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1. ADOPTION ,OF THE AGENDA 
: 

The agenda was adopted. 

2. IDEWJXFICATION OF ARAB OWNED PROPERTY IN ISRAEL 

The CHAIRMAN drew attention to the memorandum from the Acting Principal 

Secretary. He welcomed the indication that the identification programme would 

Soon be completed. As was noted in the memorandum, there were two issues before 

the Commission: (1,) the question of the progress report; (2) should the 

Commission proceed to carry out a progrsmme of valuation? There appeared to be 

little doubt that a progress report was In order.:‘ 

Mr. DAUGE {France) likewise expressed pleasure concerning the progress 

of the identification programme, He agreed that the Commission should submit a 

progress report to the General Assembly, in sufficient time for delegations to 

study it prior to the next session. He also felt that it was desirable to 

proceed as soon as possible to valu&tion. The technical aspects of valuation, 

of course, might present 8ome problems, and he would be glad to have the views 

of the Secretariat on that aspect. 

Mr, PEDER&N (United States) also was gratified that the identification 

programme was soon to be completed, He felt that the Commission must submit a 

progress report in time for the next session of the General Assembly, and that 

it would be appropriate to have such a report cover other aspects of the 

Commission’s work, in particular valuation plans and blocked accounts. Valuation, 

he thought, represented a d&finite responsibility of the Commission. His 

delegation would support a full-scale programme to be initiated as soon as 

possible. 

The CHAIRMAN, speaking as representative of Turkey, agreed that the 

Commission should submit a progress report covering all the current phases of 

its work. He also fully supported a programme of valuation which, as had been 

noted, really represented a continuation of the process of identification. 

Valuation was indeed the real concern of the Commission. 
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'Speaking 'as Chairman, he'noted that the members .'oP:'the Commission seemed 

agkeed that there should be a progress report Xn%me for the 
' t 

the Assembly. 
;.' '. 

next session of 

Mr. CHAI (Acting Principal tiecretsry) presumed that 

report would be factual and brief. A draft would be prepared 

as soon as possible. As regards valuation, he noted that the- 

technical one on which there'iere've$Pew qualified experts, 

the progress 

and circulated 

subject was a 

The identification 

work had been planar&d and directe'd originally by Mr, John Berncastle, who had 

been seconded to the, Commission as' Lan&'Specialist by the United Kingdom 

Government. Before undertaking a'valuati'on programme, Mr. Chai felt that 

Mr. Berncastle's views should be sought; part$cularly concerning the availability 

of the necessary qualified expert staff. He would therefore like to study the 

matter and report to the Commission as soon as possjble. 

The CHAIRMAN agreed that the repor* should be brief and factual. -a" 
Like the previous report;* which,' for the benefit of new Members of the 

Organization, had given some'ind$cation of what the Commission could and could 

not do, it should &capitui.ate briefly the background of the Commission's work. 

Indeed, the work accomplished had taken some time, and the difficulties 

encountered might not be apparent to those unfamiliar with the facts. In 

connexion with valuation, he thought that the Commission should take a decision 

in principle, subject, of course, to any technical difficulties 'and to the 

availability of qualified personnel. The Commission would welcome a report; on 

those matters as soon as possible, before any final decision was taken 

Mr, DAUGE (France) agreed with the Chair$mn that the report should 

cover the role of the Commission, the limitatfons on its conrpetence, and the 

kind of work that had been done. He also agreed that the Commission could now 

decide in principle on the question of valuation, while waiting for a report 

from the Secret,ariat on the technical side. ,, 
:. 

Mr, PEDERSIZN (United States) shared the views of the other members of 

the Commission on the nature of the progress report. It would also be very 

useful to have an introductory paragraph oovering the background of each of the 

i2;ems to be dealt with. The report should also &no&de elements of the 

Secretariat appreciatian of the,problem of svaluat;ton. 
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!The Commissipn decided in principle to proceed with s full,programme of 

valuation, and to await the submission of a reportby the Secretariat on the 

t,eChniCd. aspects of the matter and on the availability of *qualified experts ,‘,’ 
before taking a final decision on the details. : 

3. RELEASE. OF ARAB REFtJGm ACCOUNTS BLOCKED ‘IN BAJXS IN ISW AED TRANSFER 
OF SAFE DEPOSIT’S IAND’VALUABLES 

”  The CHAIRMAN observed that the action taken by the CommZssion had so 

far been very .succkss~*l~ ,,$e balance,s.outstsnding were not notably Significant .’ 
as a sum, There~hadbcen ‘& ,indication from’its Forei$n Ministry that Israel . . 
might now .be: tiilling to proceed to the .release’ of accounts ,blocked in banks II, 
other than Barclay’s and the Gttaman Bank, and’he ‘invited the members of ‘the 

Commission to ew+ess their views oqwhat .the Commission could,and,should do in 
., .c ‘. 

that connexic~n. 
‘5 

., 

Mr, PEDERSEN (United States) said that%& progress achieved on,blacked 

accounts made it all the’more desirable to try to fin&h the task of securing 

their release, 
’ 

In view of the encouraging information which had come,bz’xfor+mally 

. ~from the Israel Foreign Ministry, the Commission might follow up $b.~ p.geviob.w, ,. 1. ‘s. 
action. in the matter with another letter asking if further progress could be ..,., ’ 

“made. .; .‘. 
‘, 

Mr. DAUGE”(France) welcomed the results accomplished,and felt that it 

wouldbe de’sirable to ‘complete the release of the accounts, Although he had ‘not 

considered the possibility of a letter such as the United States representative 

had suggested, he would have no obJection if the other members of the Comtnission 

felt it was appropriate. 

The CRAIRMAN, speaking as the representative of Turkey, thought that 

it wmld be useful to try to make further progress on the release of the remaining 

amounts before the Commission submitted its report, He therefore agreed that a 

letter should be sent to the representative of Israel. 

The-Commission decided that its ChaSrman should send a letter to the 

representative of Israel and that that representative should be informed orally 

df the CormnissSonls interest in making further progress concerning the release 

of blocked accounts prior to the submission of its progress report,, . 

/’ . e.1 

j * 
.:. 
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Mr. CHAI (Acting Principal Secretary) said that in the report recetvod 

from Jerusalem regarding the transfer of safe deposits and valuables,, it was not .,. :.- 
clear why, .xqany parcels,. and aio’cuments remained unclaimed: ~Rc&ever; the Commission 

had ,,rece,ived gp, cam&laints . :% Pbssibly’ some were of little Yalue ‘a&!? others might 
! 

not, have been the” Subs ect 637 ‘requests. kIe &Xso noted th& arrbngbments for 

.,ctTansfer in the ,Ga.za area ha&been interrupted’by the events in ‘October 1956; 

In reply,,,to an inquiry by the Chairman, he recalled that the’ question of 

transfer of safe, deposits andvaluables, which had’ originally’ been raised by 

& the Commisgion, had been publfciied’by UNRWA and that the Co&iss~on had : 
paqt$eipat,ed ta ,a considerable extent in the p$actical’ arrangements in the area* . :I t,,.’ :. 
‘: :,I The CHAIIWAN said that it appeared that, the’ Commission did. not have to 

takeany immediate atition: However, he felt that the ;lattar should ‘be ,covered . : ‘: 
in’ the report, ‘I. .j 

.1’. ,../ . . 

Mr. PFDERSEN (United States) assumed that,, those concerned, $n the’ area 

were still continuing to work bn’the transfer, 
f1 .’ 

, . . . ,, I ‘) 5’ i ‘. 

,&: GAUGE (France) asked whether.the fact that there had been no“ 

complaints maant that no requests had been received concerning the items-- 

outstanding. 
.: 

‘, . :. 
Mr. CRAI.(Actlng .Principal.$ecretary) ex$lained that after agreement .’ 

had been reached with the Israel Government concerning ‘the release. the requests ,, 

were submitted direotly.to the banks concerned. The Commission, to his knowl&%, .#,I ;’ 
had,received no complaints from the refugees or anyone else that their requests : 
had. b,een disregarded. [ I, 

4, LEtiER DATED I3 MARCEI 1958 ADDRESSED Tb T& CHAIRMAN 6F TRE COM!$ISSIOIV FROM. 
TRE PIERMANENT REPRESEBTA~IVE OF LEBANON 

The CHAIRMAN did not r&all any particular precedents or practice 3n’ 

the Cotiission directly, relevantto the question posed by the communication from 

the Lebanon, ‘,., ,, 
I ,I 

Mr. DAUGE (France) wondered whether the Lebanese request could be , 
entertained or whether it might be beyond the competence oi the Commls’sion+ : 

Mr., ‘PEDEXW3N (United States), said that ke. had. been unable to find 

any specific precedents on the matter, 
.), 

, 
/ l . . 

I 

.’ 
_, 



The BMD4A.N said that so.far the'%ommission, andthe hecrbetariat had 

mostly been concerned with immovable property, although~much movable property 

had been'left behind by the refugees. 'Indeed, he had.been told privately that 

mihy hkfugees had registered lists of movable propertywith the:local authorities 
before 'leaving the tirea, .He did not know whether the Lebanese claim had ever 

been transmitted to Israel. In view of the complex nature of the problem, he 

'%as glad to see that the members of the Commission did not wish to hurry any 
decision on the matter., Was it desirable or advisable for the Commission to take 

&y action in such a new domain? If it was not desirable, should.the Commission 

act as a kihd of postman between the Arab countries and Israel, and would that 

. have. any consequences detrimental to the work of the Commission? He understood 

- that the Lebanese representative expected some kind,of answer, 

Mr. CEAI (Acting Principal Secretary) noted that he had made a 

preliminary acknowledgement of receipt of the letter,, informing the Lebanese 
representative that it had been forwarded to the members of the Commission. 

The Secretariat had also tried to find a relevant precedent, but the case appeared 
to be unique. Pointing out that the Commission's Refugee office established in 

1951 had submitted estimates covering both'the immovable and the movable property 

of the Arab refugees, he observed that the present case concerned property 

claimed by Lebanese citizens. As such, it would normally,be dealt with directly 

by the Governments concerned. That was impossible ifi the present,instance because 

there were no diplomatic relations between Lebanon'and ,Israel. The problem was 

a perplexing one for the Commission since'its duties had been defined by the 

General Assembly in such a broad manner that it would be debatable to say 

whether the question cou3.d or. could not be regarded as falling within its 

competence. Thus, resolution 5@ (VI) of .26‘,~ti~t~~y 1952 urged the governments 

concerned to make full use of.United,TJations facilities in seeking an early 

settlement of their outstap$$ng differences and also requested the Commission to 

be available to the -parties to assist them in reaching agreement on outstanding 

questions. Therefore, he was not able to offer any definite advice on the matter. 
<. 

The CKAIRM&N pointed out that the.claim stemmed from the hostilities 

that had taken place in 1~48.,. 



I'. 
Mr. PJ$DERSEN (United States) said that it was not clear wliether'&ose 

claiming the assets'had,been in the tirea at the time'br,,had,,:r?erely purchased the 

property. ,', :, . . ,/; I, " . ". /I 
I :, 

I@, DAUGE (Fr&oe)$"said. that since the claim'had arisen from the 3948 , 
." ,,I 

conflictthe Commission must study the question very car&Lly. 
., 

1-b was not 

clear that the Commission was competent to deal with all 'claims resultsng from 

that conflict. There could be.many other cases of the same nature, involving 

other Arab countries as &ll, 1Thereforg he suggested that the Commission should 

delay sending any reply so as to avoid creating any expectations that could not 
be fulfilled. 

The CHAIW said that the Conmission was requested to register the 

claim. A simple acknowledgement from it might have that effect, He inquired 

whether there was any precedent for registering such claims. 

Mr. CHAI (Acting Principal Secretary) said, he was unable to find, any 

similar claim in the files, 

Mr, PFiDERSEN (United States) agreed that the matter should, be given 

careful study, He recalled that In 1951 the Commission had recommended that war 

damage claims should be mutually cancelled by the parties, but that the parties, 

had, been 0pp0sea to this, It was not alear whether the present case fell in 

that category, but there must be a good deal of such material in the Commission's 

recorcts which tight be relevant for the problem. 

Mr. DAUGE (France) suggested that the Lebanese representative might be 

informed orally that the Commission was studying the question. 

Mr. PEDERSEN (United States) agreed, but suggested that the questJon 

of receivability should be kept open. 

The Commission decided that careful consideration should be given to the 

item On the Lebanese letter and. that the Secretariat should, be requested to 

study the matter with regard to the question of competence, precedents and other 

legal implicatSons. 

I 
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5b I’EXT !hfEEFlNF 

The Commission decided that the Acting Principal Secretary wouJ.d g-et in 

touch with the members of the Commission concerning the time of the next meeting 

and that the Secretariat report on the technical aspects of valuation shotid be 

submitted.suffici,ently early,to allow the members of the'commissiolz to obtain 

any instructians that might prove necessary. 

The meeting ro9e, at 4.05,p.m+ 


