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Present:  Mr. de Bciéanger‘(France) "= Chairman

Mr. Yalecin (Turkey)
Mr, Ethridge " (U.SJ4L) . o
~ Wp, Agcarate _ ~»Principal Secretary

e e s e

The Commission discussed the 1nstructlons to ‘be glven tO'the‘
Jerusalem Committee. Mr. TALCIN pclnted out that the Oomm1881on
had a mandate from the General nssembly to establlsh an 1ntcrnatlonal
regime for Jerusalem and must act accordlng to its own ideas. .It

'should not be 1mpeded by or take into account the ochctloﬁs of
either side, but must elaborate a statute to be 1mposed as dlrected
by the General Assembly. . . L “H

. Mr, ETHRIDGb thought that 1t was necessary to, consult thc- |
parties concerned in order 1o flnd all p0551ble areas of agreement,
the Commission had instructions from the General nssembly tu that |
effect. He offered the follow1ng statement fcr the Comm1551on's
cohsiderat;on concerning the Jerusalem Ccmmltteefs terms of

_referencc | B -
"In concludlng lts con51deratlon of the Progress
Report, the- Comm1551on made the followmng de0151ons
"l,‘ The previous terms of reference of thc éommlttee
. were reaffirmed. | |
"2. DMore partlcularly, the Commltt e should durlng
the next phase of 1ts work, continue; 1ts exploratory
work 1n consultation W1th the parties: concerncd w1th 8

view to edv181ng the Commlssion as tc the p0551b111t1cs

of ach1ev1ng an 1nternatlonal rcglme for Jerusalcm whlch would

/be




.beLéééé;ﬁéﬁigﬁgawgﬁéwﬁgiﬁed‘Naticns and to the parties

} 6b£cerned.'

| "3, The Committee was instructed to report further
Progressﬁtb“themﬂgmmissionv”w-““'”””‘”‘ |
Mr. YALCIN was not against cohsultation on practical questions
but thought that any discussion of principle was beyond the
competence of the“partieslcqngerned. .

. The CHAIRMAN drew attention to the mention of quimum local
autonomy for various groups in'the‘cqmmunity,which he thought
should be studied particularly, without impairing the international
character of the statute.’ | |

" Mr. ETHRIDGE pointed out that there was no mentidn of a‘
M"statute" in the resolutioni: The word in the English texﬁ was.
"status". | | |

Mr. WILKINS explained that~auring the Aséembly’é deliberations
in Paris it was considered that ‘the inﬁefnational régiﬁe mi@ht be
supervisory rather than under direct United Natlons‘admlnlstratlo
as had been elaborated in the Truuteeshlp Counc1l's draft statute,
To revert now to a use of the Word "statute” might preJudlce the
work of the Committees

The CHAIRMAN believed that the Commlttea would have to take
into account the Arab position that an 1nternatlonal raglme would be
acceptable only with guarantees as to 1ts permanence and durqblllty.

Mr. YALCIN remarked that such guprantees should be made ,
regardless ‘of the Arab position. He agreed that the Commlbtee should
continue its work, but thought that'it muét bé impresséﬁ‘uponvthe
interested parties that the resolution of the denerai nssemblf was
mandatory and. they could do nothlng Wthh would go agalnst it.

My, YENISEY thought' ‘that consultatlon should be llmlted té the

sws, since Transgordan had already 1ndlcated 1ts pOSltlon.

My, ETHRIDGE thought it would be a berlous mlstake not to

nsult all parties. He also pointed out that the orlglnal directive
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had called for a technical committee of Consuls. They had suspended
work and were walting for further ingtructions, Mr, Ethridge
thought a wire should be sent instructing them to proceed‘with ;heir
work.

The CHAIRMAN agreed that the Consuls should be employed in an
alvisory capacity but without taking direct responsibility in any
negotiations,

The Commission finally instructed the Jerusalem Committee to
proceed with its work, using the Consuls if necessary, for advisory

purposes,



