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Future Activities of the Committee on Jerusalem

The COMMISSION was in agreement that the Committee on
Jerusalem should be asked to resume its work at the earliest
possible moment, either in Beirut or in Jerusalem, on the
‘drafting of a plan for an international regime in Jerusalem,
The Committee should take‘éccount of the viéws expressed
during the past few days by the representatives of the Arab
States; it would now appear that those representatives were
unanimous in~offering no objection to internationalization
on the condition that guarantees of the stnbiiity and dura-
~bility of the regime could be given,

Mr; ETHRIDGE wished to clafify, for the Committee's
guidance, the question of the role to be played by the ‘Consuls
of the United States, [France 'and Turkey,‘QSua committee of
experts to work with the Jerusalem Committee, | |

It was the Oplnlon of the CHATIRMAN and M . YALCHIN

that the Consq;b should be available as experts to advise

the Committeé-concerning the lines to be drawn dividing the
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municipalities; they should not, however, act independently
or carry on independent consultations with the authorities
dfﬁﬁhé two sides, -

Mr.’ETHRIDGE wished it to be clear, nevertheless, that
the Committee would be ‘Pree to request thu Consulu; as a
committee of exports, to hold conversations on 1th ehalf
with the Jewish and Arab authorities, if it so desired.

Mr. Yalchin felt thot clrrificntion was neod§d of the
General Assembly's intention concerning the l~st prrt of para-
graph 8 and paregraph 9 of the resolution, which dealt with
the appointment of a United Nations representative to co-
operate with the local authorities in Jerusalem, and the re-
porting to the ‘Seeurity -Council of anygrestrictionwon free
access to Jerusalem,

The CHATRMAN held thé view that the appointment of =
such a representative was not incumbent on the Commission,
but had been left to'its‘diséretion, and that the time had
not yet come fdr”any Subh appointment. Concerning.the aatter
of free access to Jerusalem, he pointed ‘out that Palestine
was still in a state of war and that no action should be
token by the Commission until all the armistice agreements
had been concluded. The existing restrictions might well be
pointed out in the Commission's répoft‘to the General Assembly,
but nolreportﬁshouid‘bezmade to the Security Council at the
moment , ' |

Conclusions to be Drawn from an Exchange:- of Views with the
- Representatives of the Arab Governments

Mr, ETHRIDGE pOlnted out that a r@ply muut be made to

the queotlons of the Arab rupresentatlvus regﬁrdlng the pro-

posed duratlon of the prcsent talks. He felt that%the”
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conversatiohs should not be brought to an end until some
egreement hedfheen reached on'preliminary.peace:telke.

He - agreed with the CHAIRMAN that such talks should again

be referred to as "exchenges of views," and that the phrase
“peace negotlatlons" should be av01ded'

Before such talks could be contemplated, however,
certaln prellmlnary stepe must be taken. The Gomm1851on was
now in a much better position to talk w1th the Israell
euthorltles end to insist upon a firm reply concerning the
refugees. The Commission should inform the Arab representa~
tives that it lntonded.to hold such talks and to obtain'such
a reply. The Commiesion should also sound'out:the Arab
Governments on the p0851b111ty of their uondlng representa-
tives to pert1c1pate in prellmlnary peace talks and on what
type of repreeentatlve they would send. As regards the
p0551ble meetlng -place for the talks, he agreed that Geneva
‘ would be more acceptable to the Arab States than Rhodes in
view of admlnlstratlve dlfflcultles, however, he con51dered
Geneva accepteble only if the representatlves sent were senior
vOfflClalS W1th authorlty to conclude peace agreements.

M. Ethrldge also felt it should be made clear to both
Arabs and Jews that the Commission 1ntended to report to the
General Aesembly on the attltude of both 51des conoernlng the
-refugee problem, the questlon of Jerueelem and the idea of
prellmlnary peece talks. ‘ ‘ 4

The CHAIRMAN did not feel that the Arab Governments
were prepered at present to accept an OfflClal 1nv1tatlon to
attend peece telks the Comm1581on must 81mply supgest new
and broader exchanges of v1ews dlrected toward a pOSSlble

openlng of dlscuSSlon on the general subJect of peace.
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Memorandum.from the Govermment of Israel on Refugees

.The CHAIRMAN pointed out that the Commission had not
replied to the Israeli Government's memoranduvan thévrefugee
question? .He agreed with Mr. ETHRIDGE that the méttér mus t
Hbe discussed athel_Aviv,;but~felt that a written reply was
necesaary 1n the meantime,
| | Mr, YALCHIN held the view that the memorandum v1rtually
‘constltutod a rejection of the General Ambembly'olresolutlon

and was highly unsatisfactory. He favored a brief and exact
reply stating that the,memorandum conformed neither to the
spirit nor the letter éf the resolution; The réfugéé problem
Wés a question involving the rights of humanity; the Commission
must not take a materialistic stand and indulge in'bargaining
on the question, bub:must adhere strictly to prihbiple.

| - Mr, ETHRIDGE repeated his view that the Commission
should go to Tel Aviv apd press for the fullest‘accepﬁance
by the Israeli Government of the terms of the resolution, and
for a dqfinite commitment regarding the number of refugees
~ who wmﬂ@abe‘allowed to return; The memorandum‘ﬁhder‘discus—
sion wa;\clearly_unsatisfactory and the Commission must take
firm action on it,  He had no objection to a written reply of
the type suggested by Mr. Yalchin;

 The CHATRMAN requested the Principal Secretary to draft
& reply, followingzthe same informal pr6cedufe uéed~infthe |
covering letter from the Israeli Governmedﬁ; .

He further asked the Principal oecretary to prépare a
draf t text of a possible letter to the Arab and Isrqell o

Governments ¢on the.subject of further exchanges of views. The

letter might follow a formula similr to that used in the letter
of invitgtion to the Baifut“tdks; The  Chairman felt that the
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Commission's next immediate tasgk should be to discuss that
draft letter with each delegation sepﬁfately, in order to
ascertain the views of the delegations and form a more
definite idea of the form the talks should take -- whether
the Governments should be invited together or separately, or

whether the Commission should act as intermediary, etc.



