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SUMMARY RECORD OF A MEETING BETWEEN

*. THE CONCILIATION GOMMISSION aMD HIS
EXCELLENCY TEWFIK PASHA ABULHUDA,

.+ PRIME sIISTER AND WILISTER FOR -

~ FOREIGN AFFAIRS OF TRANSJORDAN,

© held at ' Beirut.on 23 March 1949
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Present: Mr, de B01sanger (France) - Chairman
= " Mr. Yalchin (Turkey) Lo :
Mr. Sthridge (U. A.)
+Mr. fAzcarate - Principal Sec¢retary .

H.E., Tewfik Pasha ibulhuda - Prime Minister.and:
Minister for Foreign
S b L ‘Affairs of Transjordan’
H.E. Fawzi Pasha el Malki - Minister of Defence of
L e e Transjordan - i

- 'The CHAIRMAN,'afte%'welcoming“the'q?anéjordan‘representatives,
explained the géneral:objech of the present meetings. He then,
stated that although the Commission had notiso far obtained a
satisfactory answer from' the Israelil GOVErnmeht~as‘régards its
acceptance of the principle of the right of the refugees to return
to their homes, it intended to continue to press for acceptance of
that principle. The lsraeli Government had’ agreed. to admit a
certaln number of Arab refugees.

1he Chairman streéssed the importance attributed by the
Commission tdan' alleviation of the present=p11ght.of the refugeess .
The funds of the United Nations ﬂelief'for"Palestine”Refug@és would
soon be exhausted; measures for the moral and etonomic Tehabilitation
were urgently necessary and the Commission would welcome an -
indicatiOnlffcm*tﬁé“TrdnsjordénbevarhmentVboncern&ngzSuchﬁmw&ters,T
- T The PRIME®MINISTER remarked that whereas hitherto the .Uommission

in its approath to the subject had been concerred with questions .of
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prinéiple, it-vms now apparent that it wished to discuss matters of
detell, such as the number of refugees tsrael was willing to accept
‘w1th1n its tefrltory.‘ Such an attltude left the srab Governments

with the impression tﬁat the Uniﬁéd Natlons was more concarned to
carry out Jewish requlrements than to glve effect to the principles
thereby encouraged to increase their ¢claims and to intensify their -
tendency to confront the world'W1th falts accomplls. In the view

of the srab States, the most 1mportant pr1n01ple of thm nss;mbly s
resolution was the rchmmendatlon that the refugees should return to
their homes. The United Nations, in instructing the -Vonciliation
Commission tQ carry out this provision, had not specified that its
execution Qés to be dependent on its accéptébility or unacceptability
to the Jews. The Prime Minister stressed that in this matter'T;anS—
jordan could act only in conjunction with the other Arab States, all
of. whom were unanimous in urging that the resolution of the General
hssembly relating to refugees should be fully implemented.

The Yrime Minister added that there was no contradiction between
this standpoint and the preparatory measures that the Transjordan
Government proposed to take should the need arise, He instanced
the fact that it would be very difficult to reinstal’ some of the
refugees whose homes were in the Jewish occupied parts of Arab
Palestine, and that plans were being considered to settle them in
other parts of Palestine. ‘In‘conclusion;‘the Prime Miﬁister‘asked
what exactly was meant by the return ofrefiigees to their homes, "~
particularly in the case of those whose property and homes were 'in
districts which were given to the Jews or occupied by Jewish- forces.

The CHAIRMAN wished to point out that the Commission did not
adnpt any fixed position nnncerning;the'probléms'under“diécuséion§
its concern was to study the poiﬁts'of'Viéw'0f~thé-ihter65téd parties.

He assured the Prime Minister that the Commission was fully aware:
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that the: principle of the r efugees' return to theiri homes was basic
to,the Assembly's resolution; and that it would continue to urge -the
Government. of {érael'to aceept that-pginciple. - The Commission;-

haﬁever,qwastconﬁrggted;with;@he:situationfggffait.

"‘iAs;regar@sqthe-PrimenMinisten'SJQuEStion;xthe Chairman found it
difficult to answer it.without knowing the exact .boundaries that
would be established. .He emphasised-that the Commission wés not
bound by the Plan .of Partition-adopted by the hssembly in 1947; no
mention of that Flan was made in the Resolution of December 11, léhS,“
and, moreover- the Partition frontiers: were no longer accepted by the
lsraeli Governments,. . ﬂe.stresséd that-the Commission was anxidus to
learn what it could do for the immediate relief of the refugees, and '
further.what it could do for those refugees ‘who did not wish to’ go
toL}srael. : BT

. The PRIME MINISTER declaredithat in the first place Transjordan
was in complete égreement_withjthevother[Arab Governments in demanding
thereturn of the refugees to-districts in vhich their properties and.
lapds‘ware situabed,;in,accqrdance“withﬁtheﬂAssembly's'resolution.

He added that in his view it was unreasonable that .certain resolutions
of the Assembly should be fully carried out while others.were put
aside a@d effofts.were;m@devto devise: alternative measures on ‘the
grounds that these resolutions were inapplicables ' Secondly, theé Prime
Minis;er;Qmphasised_thatfany~supplementary discussions on the subject
would merely. delay a solution to the.problem;naHe‘addeduthaﬁ the Arab
Governments hoped that the Commission would report to t he Geheral -
Assembly at its April session,: in order:that the. Assembly could take *
a final decision.on frontiers and -either confirmior modify its
resolution of Decembgr;ll; 1948. . .-As regards ‘the.practicsgl details
asked for by the Commission, thguTransjordan;GGVérhmént; while ready''*
to do its best to improve:the situation qf the riefugees,; felt that '

“their general welfare was a matter :for the various relidf ‘organisatiions -
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prlnolplo of 1nternatlonallsatlon and that she ‘was ready to withdraw
her forces from the Jerusalem area, a step that shé by no means’

contemplated ot the present Juncture.

hS regards the general questlon of Jerusalem, the P¥me Minister
stressed that there was no unanlmous de51re on the part of the Arab
States to 1nternatlonallse the 01ty. Hls understandlng was that
whlle Syrla and Iraq strongly opposed 1nternatlonallsatlon, Lebanon
favoured it, whereas Egypt was conslderlng the pOSSlblllty of an
1nternat10nal 0ld Clty under an Arab Mandatory and a New Clty
administered by Israel under Unlted Natlons control '

The CHAIRMAN 1ndlcated that the p01nts of view of these gOverné
ments, as expressed to the Commi ssion, dlffered somewhat from the
standpolnts descrlbed by the krlme Mlnlster. -

| Nr, YALCHIN asked whether the declaratlon made by the Frime
Minister could be 1nterpreted by the Commission as an acceptance
of the prlnc1ple of 1nternat1onallzatlon. |

The. PRIME MINISTER stated that TranSJordan was not opposed to
the pr1nc1ple of 1nternatlonallzatlon prov1ded that ‘she could be
quite sure that ceroaln guarantees would be glven. In the first
place, TranSJordan could not acoept 1nternatlonallzatlon unless she
could be certaln that the means of carrylng out ‘such ‘a measure were
forthcomlng, and secondly, she would w1sh to know what international
guarantees would be glven to ensure her own securlty and the ‘security
of the 4rab populatlon of Jerusalem. . R ’

The CHAIRMAN thanked the representatiVes of'Transjordan“for**

tneir attendance at the meeting.



