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RErLY OF ‘THE ‘& vhnr\rrarj’T OF z Slli.EL ‘To Tv.E ‘, ~Tn.~~~~~r\i~...~~*I~HE,. .  .  

CHKIRM~~N OF THE COl'Ji!IISSION AND PRESENT.i\lTION OF THE 
COMIXEHENSIVE J.'ROPO~SiX,S OF THE COMKISSION 

The CH4IRLPZAN expressed the CommissinnTs pleasure 'in 
again welcoming the Israel representative.' He informed the latter , 
that the Commi.s&.on had had a meeting that morning with the 
representatives of the Arab countries. He added that the 
Commission would be happy to hear Mr. Fischer, if he wished to 
make a statement, 

Mr. F.ISCHER (Israel) said. that the efforts which the 
Conciliation Commission had been devoting for nearly three years 
to the cause of peace had'earned for its members and its 

Secretariat the esteem end respect of all who sincerely desired 
the return of lasting paace in the Middle East. Faithful to its 
line of conduct, which from the outset had been to cooper&e with 
the Commission in the great ta&assigned to it by the General 
Assembly, the Government of Israel had accepted the Commission's 
invitation to take part in the present conference. 

Before referring to the Chairman's opening statement; the 
Israel delegation would like 'to submit A :few ob.sW,ervaffi:ions on the 
atmosphere surr-unding the opening of .-the confere,nce. The very 
word 77confercncetv. evoked in the public mind theid& of a meeting , 
of a.11 the invited parties. It was not surprising that the public 
and the press sh.'uld tend to interpret the callin&~.of.-the parties 

. 

to separate meetings,as the result of tht: refusal qf.~certain of 
them to meet the other, which other could be none".but 'Israel, 
whose attitude of principle was well known, The adoption of an 
official stand by the Commission would serve to avoid any 

misunderstanding suggesting that the invitations to separate 
meetings were not the free choice of the Commission. 

ThA'Israel delegation deeply deplored the statement made on 
the occasion of the present conference by certain Arab leaders, 
which went so far as to proclaim that the Arab States refused 
!?to the end of time If to make peace with Israel, thereby manifesting 
an attitude AS incompatible with the spirit of the Ch-8rter 
as with thnt of the Commission's missinn. In fact, such statements 
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ljroclaimed in advance the failure of the Commission~s efforts. 
L 

The LLr&b Governments had accepted the invitation, but their 
acceptance could be nothing more than a pure formality, devoid 
of all reality, so long as the attitude of extreme hostility, again . 
so recently manifested, was not replaced by the expressinn Of a 

sincere desire to live at peace with their neighbour, Israel. 
,The text of ,the Chairman's Statement explaining the 

, I 
Commission's int'entions had been communicated to the Israel 
Government in order that it might transmit to its delegation 
the requested reply , for the nature and importance Of the text 

were such that the Israel deleg,atinn could net reply until it 
received instructions. He assured the Commission that the question 
was being studied with all the diligence appropriate to its 
importance, 

The Israel delegatiQn had already received instructions to 

give sntisfactic;n to the Commission on one specific and essential 
point which the,Commission emphasised as being essential.to any 

positive advance towards A peaceful solution of the question. It. 
was in the desire to live peacc&ly together with the Arab people, 
as good neighbours, ;thnt t,he I,srael ,Government h,ad sent a 
delegatic-n to, the present conference, It was therefore withnnnt 
reserve that his Government, at the beginning of the conference, 
expressed its determination - to use the Chairman's own words - 
to respect the rights of its neighbours to security and freedom 
from attack, to refrain from hostile acts against them and to 
promote the return of permanent peace in Palestine. 

The CHliIRMP# thanked th.~,Israel ropresent;jtive for his 
statement and regretted the latter's inability to reply to the 

opening statement. Ho hoped, nevertheless, that the Israel 
Government would be able to state its opinion before long, as it 
was import,Snt that all the ?elegations should receive the 
CommissicnVs comprehensive proposals, He was convinced that the 
proposals would enable the parties tr. have a 'better understanding 

of the purpose of the '.:resent'confercnce, !. His intention was to 
communicate them 'to the Israel representative in the course of 

the meeting.and it would be regrettable if the latter were not in - . 
a Position to receive them. 
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Mr,,. FISCHER (Israel) recalled that he had .expressed the 
hope that the Commission wr;uld not hand out the proposals, It 
~suld~ be fairer not to communicate them to one party when the other 

party did not ccns‘ider itself in .a position to receive them. He 
explained that the fact that he did not consider 'himself prepared 
tfi receive the pr6posals was b-o&d u:., with a question of principle 
nnt' yet set'tled by the Israel Government and not within the competence 
of that Government's re;Gresentntive, He must therefore await 
instructions from his Government. 

The CH!LIRMilN thought that, in the, circumstances, the 
Commission.had .no choice but to hope to receive the.,Isrtiel ,' < 
Gove,rnment's.reply as soon as possible, He pointed out that 
the Commission.!s comprehensive proposals were unquestionr?.bly 
of great interest rrnd were s closely linked to the o+pening 
statement that they were of use in A study of the statcmnt itself. 

Mr.' FISCHER (Israel) could only repeat the assurance 

that his Government was considering the matter with the.utmost 
diligence. 

' . 

The meeting rOse.a 


