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UNITED NATIONS CONCILIATION COMHISTION FOR PALESTINE

SUMMARY RECORD OF A MEETING'BETWEEN THE CONCILIATION .
. - COMMISSION AND THi EGYPTIAN DELEGATION

* held at Lausanne on 27 April 1949 at 3 p.m.

Present: Mr. Ethridge (United States - Chairian
) . of America) ’
Mr. de Boisanger (France)
Mr. Yalcin (Turkey)
Mr. Azcarabe '- - Principal Secretary
Mr. Abdel Shafi El Labbane ) - Representatives
Mr. Mahmoud Ramzy - ) of Egypt

The CHATRMAN thankedthe Egyptien c_ielegatioh for caming to
' Lausanne, and hoped that‘the present discussions would constitute a
fresh and perhaps a final stage in the cénvefsations arranged by the
Commiésion, which had invited the Arab States and the State of Israel
to Lausanne, “The ultimate é.:'_m o.’;‘ the c:‘onv'ei‘ﬂs'a’.t.‘ions' was to negotiate
the peace which it was hoped would prevail thfoughout the Middle
Fast, The _negotiations m;i.ght_ be conduéted ‘éi'therv directly between the
States concerned, or through the Conciliatidﬁ'Conmission. The Egyptian
" delegation could either meet the Commission as é‘wholeg or hold
private discussions with its members individually. Apart from the
general task of adopting measures to assist £hé Govermments to
reach a final. settlement of diéputed quéstibns 5 ﬁhe General Assembly
' hed assigned thé Comnission. two more specifié ‘funlctions: to deal with
the questions of Jerusa’lem and _thé refuge‘es. ' The Commission, which
had been instructed to prepafe detailed pfoposals for a permanent
international regime for‘the Jerﬁséieﬁ area, would be glad if the

Egyptian delegation would inform the J erusalem Committee -of its views.
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With regard to the refupees, Egypt occupiu ) Sp801ul p031tion in
view of the number of Arab refugees in the Gaze, area, and the q
Commission would flnd any informetion ext rcmuly v;iu sble, He hoped,
in conclusion, that'the Egyptian.delegatlon would express its views

on all the‘tefritorial questions which wﬁuldlundoubﬁedly arise in

the course of the ensuing conversations.

The EGYPITAN REPRESENTATIVE, after. thenking the Cheirmon
for his walcom sy sald that the presence in Lausanne of the Egyptian
delegatlan was itself proof of his Government*s gOOdwill, a guellity
which it h@d consistently displayed from the outseto The questions

ot Jerusalcm and the refugees were of prlme import:nce for the
Egyptian Government ‘and 1t hed vo1ced,its onlnion on them both
at Oairo and Belrut On the other hend, he was unablﬁ ‘at prescnt
to make any statements, even' of a gen arel cheracuer, on guestions .
of . territoriel sebtlement which the Comm1531on was P&lSlnF for-the
first time, In the sbsence of ‘the Lhnl?man of his 6! lezation now
on his way to Leusanne, he eould not pive 2 deflnlte reply on that
point,, He could, however, state that ln hlS v1ew, no territerial
question proper existed between Israel and Egypun ngpt had.
entered Palestlne as defenders of a L gense, ?nd the ‘ectual armistice
delimitation linea ‘were temporary in charactcra |

In reply to the Cha*rman, whﬁ esked ‘him whether the
Egyptian.dclegatlon visualised a peacelgettlument between Israel
and Egypt, Mr. ABDZL SHAFI EL LABBANE sald that tuo preliminary
gquestions would néed to be settled.firsﬁ wdfhdse of Jerusalem and
the refugees, Egypt was ready %o comply with the General Assembly
resqiution of 11 December 1948 and would study any proposals drawn up by
the Conciliation Commission both as regerds Jerusalem and the refupgees,
The feturn of the refugees‘to their homes and lends, and the payment by

Israel of compensation for 21l lost or damaged property, wes, he reaffimed;
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one of Egypt'!s essential conditions for peace,

The CHATIRMAN pointed out that the Comiission's terms of
reference with regard to the rofugees were fairly wide, whereas those with
regard to Jerusalem were more spceific and required the Commission
aliditionally to prepare detailcd proposals ahd to formulate recormendations”
on that point, Tt would thereforec be Ussirable for the Egyptian

delegation to establish contact with the Jerusalem Committee.,

Mr, de BOISANGER observed tha:t, although the Commissicn was alre:dy
aware of Egypt's position, it would be useful at the present stage of
negotiations if the Commission could have more detailed proposals
on cértain technical aSpocts.‘ He stressed the difficulties in the wayiqf
prépariné intern fionalisation proposals ane hoped accordingly that
contact would be established between the Egyptian delegation and the
Jerusalem Commitbee, On the question ¢f the refugecs, he consideraed it
difficult to speapate the question of their repatriation from that of
territorial settlement,  The resolution provided that refugees
wishing to return to theifr homes should be permitted to do so, and it ﬁould‘
appear to be beyond doubb that the fefugecsf degision would largely depend
on certain political consideraticns and that their choice would be |
facilitated if thay knew whether 4 eir homes would be in Israeli‘or

Arab torritory.

The EGYPTIAN REPRISINTATIVE repeded thét Egypt was prepared to
examine the inturnationalisation propcesals to be drawn up by the Commission,
He felt, iﬁ the case of the refugees, that thoy should return to their
original homes regardless of the questicn of the storgignty
exercised over ths tefritory in which their homes were situated., Once
they had ruturned; the rufugéeé could.decide which pért of . | B

Palestine they wished to make their permanent homo.
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Territorial adjustments and repatriation were, ‘he claimed, two

separate questions. -

| Mr. YALCIN po:m’c.ed out that if the Genoral ‘Assembly had _

deon_ded thot rofugeos wishing to return to their, homes. should be

| pemmted 'to do 80 ab the earliest practicable date,. it was desirable,
in ’ohe :Ln’oere.;ts of remching a peaceful '\greement that the Arab
delegﬂ.tlons and the Jewish delegation shoulcl show goodwill,  Peace
. was not an indivigible entlty But a compromise and had botl’,l.economlc

«and political’ facets, ‘If | one of the partlo‘s adopted an intransigent
attitude at the oﬁtse‘o' it not only risked ‘alienating WOI"ld. opinion )
bu’c might also induce the other party to st:.ffen its sttltude, He
‘hoped for the sake of the refugecs themselvos that the Egyptlan dele-
gation would not ‘stand’ firm on a positlon of a.bsolute pr1n01plo by

» ¢ making the question a pre-condn.t:l.on for wny further d:.scussmon. The

refugee problem was only ohe element oi‘ the genergl problem of peace

in the Middle East, all aspects of which should be exam.nod

2+ simultaneously,

The EGYPTIAN REPRESENTATIVE contended that the State of Israel
Wlshed to use the refugees as a lever for exerting pressure on the Arab
‘ countrles. It was most painful to observe that the refugees were a
“1m in a kind of "bargaining® process by Israel. Ii“i’c. was hoped to
‘ achieve lastin'g 'peace“ in the Middle East, 'bh'o. parties mﬁ”st be able to
.. aet i’reely and not under pressu::"é of any kind » The rotur»-nv of the
rcfugees totheir homes would allow the situation to be clerlfled and
| would provide proof -of goodwill on the part of the Government of
Israel, EBayptls attitude was based on purely' hﬁ}né.ni:i:arian fe_asons, A
The State of Israel should strive to ooﬁfoi'ni to oertain humanitarian
and moral principles if it wished to s ée nego’oiations reach a successful

conclusion. In conclusion, his delegation urged the Cormission to



SR/IM/2
page 5

draw up settlement proposals on the problem of refugees and

that of Jerusalem alike, His delegation would study the proprosals
with the utmost care and goodwill, Any proposals prepared by the
Commission would, in fact, form a basis for later discussions, which

would be faeilitated by the existence of concrete proposals,

The CHAIRMAN thanked the Egyptian delegation and assured
it once again that the Commission and its members were entirely at

its disposal.



