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T- ’SUMMAAY RECQ&D OF THE FIFTY»FIRST MEETING
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9 May 1949, at 10-.a.m,

Present' Mr, de’ Bnisanger (France) ~ Chairman

Mr, Yalcin - (Turkey) .
Mr, Ethridge (UuSehs) o
Mr, Azcarate ~ Principal Secretary
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Negotiations wilth Arab and Isracli delegations

~The CHATRMAN reported briefly on the talks he had had on-
Saturday and Sunday with Mr, Amoun-of the Lébanése delegation
and with Mr, Eytan of the Israeli delegatidn. - On Saturday he
had mentioned to them, individually, that’ the time had new come
to enter upon a more active phase of negoblatlons, and had |
asked whether they could suggest & basls for further discussions,
Mr, Amoun had replied.that the Arab delegations would find it
difficult to make.such a. suggestion, but that they would accept
a guggestion made by the Commission, Mr, Eytan had made
substantiaily'the same reply, During further conversations the
following day th@ Chairman had axpressed his belief that ‘the
only practical basis for, discussion would be the 1947 Partition
Plan. The roply Of tha Arab delegations to that suggestion had
not yet been received bt he had” been given to undergtand that .
1t would be favorable. A veply had- just been recelved in writing
from Dr, Eytan stating, in’ substance, “that the’ Israeli :
delegation accepted the suggestion provided no statements
would be made to the press for the time being.

.~ Mr, BETHRIDGE agreed that the territorial provisions of the
Partition Plan would. be an: acceptable wnrking basis for '
negotiatiens. It must be -borne’'in mind, however, that what the
- Arab delegations desircd was a. suggestion from the Commlssion,
not merely for a basls for-negotiation, but for Gn actual
settlement, His delegation. could not. he. a party to anything '
resembling-a. dictated settlement. -The position of his Gevern-
ment had not changed since. the. adoption of the resolution of ll
Dacember 19h8 it still maintained that any territorial
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settlement must be freely negotiated.

-The CHAIBMAN affirmed that the position of his delegation
was the same.as that of the United States delegation. He had
‘made it clear to the Arab and Israeli representatives that the
Commission's purpose was slmply to facilitate thelr progress :
toward a solution by furnlshing them w1th a ‘basis for negotiation.!

In answer to a comment’ by Dr. Eytan-concernlng the draft
"Preamble", the Chairman had stated that the Commission would
continue to study the document. and discuss 1t as soon as a basls
for negotiations had been agreed upon. He had showed the
Secretariat's draft "Declaration of Prin01ples“ to Dr. Eytan,
who had made no comment. -

The PRINCIPAL SECRETARY guggested that -since no statements
were to be issued tothe press, it would be desifable,fer the
Commission to have an acceptance in writing from: the Arab dele-
. gations of the proposal to conduct negotiations on the basis of
the Partition Plan. ' N '

The CHAIRMAN agreed, but considered it preferable that the
Commission ehonld not - put the proposal formally ih writing
first. He would agsume the respon31bility of asking the Areb
delegatiuns for a written reply to hie verbal’ propoSal.

The Chairman asked the Princ1pal Secretary to contact the
Arab delegations, who had already partially agreed on the
substance of a draft press release, and inform them that ‘the
Commiss1on intended not to issue such a release for the present.

The PRINCIPAL ShCRETARY then presented a reply, drafted by
the Secretariat, to the letter from the Arab delegations con-
cerning. collective 'meetings with the Commission. . '

‘The Commisglon’ anbroved thc dreft reply.

The CHAIRMAN circulated a letter received from Mr. Lytan
the previous day, which stated that the Government of Israel
was prepared to take & census to determine the nimber  of Areb
- refugees who would be répatriable on the basis of ‘separation
from théir immediate families. - In accordance with a siuggestion
by Mr. Eytan that the Fsracli proposals should be communicated
to the Arab delegatighs; the Chairman suggested that the Principal
Secretafy should prepare a summary of the points oi which a
satlsfactory reply had been received from the Israeli delegation,~-
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and should communicate i1t to the Arab delegations; he felt
that many p01nts insuch a summary would be of considerable
interest to these delegatlons, as well as to the refugees"
thcmselVes‘ He also thought a similar 1ist might be drawn“
up, of the points which had not yet been satlsfactorily dealt
with\by the Israecli Govérnment, and suggestéd that Mr. Bytan
should be contacted once more in an effort to obtain a full

reply on those p01nts. .
The Chairman had also told Mr. Eytan that representatives

of the refugees were present in Lausanne and hOped to have the

"fopportunlty of meetlng 'the Lsraeli representatlves, Mr. Eytan

‘had expresscd his willingness to see them. The Chalrman had

,;also had an intcrview w1th Dr. Meron, who had promised to -
submlt a statemért of the financial and economic position of the
‘State of Lsrael, which could be presented to the Arab dele~

gations for their information.

chhnical Mission on Rofugees

- Mr CO0K reported t0 the Commission on the status of

frecrultment for the Technical Mlssion on Refugees. He had

just received word that two names had been suggested for the

' French member, but the Secretary-General was as yet unwilling
to prescnt either name to the Commission and was still working
‘on the metter in COnsultation with tite French delegation at Lake

Success. The United States delegation at Lake Success had
suggested four names, which had been submitted to Mr. Ethridge;
‘two of the candidates were at present in Switzerland and would
be interviewed. As regards the Turkish member, the Secretary~
General had submltted one name; and the Geneva office had

~obtained a second nomination from the Foreign Office at

“Ankaras 1t would now be necessary to cable the second name

‘<

to the Secretary-General for his approval.

‘Mr. YALCIN, protested this procedure; he could not admit
the competence of the Secretary-General to pass upon. a
candidate proposed by a Member Government. The approval of -
the Secretary~General might be required in matters affecting
the budget, but not in selection of personnel.

The OHAIRMAN sald that according to his understanding,

" since the Secretary—General had been asked to handle the matter

he must be allowed a certain judgment in the selection of the
personnel, in consultation with the permanent delegations at

Q Lake Success. He remarked that a precedent had already been

/created
m




D T

created; since the Secretwry—Gcneral had elrcwdy criticised
certain candldates proposed by the French Government. .d ' 

Mr. YALCIN replied that he could not accept that precedent
The Secretary~General should have consulted the Turkish Govern-
ment before propoging a name. o

The PRINCIPAL SECRETARY explained that the Secretary--
General was following a normal procedure and establishing a list
of qualified availlable candidates, after consultation with the
Governments concerned. His intervention in the'matter¢was_not
simply on budgetary grounds, but was at the express request of
the Commlssion. Moreover,. according to the cable received from
Lake Success, the name of: the Turkish candidate was submitted
after consultation with and with the approval: of. the Turkish
representative at Lake Success.

News article

~ The CHAIRMAN drew attention to an article by C L Sulzbcrger
in the NEW YORK TIMES of Thursday, 5 May. He considered the
article most displeasing, and wished to brlng it to the attention
of the Principal Secretary. '

“The Chairman then mentioned the recordings of the first
day's debate in .the Political Committee on the question of the
admission of Israel. He realized that the Secretariat had
incurred considerable expense in procuring the dises, and
emphasized their importance and usefulness to the Commisgslon.
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