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STATE&fFJVT BY THE CHAIRMAN OF TBE COMMISSION ON [17E WORK OF !lBE PARIS 

COXFERENCE, AND DISCUSSIOIV OF THE PROCEDURE TO BE ACOPTED FOR TRANSMITTII!JG 

THE REPORTS OF TJXRWA AJJD OF THE COMMISSXON TO THE SECRETARY-GENERAL 

The CHAIRMAN welcomed the Director,of the United Nations Relief and 

Works Agency and the Chairman and members of the Advisory Commission. Before 

opening the discussion he said that, in view of the state of progress of.the 

negotiations with the delegation of Israel and with the Arab delegations, the 

Conciliation Commission could not yet formulate the conclusions which it intended 

to insert in its report to the Secretary-General. Summing up the salient 

features of the work done at the Paris Conference, he explained that, after 

refusing at first to discuss the Ccnciliation Commission's proposals, the 

delegation of Israel had changed its original attitude and had agreed to receive 

the Commission's explanations, The Commission had, in a letter dated 31. 

October, asked the Arab and Israel delegations to inform it before 6 November 

whether they were prepared to consider the proposals which the Commission had 

submitted to them. The Commission had now received replies from the Egyptian 

and Lebanese delegations, who maintained their attitude and again &eclared 
: 

themselves ready to continue to discuss the Commission's proposals with it. 

The Syrian delegation's reply would probably arrive very soon. The Commission 

had received from the Governmentof Israel, not a direct reply 'to its question, 

but a letter explaining the stand taken by that Government towards the attitude 

adopted by the Arab delegations wlth regard to acceptance of the preamble. 

That stand was clear: .Israel.wss not 'prepared. to discuss the subject matter of 

the Commission's proposals either directly with the Arab delegations or through 

the Commission; but it was :ceady to state its observations before the Commiss- 

ion. He considered that those might be, important. 

The questioh now arose, therefore, 'whether those conversations could 

be continued, The Commission was doubtful, but nevertheless considered it 

valuable that all delegations should explain their attitMes, If it were 

decided to adjourn the conference, the Commission might perhaps consider hearing 

the views of the delegations. 

, 

/ The Chairman 
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’ The Chairman then called upon the members of the ReLief and Works, 
&g&y to. coh&nt ioh their r&port. 1 : “’ ’ ’ 

.( ;.- ,‘I,., I., ,‘. :. , *, ^, . i’ I” : .i /. + /(. 

L. . ,. I%, de,‘SAINT-BARLXXJIN (France) (Chairman” of the Advisory Cdmm$ssion) 

’ ‘thanked the ‘Cti&man of the ,Conoiliation Cot&is&on for his wo?ds of’ welcome 
L ,- and f%r’~hfs remarks on the. current stat.6“ of the Gommis$fonf s work, aid stated 

’ ths,t the Agency was -pregarirr& the recommendat,ions .to be embodied in its report 

to the Secfeta??y-General. I’ In ‘so doing the Agency would obv3.ou.sl.g to a certain ,. 
extent have to take ‘into’ ‘account the’ dev’eIogment ,-in the pdIitica1 si’:u&.on that 

might result Prom the current work of the Commission. He wial~ad ta know the 

8’ lines along which the Cbnciliation Commissian.,expebted the ~FTO bodies to .O’ 
collaborate during. the. i?ext few days, ,.. ,,,. 

I:’ ;,: 1. ..’ ’ ., I !.’ /’ 
..t.., , 

; . . The’ CHADWAN (Concilfat’ioti Commission) said he unders’tood, th?;t ‘the 

” Agency was to submit its report to the S~ecretnrj~Geneml. by 21. Novembkr at ihe I: ,.,. ‘2 
!, Sery ‘iatest ,’ The Cdmmission~ hop’ed thn’t it wotiuld be able by t&t date to snbmit .I, 
i kts cbnolusions’ to him,’ if not in final, form, ,at ieast in.‘the’ir main outline , 

The Commission inter&d to’ present the: facts very plainly and. to set’ forth its 

conclusions, whatever they m.lght be, with extreme car%; as they would obviously 

determine: the Commission” B future , The WQ bodies coul’d therefore’ keeg in ,’ ., 
’ ‘$ouch with one another* and’meet aQain ,&fter the Commission had p6e$a2ed ‘i’tn 

.-. .’ : ~corlclusiours:‘~n:~tbe light ‘of t,he .conversitlons Zt intended to condubt &th .the 

delegations concerned’. ‘. Y ’ ” 
;. -,, 

I’:! : : .( ,. ,. ! s , ., : ‘,’ ., 

Mr I ARAS, (Turl$ay) (Conciliation Co&mission) added to th.e’Ch$i’rmant s 

. ,’ sta&ment that the Cor&iss’ioa ‘should, sin: its report, 4m$hasizk first that it had 

.: ‘. discharge’d $,ts &u.~y’ of mSdiati0n;, and’; neZt s”cres$ ‘the’ problem of repatriation 
.:, ’ ‘and ‘the ueo’essity’ of’ fsnding : B, prompt soIutioii’f%r ‘the refuit;eit’ prabSeti,.“:which 

/’ 1 bons~ituted -a grave.! dSstac16 to*Ww re~est~bl~shment of peace I.’ “’ ’ : 
.r ‘,J I. ‘,! * 3 



A/AC .25/SR ,266 
Page ,4 

Mr, NMX.AL (3mm~3) (Conciliation Commission) romarkea that, at the 

stage now reached. 3n its work, the Commission”valued an exchange of T%WS with 

the Relibf and Works Agency, if not on .-the &rafting of its report at least 

for guidance of its activities. In its conversations with the Parties the 

Commission had. encountered. numerous difficul.tles, which wore praotioally the 

same as those encountered by the Agency in its daily work. ‘Tim present nod 

was to aid the refugees by means of tho existins bodies and ona tJTf3ill stay at 

the camps, whitihcould not be prolonged- indefinitely, 

MY. BLAI@YJORD (mt330t0r of the Relief and Works Agency) w-tea a 

brief statement on the activities of the Relief and Works Agency since ‘he had 

become its Director, and. said. that iu the fulfilment of his daily duties he had 

considered it useful to consult the A,rab Governments with a v$ow to hastsning 

the solution of the A.gency’s problems, The Agency, after Gonflidering various ,‘: 
alternatives, had chosen that of inducing the Arab Governments to o.ooop!‘~ a 

three-year programme of work, of an 0:stimatd oost of’ between 1.50 and 200 million 

dollars to settle the refugees In new housing and give them fwthor opportunities 

of employment. That programme had. been drn,wn up, submitted to the Arab 

Governments -- except that of Saudi Arabia -- and amuss~d officinlly at 

Alexandria unaer the auspices of the ,Arab League, The .AgWICg hs,d reoeived 

some encouragement, bixt the question arose how soon the scheme could be started 

and bow it &da be paid for. The question cou1.d be raised’with the A.rab 

Governments at once, but quite plainly their assumption 0~’ uo~mitrnixda depended 

upon the political atmosphere. 

Tl3at being so, he asked whether the Commission could. give any idea 

of the time which it thought would be necessary to obtain from ~nxno.1 aabtho 
I’) 

A+Ub CoLIntries the agreement sought by the convoyaatfonS at p3Seat :tn progrees. 
.: 

Political results w0ul.d obviously influence the negotiations conauoted by.the 

Agency in its own practical sphere, 

Speaking of the co;~nexion between i&o reports of the two bodies, he 

l maintained. that the more completely the Agency could keep oXear of the political 

issues which were the Commission’s concer3, the more progress the United Nations 

w0ura make t0wgras a solution 0f the refugee problem, He therefore thought it 



betteri j in :connexlrlon~,witb’ ,the refugee probl.em, that: th,e ConqiLiation .qommiss.iont El .,, : .4:. 
rlsport sbohld”not mention the : Agency, and. tbc,t the Rgenc yl s report,,!sbould Leave 

the pol$ti6al. aspects of the problem alone, IL mlgbt,, even, bo ” gpo~,.‘pl~y...tb 1’ 
pz-esont tbb ,Jcwo resorts separately under two separate agenda ,$tqs, Teat :would 

“‘n’ot prevent the.‘two bodies from consulting together, but, for rea8or-m which be: L 

; &etailed,lbe d&Fnot agree with the ‘Commission~s suggestion to transfe? some 
.’ 

of its own duties, such as payment of compensation, to the Agency, . 

He thought that the idea of issuing a statement on repatriation might 
be obnsia&;a ,: :“i* That wouLd inevitably evoke, reactions, but might perhaps in 

the long X&J have the ‘salutary effect of dispelling the lLlus,iona of, the ‘l .I,‘, 
.,’ 

refugees concerning a problematical. repatniation by presenting to. them more’;, .,’ 
)‘I. 

frankly the advantages of re-settlement 1 : .: L 1 :’ ‘.; 
: ..’ >i ; : ,, ‘a ., : /,. : ,:: 

. 
Mr, MAdATJ%’ (United States of Americ’a) (Advieo$~,.Gommission}~ aLso (: : 

considered that the more completely the Relief and Works Agency avoided aLL 

poi?I&al ‘&pe&s ‘of the refugee problem, the better would be its chances of 

a,ohidving satisfactory results, He also thought that the !&mberGovernments 

& ‘the two bodies would be influ&nced by the’ outcome of the present ,e,x$ange 

of viE;wFj l 
!  . , .  

,.i’ :  . / ,  

!‘, - ,  ,‘: . ,  ,‘. 
I  

,  :  

1/ / ,  

r ‘$1~ H?~~~~‘KIJIGHT (United kingdom) (Advisory Commission) .Istated that ‘. 

his Government thought it better for the Relief and Works Agency to refrain 

from* aiJ.‘p~~ftical,,‘a~te,~~tie8’;: which wire the contiern of the Gonoiliation 

~hj&l$ib~; Be also’ aakeh ‘the, Commissfoti. whether the. report, of. its Refugees ,., 

Off i’de’ would be iuilished 1 .:T “If so, be ‘maintaIned that the two, bodies should “, 
,L.ji 

then ‘reach agreement’ on certain points so asI to forestaL.1~ debate In’ the General 
I 

Assem%ly , Ifi f’o$ exambie, the : Commission proposed “c:o aas$gn to the. Agenoy, 

c;ertain autiefl concerning compensation’, the, Agency wouL& .be oKi.igsd >to deoline 
.’ 

them, 
..’ j, ’ I: .’ 1 ‘, 

1 ‘: ‘I ‘,a .’ ‘The %wo hotlies mi’gb’t, moreover, appropriately,,. cousider ,wh,etbe3?, ,tbe 

Clommissfon sbouLd &hate in its report.. that refugees, muQt,nat!. ,!& pre+ed 

to a&h+, ‘ie-setthn&t ‘kiti.1’ ‘ali possih~~ity of, having them: repatriated- bad 
: 

b&n &ha&ted, or ‘wbetber”Y.t’ shouldzexpress the oplnion’?‘&at, -pqp3t~~atiOu was 
‘, -I,.. ‘, : ; ‘Z_~, :‘, ‘:‘, . . ., . . .’ i . 

:; _ . .’ 3 ? _, ,I / I !, ., ; ? :‘j ,,‘I i.: I i ;,’ : ‘,’ -_ : , ..,.)’ - :.3 ., 1. .!’ 
; !, , i ., I( .‘,.1’ 



Impossible r Quite obvidusly such a statemed gut influenoe the Policy of 

t&e Agency tbtiards the Arab States, Be ‘sjm3ssed, very strongly the need to 

make olear to the &legations to the General Assembly ‘of the countries 

represented’both on the Relief ana,Works Agency and on the Conciliation 

Commission, that all. problems which the two bodies were seeking ,to solve must 

be’ ‘considered’ in tbe general context of the political, eaonomic,, and military 

problems’“of the Midale Rast ,’ 4 ,/’ 
I. 

;Mr. de ~.AZCARAE (Principal Secretary, Conciliation Commission): saia' 

that the Commission’s report to the Secretary-General of the United Nations 

would take due account of the conclusions of the report of its aiefugee Office. 

Before deciding ‘whether the Refugee Officie’s report,, which was at present 

limited to members of the Commission, should be annexed in full to the , 
‘,I: 

Commission 1 s report, ‘the Commission would have to discuss the question ,, , 
~ 

: 
Mr. de SAINT-HARBC:JIN (France) (,Cfiairman of the Advisory Commission) 

said that the question Tlheth.er repatriation was impossible’ was primarily’ a 

political one and therefore within the competence of the Commission.’ A state- 

nent that repatriation was i,mpossible wpul$ clearly arouse lively reaction, 

but perhaps the mdment had ccme -- as ,indee,d the French Government thought -- 
I ,/I ~, 

to d.ispePse the, rafugees~ illusions by sb~owi,ng frankness and firmness, “” 
,, ‘I,,.., 

‘Mr. PALMER (United States of America) (Chairman of the Conciliation 

Commission) said,‘,in’reply to Mr. Blandfordrs,~fi.rst question, tbat it would be i 
impossible to state when the conversations opened in Paris with the Parties 

3 
L ,would end until the, Commission baa received. replies from all governments to the 

questions ,whisb it bed “eoently asked them. 
, ,’ 

The two’ boaies wbuia then ,,be 
able’ to bold a further exchange of views, 

With regard to the various points raised” by the Director of the 
‘. ‘I;., 

Relief ‘and Works Agency, and the members of the A.dvisory &nmiss.ion, he s&d 
‘:’ %bat be himse’lf had al%&+! fe.lt’ that to entrust the Re’lief &a’ Wo&s~, Agency 

‘: 
with ‘a political- question such, as oompeasatioa, or even with ‘the payment of 

4 
compensation awards, w0u'l'a pla69 it in a difficult position, The Commission 
would therefore respect as far as possible the Relief and Works Agency’s 

wish not to be given additional duties which might binder it in carrying out its 

main task, 
/with mgara 

-. ! 
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: ’ With Y’eg&Y. to the &lid ana Woxks’ Agenay’& de&&‘. the.t the reports 

of the two hollies ahodd be maae two se-@Y;ate’ items on the’Genexa1 Asjsamblyls 

agenaa, he pointed out that ‘that decfsion lay with the ddegations xepxes6nt& 
. sn the’ General Assembly,committeeti whi’ch settled the agenda; ana the desire 

could therefore be txatismitted to them, A further question w?a which report 

should be placea before *the General Assembly f ixat. I 

After the discussions which the Commission ?zad held. with 

delegationo taking part in the. Conferezlce, it 110da be aiffi0dt t&&bfa 

makirig a statement on repa%xiation. Ee person;zlly believed, and the ‘U&ted 

States GovQxnment held .the Barno view, that before long it would be necesst;xy 

to declare, frankly what the repatriation situation,was,.and naturally such a 

-statement would have to come from the ConcilSation Commission. ‘, 
I I. 

Mr. AF?AS (Turkey) (Conciliation Commission), agreed with’ the Chairman 

that each of the two bodies had its own work td”ao, and that &be x8presentatlv6e :’ ” 
,‘: 

of those countries wh3.ch were members of eithex bod.y had a duty to inform ” ’ .’ 
their national delegations to the General Pssembly on the Palestiho question, 630 

8’8 to facilitate the United Nations 1 task. 

It appeared to be diffioult at present to give an oplnicn on the 

possibilities of repatriation, and he wondered nhether the desired. xesuita : 

would follow if the Commission were- to define its attitude to tbat question. 

Moreover, he agreed with Six Henry Knight that Middle-Eastexn problems foxmed 

a who16 and that an effective and coherent solutfoa fox; them must be at the 

aam time political, economic and military. 

A.lthougb the question of compensation must not interfere with the wbrk ; 
of, the Relief and Woxks Agency, it affected. the Agenoy intimately for well%jnoVn 

xeasons , 

I It eeemeh premature a8 yet to decide concexning -publication of.the 

report of the Refugee Off ice, It was more Important to decide which report 

;e#bould be placed on the General” A,fjsembly’s agenda first, although the former 

ipestlon deserved study because of the possible regsxouseions of’ pi. decision 

upon it. 
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&. !@.RCRAz. (France)' ~h&cilia-ti0n Commission) thou,@+ .that the"' " 

decision on'whioh,report to'submit. 66 the General'&sembly fiylgt @houIb be ' i. 
governed primarily, by expedienCy. If the Ralief‘and Works Agen0g wcre'able 

to submit its report fairly soon, the Assembly might"oc&ehiently consid.& &at 
' ,' 

report and take the oppqrtunit~ $0 study thp.rcfugee'~$roblem‘more thoroughly,., ,: 
The fact should be ~~%ced,~Chat~th0 Arab Governments' rofusn.1 uc to the, present 

.<;I . '., ': 
to euppo;'t :l*osottlcrl:or~t Plans was due to the ssfugeesl persistent.illusi~~~~thaL , 
thby would be ,ropatri,atad. :kThk'mok~ sucqqss the,Relief and Works Agency'had in 

'it?, persuading the Genere~l,~Assembly to accept the solution of'resettlemen~.,' the 'easier 
, 

it wouldl be '$olitically to ovordomti the objeGtions which had bqen raised'in ' 
. 

, ! 
connexi0n with repatriation. : The'C&ciliation Cbmmission, *when dralting its 

report, 'would fil%l it difficult to avoid an, unequfvocal statement on the '- 
., 

practical possibilities, of repatriation.,, I, .[ a In any case the proposals whidh It"' ' 
had submitted td the Governments participating.in the Conference cloarly.'shbw& 

its own views on the question. .,' .,:. ,.. : '. I. 
,' ,>I' 

Mr. do S4IIVT-HXRDOUII!? (France) (Chairman of the"Advis0ry $ommiesion) 

explained that the Relief and Works Agency had to submit'to the Gorpral A@sambly' 

two reports: :in tho'firat,. which was completed, the, Director of the Relief and 

Works Agency reviewed the situation; the accord, which was bsimg prophred; w&a 

a combined report including the recommendations of the Dir&t&and those of the 

Advisory Commission. ., 
, i 

. " 4 ',‘ , 
,The question of the order in which the reports of the Relief and Works 

Agency and the Conciliation Commission should be submitted to the General 
1 ; 

Assembly was rather delicate, and des2rved some thought. If the Agency's report 
were considered before the Conciliation Commissio~~s~~s and the political 

situation wex~, abill Obscure, there was a danger that political qucstions'in 
which 'the Agen~y'di.8. not wish 'GO be entangled might be raised in the debates, 

, 

Mr, ~AL&l?%? (United States of America) (Chairman, of the Conciliatioti 

COInIK&f.iOn) said that the important need-was that the General Aggembly should ' 

diocuss the Palestine problem at what appaarefi to be psychologically the most 

favourable moment for it to give its tihole attention to those se:rJ,ou.s issues. 

/Mr, BI&VDFORD~ 
: ,. 

.~ 



Mr. BLANDFORD (Director of the Relief and Works Agency) said that 

t;he Relief and Works Agency would point out in the conclusions to its report 

that the Arab Governments deemed inclined to seek a formula which would enable 

them td work with the Agency, but that in order to do so they had. to find 

means of modifying in their countries both public o)$.nion and the attitude of 

the refugees. That was the hypothesis that the Relief and Works Agency was 

artvancing, and on which it was basing its progratt~mc of future Work,, 

Mr. E'ALMIXR (United States of America) (Chairman of the ConcZliation 

Commission) said that the Conciliation Commission adopted that hypothesis 

and that, given the opportunity, it would certainly assist the Arab Governments 

to find a formula which would facilitate their dealings with the Raliof and 

Works Agency. 
In conclusion, he suggested that tho Agency and the Commission should 

both ponder the questions raised during the present exchange of views, remain 

:Ln contact so as to exchange -information on the progress of their work, and 
/ 

:Lator, if necessary, hold another Joint meeting, 
The meeting rose at 12.30 p.m. -.--p1-1_- -- va..-I-- 

30/l p.m, 


