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Adoption of the agenda 

The agenda was adopted. 

Consideration of work of Technical Office in the light of naxagxaphs 2-6 of --- 
the sentleth Px~gxess G-ET37 )p thepostpo~~~~adecis.iozlaf~he we- 
35&d mee.ti~~/nC.257SR.:';52,pp. --and the Genexal'-Als~Ly%o-lutjon 
2 20 Dec*&i& e:r :1@!52,"-- --_..-."..,._A (See memorandum from tine Pxiacipal Secretary dated 
21 Decemb%:r 19$>&ethex with attached memoranda fxom Mr. Jarvis, Land FQzert 
in charge of the Technical Office, dated 19 December 1962 and 8 Jkuary 1963.) 

(a) Brief oral report by Mr, Jaxvis --- 
(b) General discussion of future pxogxamme of Technical Offis 

(c) Specific di 0 t.' r..c Ives to Secretariat in light of memorandum --..---- -.- 

The CHAIRMAN requested comments on the problems posed by the memoranda 

listed under the agenda item. 

Mr. ARNAUD (Prance) considered that it would be unreasonable to leave 

unfinished work of such magcltude as had been carried on by the Technical 

Office. In addition it was desirable to seek to fulfil the promise implied 

in paragraph 6 of the Twentieth Progress Report that the index of owners and 

the calculation of each owner's share in jointly owned properties would be 

completed by the eighteenth session of the General Assembly. The representative 

of Prance requested clarification of the apparent discrepancy between 

paragraphs 5 and 15 of Mx, Jaxvis* memorandum dated 19 December 1962, 

Paragraph 5 recommended an additional ten clerks if the work was to be completed 

%y the eighteenth session", while the budget calculation in paragraph 15 

allowed for their payment only through Cetobex 1963* 

Subject to clarification on this point, he was ready to approve the proposed 

expansion of staff to complete the current work by the eighteenth session, 

Mr. BIXKE (United States of America) presented apologies in behalf of 

Ambassador Plimpton whom urgent business had prevented from attending the 

meeting, 

Regarding the work of the Technical Office his Government felt it to be 

very desirable to complete the current phase of the work, It would be a great 

mistake to place in the archives uncompleted work since it would be most 

I.... 
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difficult to restart with a new untrained staff, On the other hand, the chances 

of putting the work to any immediate use were not so clear as to justify expansion 

1 of the present staff, It would perhaps be preferable to retain the existing staff 

level even if that meant non-completion of the work by the eighteenth session. 

The CHAIRMA1T speaking as ;he representative of TUP'- believed, as the -- ..,- ----.,--1 
repreaet-.tative of France had emphasized, that the Commission had an obligation 

to %tlfil by the eighteenth session. The Conciliation Commission had been 

crj.ticized for lack of positive accomplishment. Completion of the Technical 

OZfZce work would enable the Commission at least to state that it was technically 

prepared for a compensation operation, Therefore he was iacllned to favour the 

esTansion of staff requested by the Land wert. He requested the opinion of 

the Principal Secretary. 

Mr,, GAILLARD {Acting Principal Secretary} explained some of the office space 

problems and unforeseen technical complexities which had upset the initial target; 

date for completion of the current work by the spring of 1963. The job was now 

a little more than one-third complete, The memorandum of Mr, Jarvis did not 

propose expansion of staff. He recalled the Secretariat memorandum of 

8 November 1962 in which Mr, Jarvis and he had said they "would not recommend 

that the acW.tional expense of extending the staff contracts be incurred unless 

there is a prospect of implementation (of a cosTpensation scheme) at an early 

date". The 1.9 and 21 December memoranda merely presented working data as the 

basis for a Commission decision. The expansion of the staff by ten clerks if 

the Commission wished to have the task Plnished by the eighteenth session was 

at best an estimate, not a certainty. In requ.esting any supplementary funds 

therefore the Commission would be well advised not to be too definitive in its 

statements, 

As to the apparent discrepancies referred to by the representative Of 

France, Mr. Gaillard stated that the budget calculation providing for additional 

staff through 31 October was a compromise figure in view of the deliberate 

ambiguity of the phrase "by the eighteenth session" which might mean early 

September or the end of December. Subsequent consultation with Field Service 

indicated that it would be preferable to ask for funds adequate until 31 December* 

It was always easier to return unused monies than to secure additional funds for 

an agreed programme, 
/ .** 
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As to the Commission's "commitment" under paragraph 6 of the Twentieth 

Progress Report, the Principal Secretary recalled that the phrasing ha{ been 

deliberately adopted to avoid committing the Commission until after the close 

of the seventeenth session. Therefore in his opinion there was no definite 

commitment. 

!l?x _- -,.. ~74~ZEX4K agreed that there was no absolute commitment but felt that _ - -*-- . .._ 
thsrk was a moral obligation. Therefore he favoured sending the Secretary- 

Gtln~:~al a letter requesting the additional personnel together with an approprlate 

supplementary budget request as outlined in paragraph 4 of the Principal 

Secretary's memorandum of 21 December. 

Mr. ARXAUD (Prance) pointed out that the .French translation of paragraph 6 ---- 
did not reflect accurately the original English text and did indicate a definite 

commitment. 

Mr. GAILLARD (Acting Principal Secretary) suggested that a corrigendum be 

issued. 

Mr. ARZAUD (France) argued that the ultimate cost of completfng the Work '-' -_I , 
should be the same - whether done by ten persons in two years or twenty persbns 

in one year. Since the Commission did not know whether it would be ableto : 

inform the eighteenth session of positive results'on other aspects of its " 

responsibilities, it would be advantageous i" I at least by completing the technical 

identification and valuation programme it could show that its activity had produced 

a tangible, concrete basis for launching a compensation operation. It cdu3.d  ̂ " 

facilitate drafting the next progress report. 
. : 

Regarding'the question of seeking to 
.s 

retain'for the Commissibn the services 

of Mr. Jarvis, Land Expert, the representative of France believed that without' 

the experienced administrative hand of Mr, Jarvis the Commission could not'be 

assured that the tedious work of the Technical Office would be carried on with‘ 

the same guarantees of seriousness and success. 
. 

He considered that &, Jarvis ' 

should be retained till the end of the year to manage the expanded Technicalt: - ' . 
Office. Of course it would not be Justifiable to keep such a highly qualified .' 

officer beyond the necessary period. 
' 

..'. . - 

. 
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The CHAIRMAN, speaking as the representative of TURKD!, expressed complete 

agreement With what the representati.ve af France had said, The latterts 

reasoning was sound and he was therefor-. 0 more than ever inclined to support the 

increase in staff. The Commission would find itself without excuses if it could 

not report to the next Assembly completion of work for &ich no further 

co-operat-,:!.~~ W3:n States concerned was req@red. He asked the representative of 
the ‘i~~~~t~~, f..j-+;ps of America whether he had strong objection to sending a letter 

ti) 'W? ScW?tary-General requesting the added staff, the funds and, in particular, 

t& necessary additional bffice space, 

Mr, BLAKE (United States of America} considered the arguments of his --.-,-"wrr 
co:LZeagucs rather persuasive. He would acquaint his Government with their, 

Etsong fcd;ings. 

However, prior to taking a definite decision, he thought it would be 

advisable to obtain from the Secretariat information on the practicability of 

securing aUitiona1 staff and the necessary space within the projected time (. I. 

limits, and the availability o, + the necessary supplementary budgetary funds 

within the 1963 calendar year. Was there assurance that the extra staff could 

be trained and the project executed without great loss of efficiendy? Such 

in2ormation was relevant to any firm decision, 

The CHAIPS?ZAN speaking as the representative of TURhm, said that he had .w.I.-U.) -lp--+._l_lvM.. 
presumed that the Secretariat memoranda had been based on studies inr!icating 

that completion of the work by tile eighteenth session was a practical proposition, 

He suggested that if the representative of the United States found his Government 

agreeable to the ideas of the French representative, the Principal Secretary 

could be asked to prepare the letter and necessary budget request for transmission 

to the Secretary-General without the necessity of another meeting. 

Mr, BLAKE (United States of America) felt that saving of time was al.ways 

useful but before any letter was written he would LiBe to know that Office space 

was available. 

The CHAZRM@ suggested that a Secretariat inquiry should include the 

possibility of working an expanded staff on a two-stift basis which Wo;lid 

obviate the need for extra space* 

/ l .* 
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Mr. GAILLARD (Acting,Principal Secretary) indicated that while an expansion 

had been considered.in some detail; assurances on-its practicability had not been 

obtained prior to a Commission decision, $uch a decision would be help&l in view 

of competing demands for office,space and necessary to processing a supplementary 

budget request. He believed that such a request should include funds for an 

expanded staff through 31 December 1963 in order to play safe regarding possible 

further complexities developing in the work. Inview of the persuasive arguments 

of the representative.of,France he was. now inclined to favour immediate steps to 

extend the secondmeat of Mr. Jarvis by the United KXngdom.through,the year 1963, 

The possibility that Mr, Issaevitch, the assistant of Mr. Jarvis, might not wish 

to remain with the Commission and the'possible need of substantive studies in 

the field of compensation were additional reasons for'retaining Mr, J&vis.. He 

thought that both the United Kingdom and Mr. Jarvis would agree to an extension. 

He had some reason to hope that the' Controller's Office tiould‘consider approval 

by the Advisory Committee of a supplementary budget request so certain that ' 
: . ; 

immediate action could be taken to start the recruiting process. .__ : I 

Mr. BT&X, (United States of America) suggested.that the problems surrounding, 

an extension of Mr, Jarvis' services be included in the Secretariat inqu$ry. He 

was definitely willing to ask Mr, Jarvis to stay on at,,least until July when the 

Commission would know more about its substantive work programme for 1963. As far 
b. 

as further extension was concerned, he felt sure that his Government would accept .,.. (, 
an arrangement that was practical and mutually agreeable to all members, 

I 
The CHAIRMAN callea attention to,a letter from Dr. Johnson dated 

8 January 1963 expressing high praise of Mr.. Jarvis'.qualifications and.the ,, 
feeling that his departure would .seri,ously hamper,the Commission $n,carrying 

out its responsibil$ties. He,suggested that the Commission agree in,principle / 

to requesting a oneeyear extension of the secondment of Mr. Jarvis, subject to 

the proviso that he might be .returncd td his United kingdom 'earlier should the : 7 
work be completed and subject also, of course, to the agreement of the United 

Kingdom and Mr, Jarvis himself. 
;. . 

, .:: . . 

/ ..I 



A/AC,25/SRm353 
English 
Page 7 

Mr, ARIVAUD (France,) presented'further arguments on the wisdom and need for 

his retention as long as an ekanded stsff.&s maintained. He also suggested 

that if his services were needed subsequently, the.Commission would probably 
receive favourable response from the United Kingdom to a request fol' the benefit 

4 
of his services on an advfsory basis or for a further period of secondment. 

. After some ,f'urther discussion of details.the CRAIRMAN requested the 

Principal Secretary to report as soon as possible on the practicability of the 

expandad'st'affi'dea and of rot&ning,Mr, Jarvia, and also 6n ,4&e‘ special &obIem "I 

of Mr. Issaevitch. Upon receiving this information the representative of the 

United.'Statds.shouId be able to obtaih~ins'&udtions :from hi's Government*. X'ho 

Commission dould.then take a formal decision, 'perhass without the necd'of another- 

formal meeting, on a letter to the Secretary-General in this matter of an expanded 
., ,' 

staff on which he felt members had already agreed in principle. 

It was a&ed &a+ any supplementary budget request 'shouldprovide, i&:&n 

estimated cost'of $!Z,OOO,' for two microfilm copies of the basic RP 1 fo$ms' of -. -A.- 
the TedhnioaI‘Offi,ce~ as r&ommended by the Land @i-per% in his m&&&+id~~rn dated 
8 'Ja;<ary @j .a: '0. -',. . .. " . ., (, L' .' . . 

. ., ," ,/ ' .* . .> 
Mr, GAILLARD,(A,cting Principal, Secretary) said that he would supply,.the * : 

requested informati.on * '.' a. ~ as soon as .p:ossible. ', 

’ 

Progress' Report on" the chrrent "Bidoked accounts" release operation WI . . : : ,. :' '1'. 

Mr. GAILLARD (Acting Principal Secretary) reported that although the Israel 
> 

Cust~dian'df'Ab$e~~Be.'Property had'approvad some applications' from Arab..refugees 

for release oftheir &oounts' under"the'operation launched in May l$&'*'technical ~ 

difficulties on the Israel side had%hus f&r held up any actual pa$&nts 'to ," “ '. 

refugees throu~.Barala~'s,Bank. ~The.Commissionls Liaison. Officer.in Je.rQsalem -. 

was keeping Qim-inclose touch-with the situation. He would arrange to, consult..:: 

with appropriate 1sraeli::officials should the delay be unduly prolonged%uid ; .:? 

would keep the Commission informed. 

There were also two outstanding problems to be resolved with the United . 
Arab Republic and one with the Syrian Arab Republic, These had been the subject 

of draft letters circulated to the Commission for consideration with the 

memorandum dated 19 September $962. They had been referred to in paragraphs 8 
I  

/  
. .* 
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and 10 of the Twentieth Progress Report. As authorized by the Commission, he had 

sought information from the Permanent Mission of the United Arab Republic as a 

basis for a Commission decision on appropriate action to try to resolve the 

problems. Unfortunately he could not yet report results but would pursue his 

inquiries urgently, 

The CHAIRMAN expressed thanks and said the Commission would await a report. 

Consideration of draft reply to letters from Mr, K&&war (draft attached dated 
9 January 1963 

The draft reply to Mr, Ka'war was approved as well as,the general formula 

of the letter for use by the Secretariat in similar cases in the future. 

Other business 

Mr, JARVIS (Land,E%pert), who had been detained on urgent business, made a 

brief oral report. He stated that he had covered most of the problems of the 

Technical Office with which he had wished to acquaint the Commission during the 

briefing of the Commission in the Technical Qffice which had preceded the meeting. 

He wished only to call attention to the supplement to his Officels interim 

report (A/AC.25/W.83/Add.l) which had been submitted with an attached joint 

memorandum from the Principal Secretary and himself dated 17 September 1962 but 

never formally noted by the Commission, He thought it important to record that 

the valuation work of the Technical Office had been completed. 

The CHAIRMAN extended on behalf of the Commission warm thanks to Mr. Jarvis 

for a tremendous job well done. In the words of a Turkish saying Mr. Jarvis had 

succeeded in digging a very deep well with a needle. 

Mr. JARVIS (Land &pert) expressed thanks for the appreciative remarks, 

said that the task had proved a fascinating one and voiced the hope that the 

work would be brought to fruition by a compensation operation+ 

The meeting rage at 5.40 p.m. 


