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yne C~IRIVJAN, after m~!A.ng a document in which the Secretariat summarized 

the .comments of the Israel delegation and the Arab delegations on the pyoposals 

made to the lat$er by the Israel delegation on 14 November 1951, pointed out that 

the summery brought out once again the irreconcilable natme of the opposing 

Qif3WS, 

It would thererope s&m’ that the time had come to decide to close the 

Confbrrence, sin& all p~sm&i&.~~ of negotiation at it had been exhausted, 

Moreover, the Commission now had”‘to begin drafting its report to the Secretary- 

General: and perhaps also to hear the parties separately on individual points 

connected with t&e proposals, Although those negotiations had ;lot had the 

successful outcome desired, they had nevertheless produced a clea:? statement of 

the parties’ views, inasmuch as the Israel delegation had been ind.ucsd I;o put 

forward ite .%bservations , 
’ . . ,/ ! :,; 

Qr, .&E3AS ( Turkey) agreed that, after the Commission’s efforts to. ,bl?i,ng 

the parties together at the Conference, it should now recognize that their views 

were &ill as divergent as eve??, The tension which the Suez C!@aJ. affair had 

created In the Mi.ddle East &ad”had the effect of mak& ‘the partiest attitude 

on tile ??alestine diSpUt8 more intransigent than ever;, , 

As-for the Conference. itself, he f 01-t; that it should be adjourned . 
rather than &ef..nitely closed, so,@ not to &sate an, nnfc;vourable atmosphere 

1 jt+$ wh’en the Arab dele&hibns to, the General Assemblf$ere about to yeply to 

Nr , Sharett 1s otatemen,t , 

Mr, MARCElAL (Franoe) noted that %he last’ meetings which the Commission 

had heid in turn with the Israel delegation and the delegations of the Arab States 

had demonstrated beyond question the failure to create a favourable atmosphere 

for the attempts to sol.ve the disputes outstanding between tho parties, and to 

bring the opposing viewpoints closer together. There wag,, however, no doubt 
that the negotiations held in Faris in the past two months would have he1pd.t. to 

elucidate the various aspects of the problem, so that the Commission woul.d be able 

to give the General Assembly a very clear Wea of the si$uation, It would, ~“, \ 

/ moreover, ” ),, :!,’ 
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moreover, have been real;Fed that 011 in&?iduai pa’i.nts there were’ pbssibilities of 

agreement whlch‘should not be neglected, , 
’ . 5 : : 

The Israel repressntatlve’s statement in the.Commission must be ?;aken 

tbgether with the speech made to the~Israe1 Pailiament by Mr. Sharett, ~1~0 had .;’ 
,&at$i that the Israel. Government tias pre-gnrecl ‘to settle the’ refugee ques!ioF  ̂

” butside the g,enoral context of a sattl.oment 0P the questions in &is,pute. ,,,! 

lv!ti. Sharett, of course, had In mind only the par$icular problem 02 compensation, 

but the change of att1tud.e should not ‘be overlopked, 

It woul$l. de. remeibered that &“r, Fjscher had declared that his delegation 

was prepared to d.9sctl.a~ i&$11 the Conciliation Commission, or any other United 

Nations body, tha quest-ion of the sv$l.uation of abandoned Arab property, and that 

he had also observed that the current negotiationa would perhaps f’acil:!tate a 

settlement cxf the question of, the b~.CJCkf?d account’~, It therei’o& appeared that -- 

either at the Conference or slrjewhere .-- negotiations should be continued on those 
( 

two points, since the dolegatIons of the Arab States. had raised no tibJect!.on : ., / 
with regard to the release of the blocked acc+iintb, Thus, immediate action seemed 

possible on that particuldr pbint and the Iraqi Government might ‘be asked whether 

it Was p?%pared to free the bZoclred J’ewioh accounts In it!: territory. 

As yegards the wind.lng Up of the ~Confsrence, he felt that en adjournment 

would be better -- at any rate until the closure of the de’batn on the l?&est~n8~’ 

question ‘in, the Genera& Assembly -- since that procedure tied no one’s handa and 

provided ‘an opportunity of resuming negotiations if the atmosphere improved, 

Mr u bRAS ( Turkey ) said, tha% although he thought it difficult to discuss 

certain individual points of the Comm:J.ss:ibn’Y s general, proposals at’ khs Cotif eyence 

itself, there was nolhLng to pqevent the Commirkion, as such, from discussing. 

them with the delegations concerned, 
‘, 1 

As regards, the bJooked account&, the Iraqi Government coulS! indeed be 

asked wilr;L‘lj it was prepared to do about them, ” ,. 
A,a to the refugee question, the C&f&encs could not deal exclusively 

with the “compensation” aspoc t, but had .at the same time to take into account ., 

the ~“repatr1atlon” aspect, since Lhe General Assembly had adopted a formal 
,’ 

resolhtion on $I;liat question. ~ 

’ 
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Mr, waCH,& (France) recalLed that when the Commission ~3s draft~!.ng its 

POpOsah, the United States delegation had suggested that the geneuliz~ prOposE& 

CW.xhi~utcd a single .whole, which the parties had to acseg’t 0%’ seject ~2. l?Ibe~+ 

At that t%ne the French delegation had opposed the augf;estion and "Gil6 COmmissiOn, 

while rOOOgni&$ the independent natwe of the psoposale, had a~:reod. that, if 

the ‘negOtlatj.Ons’ -Indicated any :~ossibKLlt~es of. partial agreemexts ., they WuId 

not be neglected, it wxfiit thus not ‘mean exceeding the terlns of xL?fownce of the 

Conference to con&~& xlego$iations on qu3sticXki wh.'iZi~"~h aa7azittea 02 23 601.ution. 

As ympr& the suGge&i.oll. in the ~“TsraeL repYesentatiie :s s’~2.tOmen.t 

concerning the refugee probblem and, more ‘especial.ly, the quds%-ioi~r; of WmpenSatiOn 

and Lhe avaluatIon 02’ abandoned A.rab pro$e&y 5.3 Israel, t;he French ile2.c:~atiOn 

considered that Pt mQht be interesting, ixwi::i~, ragad to Suture n~~:~r,o+4ations on !.,. 
t&e rcdu~eo qued;ion;, to study the Isyael Goverme,r$i ;s views irn p?cdxr detail and 

to hear the Israel delegation, since it had said it was ready to give those views, 

I 
should not hear the Toin% of view OL -- the Isme:L delo&.ttibn on the q~ueskions of 

oompensat ion and. blocked accounts 3 for the Comdssfon had been roques’ted by the 

General. Assembly to “make ( J : arrangements b i I. for ‘cbe ,, * ,, ~aymwt of 

ccmpenaation” d /I, ITeve~tholess, as the Erench re.lgesentative had obnox‘Yretl., Israel, I a 

offor should be, inkrpreted in the I&ht of Mr. Sharett p s speech, TM.ch imposed 

certain cond3t5ons and specified tha2 the payment of compensation by Is:?ael must 

release that~ countr,v Prom o,l%. ot’fler oSLi&ions toxards the refugees, ?~articulaT9.y 

ill respect of regntriation, IZ; was :impo:??,xxk that the Comw’ *’ ssio:n d~ouL::l so act 
. 

as not to Give the ~mpreseion thst it subscribed to th.ose conditions, 

111 his opixion, it would be unwise, 0utsid.e the confe~o~xe 1 to Onter 

ini converaatlonc on c~~pi~aahion and, blocked mxounts without havins some 

~PRLJW-~~ that gosit%ve sesults mQht beY’expectad, 

iu’zktt;h %a&ard to the work of the’ cor?fe:rence, he feared that a decision 

to adjc-mm vhrlle J.eminll; open the possl bility, 0’F a ~:euuq$ion of negotiations 

xight $ in the cixumotancos, create co&union, ,The c:od’e~e~ce had bsea convened 

for .a clef inite purpoec I ,:?hich had bee:1 describs,d ‘both in the Cha:lrula:Gs opening 

statement an3 in the’ Comxissio;n t s ge~lera?,~ proposals D ict It were. fo:u~zf;d. *that that I., 



purpose could not be attained, .it would only remain to brirq the conference to an 

CXX#L The conference. was only one episode in the efforts of the Colr~n,issiOn, 

which, *of course, 
,,, 

remained quite, free to continue its task of conciliation and I. . 
mediation. ’ 

iI, 

The CHAIRMAN observed, that the members of’ the Commission recognised 

” .that the time had come to end the work of the conference, and that it was merely 

a m&tter of deciding whether the conference should be declared closed or . 
aaj ourne tt , He for his pnrt did not think that there was valid reason to let it 

be understood that there was any chance of the conversations being resumed’in the . 
near’- future. I. There was 2 moreover, nothing to p&vent the Ccznmission from conveninG 

I 
a new conference in case of nee.d.. 

Like the French re$resentntivc, he thought, it would neverthelass bo n 

pity not to exploit the possibility of settling the matter of the blocked ..; 
accounts and. the, question of compensation, But ‘the’ Commission could in its’ own 

right hear the points of view of the Parties on that subject, or even discuss them 

if there was reason to think that conversations’ of that kind might bo fruitful. 

Mr. BARCO (United States of America) believed the problem:was turnin@ 

out to be more complex than had at first been thought e It seemed to him that it 

.I . . I ,wbuld be difficult to close the conference and go on discussing ,the CCmmisaS~~~s . ‘. A::.. 
proposals,’ for, if that were’ ‘done, the ‘Commission~s report to, +a General Assembly 

would, not be: of, any great si~~nificance. - ~Logleallg, therefore,, the Fcmmiaaion ,. ,._ 
- 

should aeclme the conference ‘ciosed, and., the& prepare its .report, s,t.atiny: in it -,.. 
that the points of view’& the ,Parties had turned out to be: $rreconciloblo, $hila 

at the ‘some time indicatirl; that the 2artfes seemed nevertheless prepnred to 

1.‘:’ -&&cuss certain individual points’ ‘in the .Commission 1 s proposals, The GEfral 
” . . 

Assembly could then, consider the ‘situation &d. take’. an appropriate decision, 
‘, .I ,< .., . ‘I., ,, \, t \ I., :... : ..,, I ” 

Mr. ARM (Turkey) sugGes,ted .that for, the time being it should be . ..’ 
decided to adjourn the conference and then to close it when the. Commissioti ‘had 

:. submitted, its’ repoyt to the Secretary-Gene&l; dnd Mr’, .MARCH& (France) stated 
, “’ 1, 

that ‘that solution. s,cemed acceptable to him, ” 8. ‘, ,.. .. ,, :~: : (. 
‘. 
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I The SR’INCIPAI, ‘SE’&ETARY urged Otllat in order to be able to make useful I. 
decikions .:the .General Assembly should have the whole, situation before it, and that ” 
the continuation of the conference -- if only in theory -- might be an .: , 
embarrassment to it in making such dec$siQns., %;I In fact, the members of the .‘, “, 

Commission wore. agreed in principle in closingb:the conference and ,differed merely 

as to the date on which the’ 6l.osure should be offic~~ly declared, k-l pis i view, 

the’ Commission should describe very clearly in: its report the resuJ.ts of the . . .’ 

further attoinpt at conciliation which :the convenSng of the conference represented. \ 
Since de report would be Bubmitted in a few days , there was not mu.ch point in 

. 

the conference adjourned now only to announce its ‘closure a,,short time 
,. 

!’ ,‘, .~ ” 
4. “l, ,, 

: .: L ,. ,$. .: .k” ,. ;,.. .: I : 
Mr. MARCEIAYL (l?rance) &served that the question if’the ‘&losure or ’ ,‘, 

adjournment of tho conference d:l.d ‘not raise a point of substance but rather a ’ 

question of axpo,d,$ency and presentat ion, Whi1.e: he et& thou2h.t :, therefore, 

that ‘it would be better to ‘lgait L&W. the Commission had submittec T$s report .a 
to the Secretary-General before offici@Ly de&l.arlng the conference closed, hs 4, ; 
would supp,ort the TurkJsh r’epresentative’s proposal, as &ended by the PrincipaJ. ’ : .! 
Secxetary and supported. also by the Chairman,, ,; 

deczided to req.uest the PrincPpal Secretary ‘to prepare the text LAd-- 
of a l&Cer &o be addretised to the Parties for t,he purpose ~of informinp them ” ” -II-m ~~D.n.--mm-awa~ Illu-*as*‘--an 

R dlscusslon took placb: ds to whether the -report of ‘the Office shouJ.d be s .: .4 
annexed ;Lb, sle to the report ‘of’. the Commisgion,’ or .whether the Commission should 
merely note the results of those ‘studies’ in its o&n report, quoting appropriate. 

extracts o 


