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“Ppesent: Mr. de Boisanger (France) .- Chairman

Mr. Yalein (Turkey)
Mpr, BEthridge - (U.s.4.)
Mp, Azcarate @ R - Principal Secretary.

" The CHAIRMAN observed that owing to the recent‘collapse of the Govern-
ment in Syfia ahd'thé‘general tension it had produced, theiArab delegations
had postponéd the’méeting'at‘which‘they'were,to take & .decision regarding a
continuation of the‘éxdhéhges of view, It was hoped that their reply would
“be available the fOllowing”afterndoh.

‘Mr. ETHRIDGE, while understanding the position of the Arab States, felt
that the Commission could not remain in Beirut indefiﬂi?ely‘awaiting the reply.
"He’nrobosed that the”Chairman should inform the Arab delegations that unless
a’reply'was forthcominé tﬁe following day, the Commission would take its own
decisioh.

Concerning the projected visit toMTel Aviv, .Mr. [Othridge suggested that
as soon as}thé Arab'reply-had'béen reqeived, the 'Chairman shouldqtelegraﬁh

Mr. Ben Gurion asking for an interview on Wednesday or Ti.ursday.of the following
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- week,

The CHAIRMAN asked whether it was the Commission!s desire to return to s

Beirut after the Tel Aviv méeting, which:would presumably: take only part of o

"day.
| Mr ETHRIDGE polntbd out that, if the Arab reply were favorablﬁ the

Commission must then invite’ the Israeli GOVcrnment to send: representatlvea to.

/tha Lulks, ‘
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'the talks; 'ifwéﬁéwfégi&wééfé-ﬁﬁf;#of;Blé; it muéﬂ.ihfofﬁ'bS%ﬁNéides that it
had dédidédigéipall for meetings under the terms of phe regsolution. In either
ngsgs?ﬁhéfélﬁguld be an interval of approximately ten days, after the Tel Aviv
meeting, while the Commission made its plans for the'tulks.

Mr, Ethridge exnressed the view thut from Tel Aviv the Comm1131on should
return to Jerusalem.mnd remain there durlng the 1nterval buiore the new
meetings. He emphasized strongly the moral value to the Commission of such

P .
a return, which became all the more essential in view of the transfor of five
Israeli ministries to Jerusalem, The Commission must nol give the impression

that it was abandoning'thé field, in the face of this new failt accompli,.

' The CHATRMAN and Mr. YALCIN agreed with Mr. Ethridge's view.

In reply to an observation by the Chalrman to the elrect that it would
pfobably not be necsssary for the Commission to hold mﬁetings_dufing the
interval in Jerusalem, Mr. ETHRIDGE gave it as his oanion that 1f the
Comm1531on did not hold meetings while it was there, the [sraeli Government

vwould have the right to consider th:t-the Commission WAS "bandonlng the task

entrustea to it concerning the refugec~problem and. the principle of interna-
yﬂiohalisation. In the present circumstances the Commission's only-possiblev
.mové was a‘counteruattack, Such a move might be only « ~ymbolical gesture,
but 1t was a vcry real and necessary one for the Commission, whose continued
absence from Jerusalem would be even more symbollcal | |

Tt was_agreed that the Commission would return to Jerusalen from Tel

Aviv,

.'Concefﬁing the,drafting of the Commission's report, the CHAIRMsN thought
Eiﬂ migﬁﬁ be desirable not:to ﬁait until Mr, Ben‘Gurién!s statement could be
included, but to draft and forward the renort immediately‘as.éobh as the aral
| remlj'was available.v

Mr, ETHRIDGE said it was his feeling ﬁhat thé‘Genéral Assembly would
eXpect.a complete report from.the Commission on the_sitﬁation ih Palestine,
during the April session,‘,jWhethef or not Israel Waé édmitted‘to,membership in
the United Nations was not in itself the concern of the Cogmission; nevertheles:,

/the Commission'.
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the Commission's Opinion‘regarding Israel's acceptance or non—accepténce of the }:
terms of the resolution would certainly be pertinent to the queéfion of its U
application for membership.  The Arab States were now considering having a

friendly delegation in the General Assembly réquest 4 statement from the Commission
concerning the extent to which the States involved were comnlying with the terms i
of the resolution., Regardless of the‘merits of such a move, the Commission must | |
be nrepared to give an answer; it should endeavour to obtain all possible definite
commitments from both Arabs and Jews. He favoured waiting until after the meeting %f
at Tel iviv to draft the report.

The PRINCIPAL SECRETARY reported thit he had just received a cable from the
Secretary-General requesting a report from.thé Commission on the Beirut conversa-
,tions by the begiﬁning of the following week.

Mr. YALCIN saw no reason to delay the first parﬁ of the Commission's report.
In view of the Secretary-Gergeral's cable, he thought that a report on the Beirut
talks should be forwarded at once, with the stitement that a full report would
follow within a few days.

Mr, ETHRIDGE pointed out that the Jews were now in a gosition to say that
the Commission had talked with them only once or twice, and rot at all since the
Beirut meetinés. " He would prefer to wait a few days in order to send a well-
rdunded renort on the positions of both sides, rather than scnding an incomplete
report immediately. He would no£ dbject‘to Mr. Yalcin's proposal, however, if it
were made cléar that the Commission was sending a single report in two parts, and
if the first part were to end with a statement thut the Commission was now pro-
ceeding to Tel Aviv and would forward the second part of the report'wifhin a few azy«.

It was agreed that the procedure suggested by lMr. Ethridge would be followed,

that the Principal Secretary would commence the drafting of the report immediately,
and would cable the Secretary-General the pian oi’ reporting agreed upon.

In repiy to a question from the Chairman concerning the date of the next
rotaﬂion of the chairmanship, Mr. YALCIN said he would prefur not to take over the

chairmanship of the Commission until aiter the Arab reply hud been received.



