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* Alternate'

Technical Committee on Refugees

The GHAIRMAN observed that a further cable had been recei=
ved from the Secretary-General qnnuuncing the appaintment of ‘
the French, United Kingdom and United States members of the
Technlcal Committee, The Chairman had the impresslon, in view
of the terms of paragraph 12 of the resolution of 11 December
1948, that it was the function of the Commlssion to make the
appointmentss hcwever, ho did not think it would serve a useful
pufpose to discuss the question., He proposed a cabled reply
informing the Secretary~General that the Committee could not
function until the fourth member had been appoinﬁedg the cable
‘might roproduce the terms of the message recéived, and state
“that "in view of the extreme urgency of the rbfugee problem

- and the import=nee .of proceeding wlthout delay o implement
the resolution', the Cummission now roquested thu immediate no-
mination of a Turklsh member, in order that the Cammittee might
bugin 1ts work the following week, If the bocretarqueneral ’
-touk rGSpunqability fur mﬁking thu appointments, ‘the responsa-
bility for the delay '1h constitution of the Gommlttee nust
alse be ‘hig. The cable should be dosPatched uver the signature
of’ the Chalrman of thu Gommis lcn.

Mr.ETHRTDGh and Mr,YENISEY supportod the Chairman's

- proposal, Mr, Gthridge thought 1t should be pointed out that
the Commission had been aware of thg urgancy of tho matter
for forty-eight days,



e

Mr ,YENISEY thought the Scerctary-General's right to appoint
the members should not be recognized; in any case, his dele-
gation would not accept the appointment by the Secretary-
General of a candidate not nominated by the Turkish Government,

The CHAIRMAN observod that the terms of the cable should
stress the fact that the Socrotary General should nominate
a Turkilsh member in agrcement with the Turkish Government.

Report of the General Committee

The CHAIRMAN drew attention to an extract from the summary
raecord of the General Committee's mgeting the previous day
with the Israeli delegation (Com,Gen./SR.8), setting forth
the proposal made by that delegation concerning Israel's fron-
tiers with ﬁhe Hashemite Jordan Kingdom and the "Triangle".
At an informal meeting the preceding day, the Chalrman
had pointed out to Mr,Sasson that a proposal from the Israell
delegation based on armistice lincs as such was not in accor-
dance with the terms of the Protocols the proposal should be
re-phrased taking the Partition map as 1its basls, before it
could be transmitted to the Arab delegations. The Commission
could not put itself in the position of inviting criticism
from the Arab delegations for transmitting proposals not based
upon the agreed document, ,
The Chairman requested the Chairman of the General Committee
to approach the Israell delegation that afternoon and suggest
that at its next meeting with the Committee the delegation of
Israel should present its proposals again in the form he had
described. At its forthcoming meeting with the Arab delegations,
the Committee-might state that exchanges of views were procee-
ding with regard to the frontier with the "Triangle", and that
as soon as the propeosals had been made firm they would be
transmitted to the Arab delegations. ’ 5
Mr. ETHRIDGE said that in tho opinlon of the Arab delegations,
they had made a contribution to the Commission's work in forwar-
= ding their memcrandum of 21 May, and ‘point 3 of that memorandum |
constituted a definite propwsal which the Israeli delegation must
elther accept or reject, They considered that propesal as affor-
ding a possible introduction to. broader discussions; but unless
Israel answered the nine-point nenorandwn with: certain concessions,
and gave a direct reply to the memorandum of 21 May, the Arab

- delegations would not proceed further with discussions, Mr.Ethridyg
&
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thought it essential that the Conmission should endeavour to elicit
such direct replies from the Israeli delegation,

He pointed out that certailn questions had not been satisfac-
torily covered in the proposals thus far advanced by the Israeli
delegation: the prmposal regarding central Palestine nust be nade
more specifics there had been as yet no reference to the Jerusalem
area; and there had been no definitive answers. rngardlng the refu~
gees. The Israneli delegation must be pressed to make its position
fully clear on all those peints,

Mr. YENISEY thought the Israeli pusitlun had already been
stated on the points mentioned by Mr,Bthridge. Mr,Sasson had told
the General Cormittee that he referred to the "Triangle" as inclu~
ding the Hebron reglon to the south and bounded by the present
armistice lines. Concerning Jerusalem, he had stated that the gques-
tilon was separate from the present discussion and that the Commlssion
had a mandate to carry out in that connectlon. As regards the refu-
gees, Dr, Eytan had made certain definite statements during the
recent informal meeting, as to the commitments which Israel would i
make if it obtnined poussession of the "Gaza strip". , 1}

Mr.de. la TOUR DU PIN (Chalrman, General Committee) had been i
informed by Mr. Ammoun of the Lebanese delegation that the Arab
delegationg were engaged in drafting a letter to the Commission
containing certain explanations regarding polnt 3 of the memorandum-
of 21 May. They preferred that that memorandum should not be dls-
cussed in-the General Committee until after the Commlssion had seen
the letter. _

The CHAIRMAN recalled that Dr., Dytan had promlsed to prepare
a summary of the statements he had made during the informal meeting
with the Commission, which could be transmitted to the Arab delega~
-~ tions, The.Chairman felt, however, that those proposals would still
be vefy far frem satisfactory to the Arab delegations,

Mr, ETHRIDGE believed that fuller statements might still be
expected from the Israell delegation on the refugee question, accor- ;
ding to indieations given by Dr, Eytan. The Commission could accom~ |
plish little at the present stage until Dr, Eytan's statement had
been received, and until replies were forthcoming from Tel Aviv re-
garding the nine-polnt memorandun.

The CHAIRMAN agreed with Mr, Ethridge!s view that the Commission
must wait for further infermation from the Israell delegation; however ,
ﬁhe Arab delegations should alsc be pressed to formulate proposals




’regarding frontiers. He agreed with‘Mr. Ethridgé that the Arab
delegations would not consider any proposals by Israel to be completd
until they included mention of the refugee question; however, he
did not feel that Israel could be pressed too urgently regarding
the refugecs unless the Arabs agreed to state their position con-
cerning frontiers. He hoped that if definite proposals regarding
the eastern frontier and the "Triangle" were fortheoning pronptly
from the Israell delegation, the Arab dolegatlons could then be

persuaded to offer counter-proposals or 1ndependent suggestions
of their own,
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