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"EXPRESSTON OF APFRECIATION TO MR, AZCARATE AND MR. ANDERSEN

The CHATRMAN suggested that the Commission might wish to address to
Mr. Azcarate and Mr. Andergen, who had recemtly relingulshed thelr Tunctions as
Principal Secretary and Director of the Refugee Office respact?vely, letters
exp”6951ng approciation of their services to the CommissiOn.v

The Commission was happy to welcomwe Mr. Chal d& 1ts new Prinoipﬂl

Becretary.

Mr. PALMER (United States of Americs) supported the Chairman 8 remarks.
Mr. Azcarate had won the confilence and respect of all the parties involved in
“the Palestine problem, and he (Mr. Palmer) personally had many reasons to
remewber with gratitude his wise counegel and help. The Commigsion had also
been very fortunate in héving Mr. Andersen as haad of its Refugee Office, where he

- -had, performed a-difficult task conssisntiously and well.

As it had stated in a letter asddressed to the Secretary-General in
Paris the Commission had hoped that Mr. Azcarate could have remained longer,
for the sake of continuity of the Commission's work. Mr. Palmer felt 1t would
ba.moa?ffiﬁtihg to send letters of appreclation to him and to Mr. Andersen,
cépiés being filéd in the Secretary-General's office.

Mr. MENEMENCIOGLU (Turkey) said his colleague, Mr. Aras, had asked him
to express his appreciatlon of the valusble services rendered by Mr. Azcarate and
Mr. Andersgen.

The4CHAIRMAN accordingly proposed that the Secretariat should be asked
to draft two letters and submit them for the Cummisslon's approval at the next
meeting.

Tt was oo agreed..

Mr. CORDIER (Execytive Assistent to the Secretary-General) said that
the Secretary-General would be pleased to hear of the Commission's expressions
of appreciation of the ssrvices of Mr. Azcarate and Mr. Anderasen and its welcone

~ %o Mr. Chal. His desire had constantly been to provide the Commission with

highly satisfactory mervices and the Secretariat would continue to meet the

Commissgion's needs to the best of ite ability.
/IMPLEMENTATION
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IMPLEMENTATION OF GENERAL ASSEMBLY 'RESOLULION™CF. 26 JANUARY 1952 (512 (VI))

The CHAIRMAN invited the Commission to consider its function in the
light of the General.Assembly 8 resolution of 26 January, how it should be
fulfilled and if eny changee w0 needed. With regard to its place of work,
the Trench Government's view was that 1t ehould for the time being sest in
HJNew York, and be eerved by the permanent delegatione of the countriee repreeented-

Mr. PAIMER (United States of America) said that, as the members were
probably aware, the United States Government also felt the Commission ghould
remain in New York until some reason might arise for it to meet eleevhere, A
,decieion in thet ~sonse would conform to the deelre expreseed by the General
Aeeembly, and he felt 1% could offer as satisfastory a ‘basis for progrese ‘ag any
other plan. The Commlssion's rols wes to stand by in readiness to confer with
the partiee at any time.

The United States Gover*lmen+ felt that the firgt item to be discussed
was blocked accounts, as a preliminary to the solution of the question of
compensation. As his oolleaeuee already knew, he himself was firmly convinced
that to bring the parties to discusgs blocked accounts would do much to create a
better atmosphere between them, The problem was simple cOmpared with that of
‘.compeneetion for the amounts involved, and the claimants, were kn0wn, and the
Israel Government had recognized the obligetion to gottle the matter. It would
be futlle to try to make progress on the commeneation question until the matter

of blocked accounts had been sottled.

M. MENEMENCIOGLU (Turkey) agresd with Mr. Palmer concerning the
standby role of the Commission and the fact that it should meet in New York for
. 'the present, as long as the Commission felt it was not necessary to move

'elsewhere. For the time being, he feltb that the eervices available voth from
the delegafione and the Secretariat in New‘York made 1t appropriate to start
the Commieeion 8 work at HEadquarters.

The CBAIRMAN thought he wasg correct in eseuming thet, wnder the Genmeral
Assembly resolutione, Jerusalem remeined the official headquarters of the
- Commission although 1t was entitled to dscide to hold 1ts meetings in New York

for the time being. / -
Mr. CORD
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Mr CORDIER (Exeoutlve Assistant to the Seoretary~General) confirmed
that interpretaxion.v'i' '

The CHAIRMAN'said'he ought. to-point out thet the decision to meet
in New York in no way meant “that the Commlsslon wes losing 1nterest in 1ts

" mandate.  Pérhaps a’ oommunlqua ghould be 1gsued or a letter written to the

parties meking 1t clear that the Commission remained st their disposel and was
ready to change its meetlng place whenever 1t could. better merve 1ts purposes

by doing so.  °

Mr. MENEMENCIOGLU (Turkey) agreed. . His Govermment felt that the
" Comilssion could Better fulfil its task while meeting in New York end thought
‘that that fact should be made clear.

© Mr. PAIMER' (United States of America), whilst wishing to reserve
his ‘position until the following meeting concerning any communlcation to the
“parties, agreed in principle with the Chairmen's views.

Mt . CORDIER (Execut!ve Aséistant to the Seoretary-General) sgreed
"ywith the views éx?reésed'concerning the Commiesion's presence in New York for
~ the time being and with'the proposal to issue‘a,communiquei or write a letter

to the parties, clearly stating the Commission's intentions.

The CHAIRMAN proposed that the Commission should discues the form of
any such ‘communicetion at. ite next meeting.

It was so egreed.

The CHATRMAN then invited the Cormission to turn to the Quesﬁioﬁs of
compensation, ‘blocked accounts and a representative of the Commission in
Jerusalem. Concerning the first, he referred +to the study prepare& by -

Mr. Berncastle, dated 10 March 1952. Compensﬂtion was, of course, closely
" related to blocked" accounts but should not be disregarded the French Govern-
ment would like to see studies with a view to its settlemﬁnt oontinued

}‘/Mr.”PALMER
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MT PALMER (Uhited States cf.America) further explained his reasons
t3 for considering that a study of the question of blocked sccounts wes an ‘essen-
tial preliminary to the p0551bilitJ of any prcgress in the matter of compensa-
tion. It would be unwise for the Commission to undertake. further studjes on

compensation unless it Baw some reasonable chanoe of settlement

3 Mr MENEMENCIOGLU (Turkey) said he had only Just received

Mr Berncastle's paper and we:ld comment on it more fully later. ' He ‘thought,
jhowever, that useful preparatory work COle be dore on the lines indicated
but care must be taken not to raiae fai © hopes ol comp nsation among’ indi-

vidual refugees.

. . The CHATRMAN said the impression should not be conveyed that the,

‘ question_cf compensation wes being shelved. He feared that ﬁo‘@ﬁi&k results
in the matter of blocked accounts could be expected and, f so, 1t would be
vunfortunate to have also to report to the General Assembly that ‘the Conmission
had taken no steps towards solving the problem of compensation. Moreover, it
was always possible that the Israsel Government might chenge 1ts attitude
towards the question., Perhaps Mr. Berncastle might have some suggestions

for possible studies at the technical level, on the spot, to further the
question., | ' " -

Mr. PALMER (United States of America) explained thet he would not
wish to gtand in the Commission's way if it and Mr, Berncastle felt that
there was gome prospect of success. The important polnt was to ascertain
the attitude of the Tsrsel Government on the two interrelated oﬁestionsl
He enguired for Mr. Berncastlc Ty views concerning steps that could be taken .

forthwith yith raasonable hope of success.

5 , N& BERNCASTLF (Land Specialist) said that the question of compen-
_sation could be diVided into two parts- discussion w1th the Israel Government
concerning the global amount ant discussion with Arab refugees concerning

the indiv1dual emounts. So far as the first was concerned Terael had made
‘a.clear offer, though quelified by polltical considerations, and the Comnisslion

/might do
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might do wwong to ignore it. . Study.of the second could. be approached in the
first instance either: through the proposed questionnaire to refugees or through
" the micro-photographs referred to in his paper. . In his view ‘the former method
was preferable as ‘the microfilm only covered a part of the,cpuntry, alpeit_the
greater part, and:would not be ready for use uptil:JUly. Replying to

Mr. Palmer, he thought the Commission might communicate with the Israel
Government, . referring to their. offer to discuss valuation (the term that

' Government itself had used) and asking vhether Israel was prepared to dilscuss
the question of valuation at the technical level. The Commission would have
to ‘consider whether any such epproach should be made by letter from New York

or by sending a representative to Tel Aviv.

After a further exchange of wsuggestions, the CHAIRMAN proposed that
Mr, Berncastle should be asked to prepare-.a study on the possibilitles of
further action on compénsation and that another paper, dealing with blocked
accounts, should be prepared by the Secretariat for consideration at a sub-
 sequent meeting,

Tt wes 8o agreed.

The CHAIRVAN then introduced the question of phe Gommission‘a.
representation in Jerusalem. The French Government's piew was thei,it;would
be a great disadvantage and would create an unfortunate impression if‘ﬁhe
 Commission did not maintain a representative there, to act as observer,
maintain local contéctsvand symbolize the presence of the United Nations in
Palestine. He urged the Commission to agree to the principle of having a

represontative In Jerusalem,

Mr. PATMFR (United States of America) said that he would héye to
refer the matter to his Government for 1nstructions} Hé recognized that a
‘sltuation might develop in which a top-level representative might be needed
" in Jerusalem for & specific turpose or a specified psriod, but there were two
dangers to be avoided: +that of sending a representative who did not,p@ssess
‘the'right’backgroundfand gualifications fTor action at. the highést'lpvg;; and

" /that of
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that of having such & person there when there was 1little possibility of his
taking any action.

Mr. MENEMENCIOGLU (Turkey) said that he would have to consult his

Government on the matter.

The Commission approved the text of a communiqué for releage to
the press,

The meeting roge at 5.15 p.m.

23/h .10,



