnensatlon of returnlng refugees also. The CommlSSlon, therefore,
would have to take an early de0181on as to 1ts aitltude on that questlon.

He suggested addlng a paragraph tO'the Chalrman' statement to thc effect that
the Oomm1581on was for the time belng conflnlng ltself to maklng proposals for
compensation to,non—retupnlng’refugeesrand weuld_deal w1thithe'questlon of
compensation to‘repatrieteg refugees at a later stage, If thet were not done, he
feared the Israel delegation might agsume that'bhelgommiesion had abandoned the
idea of compensation to repatriated_refugees. He was anxious that no euch mis-
understanding should arise, -

Mr, CONTINI (Legal Adviser) said that tne questiqn of compensation to
- returning refugees was a very intricate one from the legal point of view, At the
present time, he thought it might be preferable to_meke itmcleeyﬁthet the Commis-
sion reserved its right to.deal with the questlon at a later date.

Mr., MARCHAL (France) also felt that such a sentence mlght usefully be
added, insorder not to give rlse‘ye‘eny'mgenndenstand;ng'on the:parp ejvthe
delegation of Israel, | .

| The CHAIRMAN felt that 1f lt were made qulte clear from ﬁhe text of the
statement that the Comm1331on|s proposal referred only to” non~return1ng refugees

1t would be preferable not to make a speclflc reference to the questlon of
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compensation to repatriated refugees at the present time, as the Commission had
not yet defined its attitude on that point,
Mr, BARCO (United States) pointed out that the words which had been

} .a,_@ded at the end of the sixth paragraph of the third part of the draft under

- discussion =~ ",,, compensation for property abandonsd by Arab refugees who are

not repabriated." - had the object of making it clear that the Commission's

proposal dealt only with compensation to non-returning refugees,

It _was decided that the text as it now read was sufficiently clear without

any f‘urbher._additions. . , = .

In that connection,,the PRINCIPAL SECRETARY pointed out that it would
be necessary for the Commission to hold a meeting in the near future«for the’
purpose of approving at least those parts of the Report of the Refugee Office
which dealt with the evaluation of émbandoned Arab property. i

Th;e ,.CHAIRMAN_ ag:c_veed_with'the suggestion made by the Principal Secretary.
Before the ,Comm;i._ss;fLon announced the-amount it estimated should be paid by Isracl
as compensation for apandoned Arab izmr_lovable;.propei"ty.,,-it;would be necessary for
the chapter conoernlng evaluatlon to be formau.ly approved. .At present, however,
the Comrnlss:l.on was moroly :Lnformlng the partles of the methods employed by the
Ref.‘ugee Ofi‘lce in evaluatlng the property, in order that there shauld be no mis-
understand:n.ng on the part of the Arab delegatlonq, who seemed to fear that the
Commission, in worklng out :Lts global estn_ma’oe, wa.s taklng into. account the factor
of Israel'sl ablllty to pay. .

The Chalrman read the paragra.phs relablng to Po:.nts Four and Five of the,
Cormmssmon' s proposal§.‘

The draft statement as read wag approved,

MESSAGE FROM THE REPRESENTATIVE OF  ISRAEL
The Chairman informed the Commission that a telephone m’eésage had just
been received from the representative..of Israel tothe effect that his delegation

1 R
~/ did not
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did not expect to recelve instructions from its Government before Thursday or
Friday. Mr, Fischer had therefore requested that the meeting with the Commission
be postponed until the afternoon of 26 Qctober.,

As the Israel delegation has not asked the Commissién to postpone the
meeting with the Arab delegations fixed for 24 October, for the purpose of giving
detailed explanations of its proposals, the members of the Commission agreed
that the meeting with the Arab delegations should take place, as arrangsd, on

2L October and the meeting with the Israel delegation on 26 October,

The meeting rose at 6,15 p.m,
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