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CHAIFMANSHIP

The CHAIRMAN said that, at the request of the representatives of France
and the United States; he had agreed to take over the chairmanship, his predecessor

Anbassador Eldem having been reassigned, on a temporary basis.

Yr, DAUGE (France), referring to the happy recollections the Commission
had of its two preceding Turkish Chairmen Ambassadors Menemencioglu and Eldem and
its knowledge of Mr. Asiroglu, expressed pleasure at the latter's acceptance.

Mr. PEDERSEN (United States of America) associated himself with the
remarks of the French representative and expressed gratification at the prospect of

working with Mr. Asiroglu as he had done on other United Nations bodies.

The CHATRMAN expressed pleasure at the tributes to his predecessors.
He hoped that in the near future the question of chairmanship would be decided
definitely in favour of a colleague more experienced in the affairs of the

Commigsion.

ADOPTION OF THE AGENDA

The agends was adopted.

REMARKS BY DR. JOSEPH E. JOHNSON, SPECIAL REPRESENTATIVE

The CHAIRMAN thanked Dr. Johnson for the remarkable work he had done in
submitting his valuable report and hoped that his great efforts would be appreciated
by the States concerned and help solve the difficult refugee question.

Dr. JOHNSON (Special Representative) thanked the Chairmen for his kind
repmarks and hoped that they would prove justified. He explained that the document
entitled "Commmnicetion from Dr. Joseph E. Johnson, Special Representative", which
he had submitted under cover of a letter to the Chairman dated 31 August, consisted
of six items: (1) a letter explaining his role as Special Representative and some
of the considerations on which the following items were based, (2) a brief two~page
Proposals for the implementation of paragraph 11 of resolution 19% (III), (3) =
longer Explenation of Proposals, (i) a suggested Notice to all Palestine refugees,
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and (5) and (6) two questionnaires = one relating to the refugees' indications of
preference, the other an information questlonnalle relating to properties which
they mlght claim to have left behind theém. ' ’ o B

Dr. Johnson then drew attention %o'a number of minor editorial changes which
had been made in his Commmication since the earlier text which had been circulated
informelly snd confidentially to the mexbers of the Commission. .

There were two basic considerations, he said, that underlsy his approach to.:
the probléﬁ.' They were spelled out in the first part of his Communication. . First,
he had tried his best to concentrate on carrying out paragreph 11 as he interpreted
it in thé:light of the existing situation. To him that had meant primarily to..
implementithe preference of the individual refugees. He observed parenthetically -
that he had just received some indications that people thought he had been: talking
in terms of a plebiscite of the refugees with a view to following up the wishes of
the majority. That had been the farthest thing from his mind. As he interpreted
it, the idea behind paragraph 1l was what the refugees as individuals wanted to do.
The most mysterious question was vhat the refugees wanted.  There vere many .
interpfetations of what the refugees would like to do. No-one knew for certain at
the present time. It would be misleading to suggest that.he himself knew what -
they hOW'wanted.' His approach was to try to give the refugees en opportunity to
indicabe their pfeferences between repatriation, on the one hand, and compensation
and resettlement, on the other, and to do so in a way in which they themselves as
individuals or heads of families could make & free choice uninfluenced by outside.
forces. That was why a two-step process, with the questionnaire to begin with and
consultations to follow, had been proposed. S

His second bagic consideration was that if any progress was to be made within
the terms of the mandate of the Assenmbly to the Commlssion under
resolution 1725 (XVI) and the Commission's mandate to him as Special Representamive,
the proposals should be so framed as not to require formel approval by the States -
éoncérned,'but to permit them to acquiesce in actions taken without having to.stand
up and be ‘counted.. He felt that if the Arab host States or Israel were asked a
specific question: "Will you egree to this, yes or no?", it would be much easier
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in almost all circumstances to say "no" than to say "yes". The problem had been
therefore one of meking it unnecessary for them to say "no" out of hand.

Another consideration implied in his epproach was that his proposals, if put
forward, were essentially not negotiable with the parties. What he had had to do,
with scme reluctance, after having talked with the parties at length - and having
listened at even greater length - was to work out a scheme that seemed at least
to have possibilities of acceptance, If he or the Commission were to get into a
situation of negotiating the proposals with the parties, he believed the result
would be stagnation or failure. He did not, however, suggest that they be put
forward on a "take it or leave it" basis. They were put forward as his best
estimate as to what could be done to bring about progress. If they were to be
negotiated on this point or that, it was probable thet the Commission would

return to the status quo ante.

In order to facilitate early implementation and in order to minimize the
necessity for formal agreement, the Proposals included the idea that the initial
headquarters should, on a temporary basis at least, be in Government House in
Jerusalem. This was the only United Nations territory in that part of the world.
It lay between Israel and at lesst one of the major Arab host countries; it had
communications. It seemed to him from all points of view the one place from which
to start operating. Since it was United Nations territory, it would not require
reaching an agreement with one of the parties. If the parties acquiesced,'it
should not then be difficult to move fairly quickly into more permanent
headquarters. If Jerusalem were not considered acceptable, some place else,
perhaps Beirut, might be selected.

The suggestion of Government House, he pointed out, posed problems. They had
been discussed in a preliminary way with Dr. Bunche and the Acting Secretary-
General. The latter had not yet approved the idea. It remained an open question.
It could not be assumed as a fact in talking about the Proposals to parties
concerned. ‘ ;

Obviously, the implementation of his proposals would have an impact on the
status and role of UNRWA. A week ago he had sent confidentially to Dr. Davis a

copy of his Communication under cover of a long explanatory letter. No reply had
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yet been reeeived.& He gerely w1shed to remind. the Commission that he had hed an
obligation to consult w1th Ir. Devis.hﬁ- ) . '

. With reppect to his Prooosals Dr. Johnson declared that he had felt hlmselfd
\confronted with only three posslble altevnatlves. Flrst there were many reasons,
to justldv seylng that it was 1mpos51ble Lo ﬁrJ uO 1mplement parsg aph il at the
"present tlme. He hed been tempted et tlmes 1o erte & two—senuence report to the
Conmission: _"The smtuatlon is hopeless‘ Thenc you for the opportunlty of trying-
‘Second, he could heve concluded that there was no hope of progress but explalned
why at length, ory thlrd, he could have done what he hed done.l g seemed to hlm
that if progress was to be mede Wlthln the mandete of paragraoh ll, it had to be
along llnes very close to what he wes proposinc. He had 80 stated in hislf "‘
"Communication . He had concluded that he should submit what he had submltted h
rather than to report feilure.:.. _ _ ,

Hav1ng decmded on hlS Propqsals, there then came the questlon of tlmlng.w“It
was theorctlcelly possible to try to inltlate the Questlonnalre phase before the
Assembly, It would be possible for the Commlssion to submit a report based upon
his Proposals for debate in the Assembly. It would be possible to postpone any
aqtlon until after the Assembly. The second alternatlve seemed likely to end 1n
failure, .He could not imagine thet & debate would lead to anythlng but such a
hardening of the positions on both- sldes that it would be more then llkely that ‘
any effort in thls field would heve to be postponed for qu:te a long perlod of '
time - several years. presumably : f
S With respect to Waiting until after the Assembly, there were certain
disadvantages. QOne was the knowledge of what might be expected to heppen during
the_pexiod of the Assenbly. Another was the 1neV1tsble tlme -lag after the Assembly
before action could oe begun. A thlrd was the llkelihood that heated debate in
the Assembly'would have produced 8. cllmate probably less favoureble than prevailed
oW, Therefore he had concluded that 1t was des1rable to try to get operatlons
nnden way before the Assembly debate took place s0 ss to learn in advance whether
the attitude was one of acceptance, reJectlon or acquiescence. ' ‘

Concernlng the question of what action the commission should take w1th
respect to these documents, Dr. Johnson requested that he now ‘be authorlzed to
talk with the representatives at the Unlted Natlons of Israel and the Arab host
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States to give them some indication of what was going on and to permit them to .
consider the Proposals concurrently with consideration by the Governments of the
members of the Commission. He doubted if the Commission would be disposed to
approve the Proposals today - indeed he would discourage their so doing because it
seemed important that there should be an opportunity for explaining, for studying,
for consulting with the parties before the Commission took ite own final decision.
In comnexion with such conversations, the Special Representative raised the
question of what portion of his Communication should be handed over. He suggested
the short text of the Proposals themselves and the Explanation of the Proposals,
with the modification or elimination of a few phrases, it being clearly explained
that the Explanation was an entirely personal document. His reason for preferring
a written to an oral explanation was the danger of misinterpretation. Also he
felt that it would be difficult for the States concerned to agree or to acquiesce
without scme clearer indication of what the brief Proposals involved. There would

remain the guestion of what to do with the rest of his “Communication". From his
personal point of view he regarded its first part as a very importent document.
It was not important to hand it over now to the five countries; he thought that
would be a mistake. It was bound to make all of them angry, one way or another,
and he assumed that the Commission and he were not trying to make them angry while
trying to get them to =cquiesce to an idea. On the other handy, he was sure that
members would appreciate that the statement of his philosophy with régard to the
refugee question was of very great personal importance to him.

Dr. Johnson then sketched a number of important and difficult questions that
the Commission would have to face should it decide to proceed with the Proposals
after consideration by the members and the reaction of the five States concerned
became known.

(1) The question of the choice of the senior administering official who he
thought should be called "Acting Administrator" until the Assembly had reacted.

(2) The question of whether any Assembly action was desirable or necessary
and, if so, what that action should be.

(3) More immediate was the question of appropriate instruections to the
Acting Administrator who, in his view, should in effect be the representative

and the appointee of the Conciliation Commission itself.
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(4) Before any such appointment and instructions, decisions would be needed
on the Administratorts relatidnship to_the Commission iteself and his relationship,
if any, to thevSPecial Representative. It seeméd to him desirable that the
appointee be an individual who‘was understood to bé 8 civil servant carrying out
instructions and specifically precluded from dealing with political questions. He
ought to be able to fall back on somebody else by saying "This is not my bailiwick”.
Whether that body should be the Conmission itself or whether the Commission would
wish to give the Special Representative certain political rsqunsibilities in that
connexion should in his opinion be considered. If it were décidad to give ‘the
Special Representative - and if he were the Special Repreéentéti@e - some
responsibility for political questions, he woﬁld txy his best to distihguish
between those questions thet ought to be brought to the Commission’s attention and
those on which he could avoid troubling the Commission. ‘

The Acting Administrator should know that he could ésk the Special
Representative to come to the Middle East should real ﬁead arise.

(5) Another very significant question, curiously unanswered fdr fourteen
years, was the meaning of “"refugee" with the terms of paragraph 1l. A working
paper on the subject existed but there had been no definition adopted by the
Commission. The only established definition so far was the working definition
used by UNRWA for its purposes: "A person whose normal residence was Palestine
for & minimum period of two years immediately preceding the outbreak of the
conflict in 1948 and whoy, as a result of this conflict, has lost both his home and
his means of livelihood." Under the resolution it was perfeétly clear that every
Jew who lived in what is now Jordan was also a refugee. Whether a citizen of
Turkey who left and went back to Turkey, or a Syrian who formerly lived on property
which he owned in Palestine - whether these were refugees within the terms of the
resolution had never been decided. ‘ .

Another facet of the problem was the economic refugee - whom UNEWA treated in
part as a refugee - persons who had not lost thelr homes but héd lost thelr
property or livelihood.- The Commission would need to decide such questions and
give the Acting Administrator instructions as to whom he was to regard &as &

| refugee.
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,(6) There were several open, quest¢ons relating to compensetlon. :

(a) The bases for compensation set forth in the Explanation of the Proposala
have never been the subject of an UNCCP dec1sion.
d(b) The text did not suggest whether the effort ShOULd be mede to sauisfy

‘the. clalms up to 100 per cent.. . ‘ _ )
(c) Indeed there was no mention of What mlght be ‘the total emount of
ccmpensation if all refugees preferred compensetlon. Mr. Jarv1s, the
‘Commi851on & Land Expert, had pvepered laut year a paper prov1d1ng a baszs
. For computing the value of 1mmovable property, he would submlt shortly a
supplementary report on progress with respect to ldentlf:catlon and valuatlon
since his last year's Interim Report (A/AC 25/W 85). The Comm¢ssxon last year
dec1ded not to publish that report because it was felt the bases upon which
he had arrived at estimates of the totel immovable property might be subject
to controversy.‘ At thls stage two obv1ous questlons confronted the
Commission. .Could 1t W1thhold thls 1nformatmon indefinltely) particularly in
~ the light of peragra.ph 1 (b) of reqolution 1725 (XVI)? If not, who should
 rece1ve information, and vwhen, with respect both to the beues and amounts of

compensation envisaged by the Commiselon2

V(d) Further questions related to the method of payment of compensatlon.‘
Paragraph 16 of the Explanation suggested that Governments might wish to have
some say in the way in which a refugee used his compensation. ,There was the
possibility of withholding payment,‘at leest of the reintegration ellowance;
until resettlement of a refugee had taken place. . s .

,(7) Anotheyr question concerned. that of the organization and ‘budget of an
_Administratorts Office, ‘both on a temporary inltlel basis and on a longer term
basis should the operation progress satlsfactorily. Worklng Papers had been )
prepared by the Commission's secretariat setting forth 8 p0551ble organlzatlon and
a possible budget. .last week those papers were handed informally to Dr. Bunche in
the presence of the Becretary-General. In the interest of llmlting distributlon
they had not. been -vetted either by the Office of the Legal Counsel or by the
Controller. The Special Representative thought it highly deslrable that the ’
Commission authorize Mr. Gaillard to proceed to refine these drafts with
appropriate specialists within the Secretariat and make sure that they conformed

with United Nations practice and procedures.
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In c¢onclusion, Dr. Johnson pointed to the further question of whether or not
the Commission wanted to approve any part of the Proposals, and if so, in what

form and how soon.

Mr. PEDERSEN (United States of America) declared that it was no surprise
to hear from Dr. Johnson such a devalled, thorough and valuable report on his
extremely delicate task. IHe was impressed with the patience and skill and great
attention to detail shown in the report. In the finsl enalysis it was on detall
that success depended. The Commission was faced with the question of what action
it might take to allow Dr. Johnson to proceed with his work.

The United States representative requested that the summary record reflect in
detail the problems itemized by Dr. Johnson on which decisions were needed. It
would be useful to have an opportunity to lock at these detailed questions as soon
as possible.

Regarding Dr. Johnsbn’s requests for authorization and advice, he thought
that the Commission should authorize him to go ahead and talk to the parties on
the basis of the two-page Proposals so that they would have an opportunity to
consider the proposals at the same time as members of the Commission. With
respect to the Fxplanation of the Proposals, he believed it would be best, at
least initially, to give any explanation orally. After learning what the

reactions were, the Commission could consider whether it would be desirable to
provide explanations in writing. He felt the orel explanation would probably

minimize the tendency of the parties to react formally and make it more likely
that they would acquiesce in the plan.

Concerning the secondary problem of what the Commission and the Special
Representative should at this time say publicly about the substance of the
meeting, he considered that the proposals should be kept cdnfidential and that
there was no need to say more than that a progress report had been received from

Dr. Johnson and hig consultations were continuing.

Mr. DAUGE (France), associating himself with the Chairman and the
representative of the United States, expressed most sincere thanks to Dr. Johnson
for the remarkable piece of work he had performed and admiration for the author's
complete and imaginative honesty, his precision and sympathetic understanding of

the drama of the refugees. The Commission®s trust had been'very vell placed.

fun.
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On the question of transmission of the Propossls to the Governments concerned,
he believed the answer to be’ found 1n the flrst part ‘of Dr. Johnson's report where
in paragraph 15 Dr. Johnson recalled his ovn terms of reference. The transmission
of the Proposals appeared to be within his mendate, In the opinion of the French
Government, he needed no speclal suthority but he was grateful to Dr. Johnson
for consulting with the Commission.  Since such authority Waé requested, he was
happy to give it. ‘

"His Government was studyling very carefully the substance of the Proposals.
When first reactions from the Governments concerned were received, they should be
made known to our Covermments so as to facilitate thelr decislons and instructions
on the matter. He believed that it would be good policy to give Member Governments
some time to meke up their minds.. K

As regards the documentation to be communicated to the countries concerned,
he agreed with what Dr. Johnson and the representative of the United States had
sald about the Proposals themselves. "As to the Explanation, of course it might
be wise to give them in writing to avold any possible misunderstanding. On the
other hand, he shared the concern of the'representative_ofvthe.United States that
too much written meterial might tend to harden the positions of the parties. ; If
explanations were to be given in writing, the Explanation of Proposals should be

checked, shortened and possibly some passages revised, e.g. references to texts

of the questlonnaires should be deleted, , : S
On the question of the confidential character of the "Communication" o

Dr. Johnson, he agreed with Mr., Pedersen that the Commission should be utterly

discreet when approached by journalists and.other delegations...

The CHATIRMAN thanked Dr. Johnson for his very useful explanation about
the magnificent work he had done. Before making'any further comment, he wished to
know the reaction of the Secretary-General concerning the establishment of the

suggested Administrator's office.

~ Dr. JOHNSON (Special .Representatlve) replled that the Secretary-General'
agenda had been so full that he had not read the whole “Communication" and
therefore only a preliminary reaction had been obtained. With respect to setting
up the office and to budgetary and financilal 1mplications the second and third’
paragraphs of Mr. Gaillard‘s memorandum of 31 August just clrculated to the

e
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Commission, set forth what he understood to be the position of the Acting
Secretary-General., On a budget reguest from the CCP he would feel morally obliged
to consult with the vepresentatives of the States concerned prior to requesting
the concurrence of the Advisory Committee. He believed that the Acting Secretary-
General felt that such an important political question was involved that, even
though he might have legally, and specifically, the authority to assist in setting
up of the office under resolubtion 1725, he would not wish to do so without taking
a sounding with Israel and the Arab Stutes, The word "consultation” was used.
While recognizing the point made by U Thant, it seemed to him that if the CCP
discovered, as a result of discussions of the Proposals, that there was not going
to be strong objectlon, the consultation which the Acting Secretary-General
undertook might be confined esseﬁtially to learning whether or not they would
acquiesce. He believed that U Thant would support his ildea of authorizing the
Secretariat to proceed to further study of both the proposed organlization and
budgets Prerequisite to any final decision by the Secretary-General was such a
study and a definite request from the CCP for budgetary assistance.

The Acting Secretary-General's chief concern was on the question of issues
relating to the use of Government House. There were both practical and political
problems. Government House was already bursting at the seams and UNTSO had
already requested additional space for its own staff,

Politically; Dr. Bunéhe had raised two questions. The first was the more
general one that UNTSO by its very nature was a subject of controversy between
israel and the Arabs. UNTSO was the organization with which Government House
had always been assoclated and there might be unfortunate repercussions on the
work both of UNTSO and of the Acting Administrator in assoelating the two bodies
under the same roof. The other more immediate question arose from UNTE0's poliey
of keeping Government Houge as far as possible out of bounds for both Israelis
and Arabs and to limit the number of people from both sides who came there. FHis
Proposals might involve the need for Arabg to have contact with pecple in
Govermment House, although there was the possibility of establishing sub-offices
elsewhere. ‘ ’

These were the major issues raised in this preliminary ﬁaik with the
Secretary-General. There was no real discussion. A preliminary inquiry had heen
directed 46 the Acting Chief of Staff at the suggestion of Dr. Bunche. The reply

[oes
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had pointed to most serious difficulties and limitations on facilities that might
be provided on & temporary basls fcr an initial staff of up to fifteen persons.
A decision from the 38th_floor would require further discussion after the views.

of General von Horn had been received.

. The CHAIBMAN thankeéd the Special Representative and saild that 1t was
his understanding that the Acting Secretary-General was not yet ready to take a
decision.on the question of a Government House office. '
Spesking as representative of Turkey, hé declared that his Government: had -
not yet been able to study the "Commmication" and he had received énly some: ..
preliminary instructions. His Government shared the opinlon of the French
Government that it was not necessary for the Commission to authorize Dr. Johnson
to talk with the parties concerning the Proposals. It would prefer the Special
Representative to get in touch on his own initiative with both parties. As+. ..
Dr. Johnson's report had mentioned as a basic condition the acceptance of both
parties - Israel and the Arab countries - his Govercment thought it would be
better to have thelr reacticns before taking any further step in that matter,
such as endorsing the Proposels. He shared the view of Mr. Dauge that the.
Commission should not take a definite step today but wait for further developments

and especially instructions from thelr Governmentvs.

Dr. JOANSON (Special Representative) interjected that he had mentioned
as a basic condition acguiescence by the parties, not acceptance.

The repregsentative of Turkey said that he had no objection to
Dr. Johnson's transmitting the Proposals. As to the Explanation,. he believed
that a detalled explanation in writing would be the more useful approach, S0 as

to avoid, in sco far as poss1ble, any misunderstandlng in the future. The
Chairman added that in his opinion the "Communication" and the Proposals
should be kept confidential to the maximum degree possible. ‘

Mr., DAUGE (France) proceeded to make some preliminary observatlons on -
the Proposals which, he emphasized, should not be construed as the final stend.
of his Government. : ‘ el L N

First, concerning the role appropriete to the CCP. It was true that since
resolution 512 (VI) the Commission had taken some initiatives. There was no
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doubt, however, thet the Proposals put forward by Dr. Johnson exceeded by a very
broad margin, in importance end in scope, all such previous initiatives.
Therefore, the Commission was agreed that it would be wise for the Pronosglg to
be passed on to the Govermments concerned before the Commission took a decision or
Governments made up their minds. Resolution 512 (VI) had; after all, placed the
"primary responsibility” upon the parties concerned. He believed that it would be
lacking in realism if the Commission proceeded with this plan without at least
getting the acquiescence -~ if not the agreement - of the parties. He was quite
interested to hear thet the Acting Secretary-General seemed to share that view.

Even at first glance, it appeared that the plan was bound to give rise to d
nunber of difficulties in its implementation. He was sure that Dr. Johnson was
second to none in being aware of all such difficulties. For instance, he believed
that it would be rather difficult to expect that the projected consultaﬁions with
refugees could take place without the total agreement of the Governments concerned
and without any moral or other pressure being exercised upon those refugees.
Second, it was one thing to have the Arab States concur in UNRWA vocationall
training projects, but it was a completely different matter for those States to
agree to the terms of compensation and to resettlement. Third, what would ha@pén
when the alternative of repatriation was not available due to lack of agreement
by Israel? Other difficulties were apparent in the question of an Acting
Administrator who would have as his task to consult with refugees and in the '
matter of the financing.

Approval by the parties of the whole scheme would probably be required. In
any case their comments would be necessary before the Commission endorsed the plan.
Recent experience would tend to make him fear that the partles might be reluctant.
The Arab States certainly wanted to keep the refugees on thelr territories well in
hand and they might not waxt to let them participate in the consultations suggested
by the Plan. The task to Dbe performed by the Administrator might inecrease the
responsibilities of ﬁﬁe CCP and it might not be well within its terms of
reference. Besldes, there might be the risk of the Administrator's job overlapping
that of the Director of UNRWA. Finally, he voiced his Government's usual

reservations about the setting up of anything having finenclal implications.
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Streséing tﬁat these were only preliminary impressions, the French
representatlve concluded by‘stat¢ng that. the docls:on of his Government would L
take some. time, involv1ng as it would study of the plan itself and considefation
of the reactions to the Pr0posals of the States concernea. While reserving his
Government s pos ition on the substance of Lhe plan, he oonfirmed his Government .8

avthorization for Dr. Johnson to pass on the Froposals to tne‘pari;es oonoerned,

The CHATRMAN stated ‘that his Govermment believed that no further
avthorization was reguireds If members of the Commission believed. that it wds

needed, his Government would’see no difficulty in reiterating the authority of
Dr. Johrnson to contact the parties concerned, it being understood that such . -
contact would be on his own inttiative and’'not on behalf of the Commissiona

Dr. JOHNSON (Snec1al Representative) observed that he was a llttle
concerned about how orecxse the authorizatlon should be. In talking to the
: partles he Would obviously not suggest that the Commiss on hed approved the plan
| in any sense at all. ©On the other hand, he did not Went to be in & position of
having to say to the parties that the Comm*selon had teken no responsiblility with
respect to them at all. It would be more sat 1sfactory if he could say that the
plan had been placed before the Commlsseon, ‘that the members were consulting their
own Governments and had fallen in with his suggestion thet, while the Tovernments
were coneiderlng it, he might smmultaneously submit it to the 1nterested Statés

for considcration. ;

Mr. PEDERSEN (United States of America) seid that his. Government ,
would agree that Dra Johnson go ahead and give the parties the ProEosals with the

.... inderstanding that the Commission was studying Dr. Johnson 8 plan.

. After a further exchange of views on. the advantages and dlsadvantages of
having Dy. Jehnson transmit the Proposals with an oral or a written explanation,
it was declded that Drs Johnson should submit a modified version of the

Explanation of the Proposals, which would be characterlzed as his personal

explanation, as the basis for an informal Comm15510n decigion on tbe problan.
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It was also decided that, pending study by the members of the Memorandum

to the Acting Secretary-General and the Working Paper on the Organization of

the Office of the Administrator and Plan of Operations togzther with Estimated

Budgetery Requirements, both dated 21 August, the Principal Secretary would not

consult with Becretariat experts in administraticn with a view to refining the

VWorking Paper. Approval of such actioa econld, it was agreed, be given

inform=lly at an early date,

An exchangs of views took place on the type and contents of a communiqué

to be issued on the meeting.
T+ was decided to issue a very brief communiqué. Mewbers, in revly to

questions, would say thet the meeting was a normal one to razceive a progress

report and that Dr. Johnson was continuing his contacts with representatives

of the States concerned. It was sgre=d that should a serious leak occur, the

question of publicity for the Proposals would require reconsideration.

The meeting rose at 5,40 p.m.




