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P OF THE FIFTY-F,IF%T. MEE!i!iNG ‘_ 
held in Lausanrie’ on Monday; 

,, 

4 May 1949, at .lQ.,a,m, , 

Pres&t:~ Mr, d6 ‘Btiisanger (France) - Chairtian ’ 
. .‘. 

Negotiati,ons withArab and Israoll~ ‘delegatibns’~ ‘: ,’ 
The CHAIR~ti reported briefly. c&n the taiks he had had on- 

Saturday and Sunday with MT. Amoti. bP ‘the Lebincsc ‘delegation 
and with Mr”. Eytan of the Israel% deleg&.6n* oli. Satxxrday he 
had mentioned to them, individuaU.y, that’ the time had #now cczw 
to enter upon a more active phase of neg@$iat$ops, and had 
asked whether they .could suggest, a basis,for further discussions, 
Mr, Amourn had replied., that .the,.Arab delegations would find it : 

difficult to make.:such, a suggestion, but that they would accept 
a suggestion rn?de by the Comm$+si~n, Mr, Eytan had made ~ I , 
substantia$ly,,‘ths ,s&mt; ,ro$.y, ,, During further conversations the 

following day ihe ‘Chairman bad. clxpro6sed hi? be&ef that ‘the 
&y practical,, b&xl.s for ,$i&cuss+on,: w?$la, be the 19&j Partition .’ 2, . 
Plan’, The reply &f tha Arab delegations to that suggestion had 
90% yet been recebdd; but he had”‘be@n gLveri ts understand that 

it would be favo$abZe, .. A’ ?epZjt had- just boon re&sived In writing 

from Dr, Eytan stating‘; iri’ s&&ncef~’ th&t the’ Israeli 

delegation acceptoq. the,: suggcdti?n,,;provi,dgd,‘no statements 
would be made to th? press’,for the :tiqe being, ,;: .,!,I t’ 

Mr, ETHRIDGE ‘agrew .that the tcrrLj;orial. provisions of %he 
- Sar,titi~n Plan would. bo ani.a&sptabl@ working basis for’ 

nogotiatisns~ It must be.. bafne.’ in mind, howweb ) that +&at ,the 

Arab delegations. dos&x:c&: was a, suggestion from t’ho Cdmmisaion, 
not merely ,for a basia’for.:negotiation,. but for Qn actual 
settlement,, His de8&egatian,,. cQuld.,.not ..be, & party tri, anything 

rsssmbJ3ng~a. dfctated. $ott$em~n&u ,The position of his Govern- ‘, 
-mont had not’ changed &~~the. ad@ption of.,the resolution 02 11 
December 1948; It stl!l.X maintained that; any territ6rlal 
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settlement’ tiust be freely negotiated, _‘, 

-The CHAIRMAN affirmed that the position of his delegation 

was, the $ame:.as that of the United States delegation, He had 
made.it clear to the Arab and Israeli representatives that the 

C~mmission~s purpose was simply to facilitate their progress : 
toward a solution by furnishing them with”a basis ‘for negotiation 

In answer to a cornment’by Dr, Eytan- concerning the draft 

ffPreambletF 9 the Chairman had seated that the Commission-,would 

continue to study the documentand discuss it as soon as a basis 

for negotiations, had been agreed upon. . He had showed the 

Secretariat9 draft “Declaration of PrinciplesI’ to Dr. Eytan9 

who had made no cornmentb ’ .’ ” 

The PRINCIPAL SECRETARY suggested that .sin.oe: no statements 

were to be issued to the ,press, it would be desirable, for the 
Commission to have an,acceptance in wri:‘cing from: the, Arab,dele- 

1 gations. of the proposal to conduct negotiations on: the basis of 

the Partition Plan. ,’ 1. ,,,, . . ; 0 

The CHAIRMAN agreed 9 but ‘oonsibercd it ‘pref e&b& that the 

Commission ‘should not: put the proposal f orinally in writing 

first, He would’assutie’ the responsibility’ of asking ,the Arab 

delegations for a written reply to his verbal”proposa1. ,’ 

The Chairman asked the Principal ‘Secretary tc Contact the 

’ Arab delegations 9 who had already partially agreed bn the .I. 
substance of a draft press release, and inform, them that the 
Comm&ion intended not to issue such a release for the present* 

., 
The PRINCIPAL ~SECRETARY~ then presented a reply, drafted by 

the Secretariat., . to the .letter., from the Arab, delegations con- 

cerning, qollectivc:mcetings with the Commission, ;‘,. .’ .’ 

‘The Commission”&pproved -t;he d%aft reply. ’ ‘. : .’ 

The CHAIRMAN cir$,atad a letter’receivei from MP* tiytan 

the previous day, ‘tihich stated that the”Gaverriment of’ Israel 

was prepared to ‘take a hensus, ta doter&n& ‘the n&ber of A?ab 

refugees, who. wbuld be repatriable on the -basis of,;aeparation 

from their immediate families.. In abcordance, with a suggestion 

by Mr, Eyttin that the Eseaeli proposals should bd c&municated 

to the Arab delegatiq$q theChAirman suggested that the Principalt 

Secretary should’.prepnre a summ&-y’of the pbints oii’$hfdh a 

tiatisfactory reply, had been $ecpived from the”lsraeli deXegati?n, 
*, “’ . . . ’ , 

* /anb should 
: 
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and should communicate it to the Arab delegations; he felt 

that many points insuch a summary would be of considerable 

interest to .,theso delegations9 
. ,’ 

as w&l as to the, refugee*s .I,, : 
themselves. He also thought a similar list might be drawn 

up, ‘of the’ pdints which htid not yet been satisfactorily dealt 

with ‘by the Israeli Government, ‘and suggested ‘that ‘Mr: Eytan 

should be contacfxd once more Zn an effort to 0btaZ.n a fuil’ 

r@ply ofi those points. 
: ’ 

The Chairman had’ also told Mr. Eytan that representatives 1. 
‘of the I'efUgekS WGTO prc‘sont in Laus&nne and hoped ‘to have the -’ 

: t 
oPPOp*bity of”‘meeting ‘the ‘Israel;l. representatives; Mr. Eytan 

8’ 
&ad expressed his t;iillingness to see them. "The ‘C'J-mj.rman had 

1 also had an interview with Dr; Meron, who had promised to 

submit” a s&t&&t bf the ‘financial and economic position of the 

‘Stat@ of ~%%ei9 ‘w’hieh could ‘be presented to the Arab dele- 

gations for their information. 
,I 

Techn3.cal Nission on Refugees , 

~~~,.COO& reported ‘to the ,CommissPon on the status of I., . ‘, 
re,crui.tment .for the ‘Technical Mission on Re,fugces* ,He had 

.’ just received word that two ‘names had been suggested for the 

French member, but the Secretary-General was as yet unwilling 

to’prosent either nime to the Commission and’w’ns still working 

“on ‘the %iatter in consultation with’& French delegation at Lake 

SticceGs;:’ The ‘United States’ delegation at Lake Success had 

sug’gostki four YLtKLrntis;~ which had ‘been ‘submitted tb Mr,, ‘Ethridge; 

‘4x40 .of the &nd$dateti,were.at @resent ‘in Switzerland and w’ould 

be interviewed* As regards the Turkish member, the Secretary- 

General had submitted one names. and the Geneva office had 
,, Obtained a second nomination from the Foreign Office at 

Ankara; j.t would now be necessary to cable the second name 
, 

to the Secretary-General for his approval* 

Mr. YAI,CIN, protested thJ-s procedure; he could not admit 

the competence of the Secretary-General to pass upon a 

&andidate proposed by a Member Government;, The approval of 

the Secretary-General might be required in matters affecting 

the’budget, but not in selection of perSOWel* 

The CHJ?&MAN said that accordtng to his understanding, 

Soeretary-General’ ‘had been asked to handle the matter ’ 

e must be allowed a certain ,judgment in the S&xtiOn of the 

in consultation with the pe,rmanent delegations at 

Lak& Sacc&s. He remarked that a precedent hdd alre,ady been 
/mea tdi 4 
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create; ‘. 
x since the Secretary-General had already criticised 

certa$n candidates proposcd'by the 'French Government. / .,' 
Mr,. YALCIN replied that he could not accept that precedent. 

'he Secretary-General should have consulted the Turkish Govern- 
ment before, proposing a name. , -' 

The PRINCIPAL SECRETARY explained that the S'ccret~ry-' 
General wasfollowing a normal procedure and establishing a list 
of qualified available candidates, after co;lsultation with the 

Governments concerned4, His intervention in the ~tter.was,not 
simply on budgetary grounds,, but was at the express request of . 

the Commission, yoreover,. according to.the cable received from 
Lake ,Succoss, the name of: the Turkish. candidate. was sub,$.t,ted 
after consultation with and with the a,ppr.oval, of,.,the Turkish 
representative at Lake Success. '. 

News artic& 
The CHAIRMAN drew attention to an article bi C;L'.:Sulzbcrger 

in the NEW YORK TIMES of Thursday, 5 May. He' considered the I . 
article most displeasing, aiid wished to bring it ta 'the attention 

of the Principal Secretary.. . 

.!i!ho Chairman then mentioned the.recordings of the first 
d,ziy's debate in .the Political Committee on -th_.e question of.the 
admission of Israel. He realized ,tbat the Secr,etariat had, 
incurred considerable expense in prpcuring.the discs, and 
emphnsized their importance and usefulness to the Commission. 


