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DRAFT STATEMENT By .THE CHAIRMAN 
., ,. . 

The CH&II$$$ stated that on the basis of the Secretarhat draft, whickl 
,. ; , 

had been circiilated a few days,earlier to the members of the Commission, the 
I 

United States delegation had prepared a new draft, which was now before the 

Commission. " A few minor changes'suggested by the Secretariat had been incorpo- i . 
rated in the latter draf-tF,Ghidh he'proposed to read point by point, * 

The Chairman read the paragraphs relating to Point One of the proposals and 

invited the comments of the members of the Commission, 

Mr. AMS (Turkey) agreed),wi.th the draft as read,,, He suggested that %t 

further factor might perhaps be introduced inthat part of the statement, i.e. -th , 
economic aspect, which might prove an added incentive to the parties to renounce 

: "" 
their war damage claims : . . ;.... , particularly as all the countries concernedwere 

., : :I 
requesting international assistance for economic development;' purposes, 

, , , . (  
‘, 3 i 

.  

After some discussion, it was decided'not toVintroduce th&,!'eXement at the 
: !. , 

present time. 
I 

The CHAIRMAN read the paragraphs relating to Po&t"fio"of the propos&Ls 
a'. 

Mr. LADAS (Political,Officer,),suggssCcd that it might be preferable, Olin 
.,. ,. , 

the second paragraphof this, partof the statement, to revert to :-the wording of . . .,', :' , ' a.." . .., ., '. !. + ' . .I_. _ ,.-...., 
the Secretariat draft,,as, foJlo:s: 

,.. ;. ,_ _ 
- I,..., Ytn.submitting the above text, the Concilia-trior ."::f‘, .._ ,.., '1,7'l.; *. 

Commission desired to set. the. foundatio,ns.for the negotiation of an agreement . . . .:. .( 
regarding a practical method of carrying out the repatriation of refugees in 

accordancp 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 because the Commission was basing Point Two of its propos>lls 

on the directive contained in the resolution of 14 December 1950 to llwork out 

such arrangements a s may be practicableI', 

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 
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resolution were singled out for special mention, the Commission might lay itself . .( I 
open to charges of ignoring other resolutions of equalimport'ance, I 

: . . 
The CHAIRMAN read the .paragraphs relating to Point 'Three of the proposals, 

l 

Mr, MARCHAL (France) raised the question of compensation to refugees 
‘. ’ ‘. 

who might be repatriated, which had not been mentioned in the 

Mr, de AZCARATE (Principal Secretary) had wished to 

: 
CommissionIs '. 

. ., . 

drati the"Commitisionl s 

attention to that point, The proposal concerning compensation which the Commission _ 
had submitted to the parties dealt exclusive~'with compensation'% n&i-returning 

‘. 

refugees, The terms of the General Assembly resoluticn of 11 December 1948 
+ I 

referred to the compensation of returning refuge& also. The Commission, therefore, 

would have to take an early decision as to its attitude on that question. 
4 : ,:' 

He suggested adding a paragraph to the Chairman' P statement to the effect that 
I '. : 'L“ ,,". 

the Commission was for the time being confining itself to making proposals for 

compensation to non-returning refugees and would deal with the question of ., I' . 
compensation to repatriated refugees at a.later stage, _I, If that were not done, he 

. feared-the Israel delegation might assume thaCthe,~ommission had abandoned the 

idea of compensation to repatriated,rofugees, He was anxious that no such mis- 

understanding should arise. I " 
Mr. CONTINI (Legal Adviser) said that the question of compensa+ion to 

returning refugees was a very intricate one from the legal point,of view. At the I ,' ._' : 
present time, he thought it might be preferable to Fke it. cIear,,.that the Cotis- / * .,' ' 
sion reserved its right to deal with the ,q.uesti.on at a la,t,er date, ,, : 

Mr, MARCHAL (France) also felt that such a sentence might usefully.be 

added, in~order not to 
“ .  d 

give rise,to any misunderstanding on the 'pa,rt of the .: ."F.' :. .,, . . .,.. .,. . . . . . . . ,,: . . . . . ,: ., ,. z ,,_.. . 
delegation of Israel, 

The CHAIWN 
' '. 

felt that if it were made quite clear from the text'of the 
*'.l ;. ..:. : a_, ' I ,'. statement that the Commission!s proposal referred only to non-returning refugees, 

,: ., * . . ., . .../.. ‘2. . ..,,, ',, . 
it would be preferable not to make a specific reference to the question of 



* 

’ 

,* 

i 

comP&nsation to repatriated refugees at the present time, as the Commission had 

mt Yet defined.its attitu&,on that point, .,I, .,. ., ,'. 

Mr, BARCO,(Unitsd States) pointed out that the wbrds tihich had'been 

added at the .end of the sixth paragraph,ofthe thirdpart of the' draft under 2 

discussion - I1,,W compensation for property abtidoned 'by- Arab refugees who are 

not .repatriated.'I - had thq. obj.ect of making it clear that the CommisSionIs 

Proposal dealt only with compensation to non-returning refugees, . 

I> was decided that.the to&as it now read was sufficiently clear without 

any further, additions, : 

In that connection,.,.the,PRDXXPAL SECRETARY pointed out that it would 

be necessary for the Commission to hold a meeting inthe near future~for the' 

,purpose of approving at least those parts of,tBe Report of the Refugee Office . 
which dealt with the evaluation of abandoned Arab property.":: ,', 

The ~CHAIRMAN agr,eed,with the suggestion made by,the Principal Secretory, 

Before the .Commission announced the.amount it estimated should be paidby Israel. 
I 

as compensation for abandoned Arab immovable property,,.it would be necessary for 
, , 

the chapter concerning evaluation to be form$iIy approved, :At present, however, 

the Commission was merely informing the parties of the ,methods employed by the 

Refugee Office in evaluating the property, in order thatthere should be no mis- 
. 
understanding on the part of the Arab delegations, who seemed,to fear that the .' , I 
Commission, in working out its global estimate, was taking..into,-account the factor . ., . 
of Israel's ability to pay, : ,A ,.: 

;' 
The Chairman read the paragraphs relating to.Points,Fo,ur and Five of the, I 

Commission~s proposals.. ;' :. ', ,' . 
The draft statement as read wa8 approved, _ .., 7' . 

MESSAGE FROM THE l%EJ'RESENTATIVE~OF ISFihEL ,' ': '. I 

The Chairman informed the Commission that a telephone'messsge 'had just 

been rcceive~ from,the ,repre.sentative-'of,Is~ael tcthc effect that his delegation 
. . 8,. : 'Y,' . ,. , ,, : .' ' : 
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did not expect to receive 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 October, 

As the Israel delegation has not asked the Commission 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 arranged, on 

24 October and the meeting with the Israel delegation on 26 October. 

The meeting rose at 6,15 p.m. 


