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UMMARY l%X.ORP OF A MEETING BETWEEN 
I-@ COflCXLIATION COMMISSION AND ‘THE 
&ZEGATIONS OF THEj ARAB STATES ,’ 

held in Lausanne on Wednesday, 
24 August 1949, at 11 a.m+ 

Present: Mr. Yalcin (Turkey} - Chairman 
Mr* de Hoisanger (France) 
Mr. Porter (U.&A.) 
Dr. Azc&rate - Principal Secretary ’ 
H-E* Abd&Mohem Mostafa Bey - Representative of Egypt 
Mr + Edmond. Roth 1 
Dr. Mussa Husseini ) 

- Representatives of the 
Hashemrlte Jordan Kingdom 

H.EI Fouad Bey Ammoun - Representative of 
Lebanon 

Mr. Ahman Choukairi - Representative of Syria 

The CHAIRMAN pointed out that the Commission had not yet 
received a reply from the Arab delegations to its memorandum of 
15 August; he hoped that that reply would be forthcoming at an’ 
early moment. 

The Chairman then informed the Arab delegations of two 
’ decisions taken by the Commission. First, an economic survey 

mission would soon be constituted and begin its work; the recom- 
mendations it would eventually make would, he felt o be of great 
interest to all the Middle East, and he hoped the Arab States 
would accord the mission their cooperation and assistance. 
Secondly, the Commission had decided to name a United Nations ,‘,_(.’ 
representative to Jerusalem, in accordance with the, spepif5.o 
instructions given in paragraph 8 of the resolution of 11 December 
1948. , This representative would cooperate with the local . 
authorities and endeavour to see that the statug. $&Q was main- 
tained pend2ng final settlement of the Jerusalem question. 

At the Chairman’s request9 Mr, Pql$TER explained the 
functions and proposed composition of the survey mission (see 

 ̂SW90 1) The mission was being established in consequence of the 
Commission’s belief that the economic aspects of the Palestine 
problem were of paramount importance,, and that many issues of 
that probjtem could be more easily solved withln the framework of 

a general Middle East Development Programme* He recalled that ” I 



one of the quastions in the ~o~~,~s~~o~‘~ m 

had concerned this survey mission; ho Gove 

present meeting the Arab dcslsgatians W~XM 

their attitude on the cpcstion, 

one of whole-hearted cooperation@ 
MOSTAFA HEY (Egypt), supported by tk r thmm Arab 

delegations, requested that -he and his 0011 

to give their reply to the m,emorandum of 1 
the following Monday. 

The CHAIRMAN acceded to the request, at thE ~time 

pointing out that further delay would bs ~~~~~~~ i 
cause) and expressing the hope that the reply f the Arab dsle- 

gations on Monday would be complete and d~t~~~~~* 

Speaking for his colleagues, MOSTAFA HEY (E 
his thanks to the Commission for its efforts fn c 

the refugee question, which was the key ta th 

in Palestine. With regard to the survey mission,‘ ho 
in his reply to the memorandum of 15 August th 

Government would accord all possible help and c 
survey mission and would give due consideration 

mendations it would eventually make, 
With regard to the Jerusalem question, he ask d for\ clay- 

ification of the Commission5 purpose ln sending a repr 
to Jerusalem. 

The representative of Egypt then drew attention to the 
provision, in paragraph 8 of the resolution af 11 Decemb 
that the Security Council should take steps to ensure the 
demilitarization of Jerusalem at the earltest passibls data, 
and noted that the provision had not yet heen carried out, He 
asked whether the Commission would consider taking &-@ps ta 
implement this provision. 

The CHAIRMLAN pointed out that the functions of the 
United Nations representative in Jerusalem were specified j.n 
paragraph 8 of the resolution. Since the Commission was unable 
at present to maint,ai.n its seat in’ the Jerusalem area? it was 
all the’more necessary that it should be represented there by 

a United Nations official. 
With regard’ to the demilitarization of the area, the 

Chairman, in the’ name of the Commission, noted the request of the 
Egyptian representative, and assured the latter that the 

Commission would study the matter and decide what steps could 
be taken. 
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lb’* PORTER, comanting further on the matter of the survey 

miSSion, Pointed out that the mission could Succeed in develop- 
ing a baf3ii.a far SobtiOn of the problem only to the extent that 
St r0CeIi.v0d the full cooperation of the States concerned, At 
the KP@n~W of this new phase of the Commission’s work, the 
CODXO~SS~Cln Wiah0d it UdQrstood that its efforts at conciliation 
would ot be abandonad, but rather continued and j.ntensified4 
IL hd! wt&f the Cmmnissionl s poLicy to da all fn its power to Yb 
fa@itate the Opening of direct negotiations between the parties; 
the establistient of the Mixed Committee of Experts on Blocked 
AocoUntS had Bern welcomed as a first step in the implementation 
of that policy. TheCommission would continue to pursue the 
Same course I and it was its firm hope that the Arab delegations 
would take note of that policy and would7 during the next period, 
find ways of achieving such direct negotiations0 

MOSTAFA BEY replied that as far as his delegation was con- 
cerned, the question of direct negotiations did not arise. His 

delegation was satisfied with the present situation and with the 
CommlsSiont S mediation; he had full trust in the Commission and 
hoped it would be possible to achieve a successful solution 
through the present methods* 

The representat$.ves of LEBANON9 SYRIA and the JXASEEMI:TE 
JORDAN KINGDOM associated themselves fully with all the sfdmnents 

of the Egyptian representatfvee 
The CHA~H&~AN thanked the Arab delegations for their con- 

fidence, but; affirmed that Mr I Porter had spoken for the 
Commission, and that it was necessary to try all possible methocW 
j.n order to aohieve the common goal* 

* - - I* - 


