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SUMMARY RECORD OF A MERTING BEIWEEN THE CONCILIATION
T COMMISSION AND HIS BXCELLENCY HaMID FRANGIE,
MINTSTER FOR FOREIGN AFFAIRS OF LABANON,

. held at Beirut on 23nFebruary.19A9. |

Prgsent:,  H.E. Hamid Frangie .+~ Minister for Foreign saffairs
" bf Lebanon. '
Mr, Ethridge ... . (U.S.A.) - Chairmn
Mr. de Boisanger  (France) =~
Mr, Yalchin ., . (Turkey) - _ -
Mr, Azcarate ‘ ~ ~  Principal Secretary
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’,Ih reply to av}equest,by the Chairman for a frank statement of the
- Lébénese~60vernmentfsﬂpositioﬁ opfalllpoints_ofgthgmﬁgpmral Aésembly?s
fe?olution'bf 11’ December 1948, the FOREIGN MINISTER made. the following
points:
With regard to "the general question Of‘peaCQ:UegOQi&#iQES and
conciliation, he stated that their success\depen@ed‘on the mutual confidence
' of the parties concerned.. There was no assurance of Jewish good faith. o
The’ Commission, however, had two Spécial tasks entrusted to it:
namely,‘the question of Jerusalem and that of the refugees,  In these
quesﬁidns, too, the Jews had done nothing to allay ﬁhe'suspicions of the
‘Arab:States. ... They had awaited ﬁhe occasion of. the Conciliation Commis-

sion's arrival to present it.with a:fait accompli in Jerusalem. This was

the purpose Offtheﬁholdihg*ofythe Constituent:Agsembly‘theye and the
declaration stating that they;iﬁtend@thQ;makeait.thgﬁQapital_of'their
State, *The“tacticé of the Jews :were o destroy the United Nations

t decisions gradually.’ EhiS‘msthod,had, unfprtpnately,abegn only‘tpo’
- successful,

- /With regard



Wlth r»gard to the refugeos, thb Jews had dsclJred ‘that they wanted
th@;solpt;qn of this problemAtOvbe part of the general settlement. This

- Was Bgainst all United Nabions resolutions. The partition plan did not

' "lﬁhpraﬁiaéufhr the dispersal of the Arab population of the Jewish State.

What solutlon dad the Jews env1sagu for the queutlons of the refugees and

Jerusalem? In'tne opi iﬁh“of'the Foréign”ﬁi_ ster, the Conciliation

Commission should.- f1r$£‘flnd the solution to th problems of Jerusalem and
the-refugees and then proceed to the solution of the general problem.

The CHAIRMAN remlnded the Foreign Minister that. the Commission had
received a speclflc mandato for the 1nternatlondllzatlon of dJerusalem.
The Comm1881on had reacted very rapldly to the p0351b1l1ty of being

presented with a fait accompli by the Jews, and had stated its position to

Mr, Shertok in unequivocal térmé.‘” The Commission's attitude towards the

| quesﬁion 6f;Jefusalem was- that set down by the General.@ssembly's resolution.
'However, the Commission wished to have the advice:of all interested parties
“on ihe besﬁ method of internationalizing the Jerusalem area and making it
economically viable.

He informed the Foreign Minister that theé Commission had esfablished

. a special Committee which was-to study and present a plan for internationa-

";lization. . The -Commission was no£ aware that the Jews had mads a.statement
f:COncerning~either:the creation of Jerusalem as'a,cap;pa;vor its annexation
to Israel.

With regamd@tdlthe.refugees, the Commission had. pequested the
ﬁrservicesvof'an.expert;to;advise it on ﬁhenrepatriabion,‘resetylemept and
indemnificatidn of ‘refugees,” ' The Conciliation Commission had:taken the
stand although this had not been done- offm01ally, ‘that Israel should
accept thé General. Assembly's resolutlon in prlnCLple.ﬁ ,Ths\Qomm1981ona
howevel, "wasg. aof thef@pinign‘that ;he,refugee_quespgpn4would hgve_to be
,cbnSideredntogathérfwibh“the‘obher.problems; although if might come firs;‘
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on the“eéende.ﬁf;Thé'Cﬁaifman informed the Foreign Minister of the proposed
“‘caﬁféféhée of Arab§5tetes and asked him for his Government's attitude in
‘ this régéfd.': |
" The FOREIGN MINISTER remérked that the questiors of Jerusaiem and the
refugees would be the feetﬁof the geod intentions of the Jews and of their
" desire for peace and‘e just'solution. The refugee question would have to
‘be examined sépereteiy'aod not in conjunction with other problems of
iﬁteree£ to.Israei; sﬁch.asvthe:absorptioﬁ of iﬁmigranté. The General
.Assembly's resoiueion did hot mention the possibility of exchange of popula-
tions., Was thet'Israel's intention? Econoﬁicvand social readjustment
was only p0381ble for the refugees in their own homes after they had recelvod
1ndemn1t1es for 1osees sustalned If the‘problem.were linked with others
‘ilt would be giving the Jews one more opportunity to ‘evade a United Nations
decision. The Jews would;theh befgain for advantages against the natural
‘rlght of‘refugees to return to thelr own homes. - The'refugeeseWere creating
b an 1nsoluble problem for the countries in which they Settlud ‘The only |
solutlon wag their return to thelr own homee He called attenﬁion to
‘Western Gelilee, where the Jews were less than 10 per cent of the toﬁal
'poppietion.- | Iﬁ's;’)i{e of the fact that this territory was not given to them
by the poreifion plen;’toey'oad overron it in ordefweo'seftlerﬁﬁeif own
immigrants. 'They ﬁed also taken the Negev and yet they stlll complalned
agalinst tﬁe decisions of the United Nations. He repeated that the refugee
questlon would be the test case.of Jewish 1ntcntlons
In rebly to a questlon by the Chalrman a8 to whether there would be
‘anj‘advantage in a conference of Arab States and the Gon0111atlon Commission
_to dlscuss the refugee problem, the Forelgn Mlnlster answered in the
afflrmatlve »‘ In reply to a rurther eueetlon concernlog the pOSltlon of
the Lebanon with regard to the Rhodes talks, the Forelgn Minlster steted

that his GOVernment had been 1nvnted to parth1patb but that 1t hud 1nformed
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““Dr,-Bunche that it.would not enter into-negotieﬁionsfwith:the‘Jews with a
view to arriving at, an armistice unless the talks between the Jews and the
Egyptians werevsuccessful. He reﬁafked‘that the speed with which an

- armistice might be.cdoncluded between Israel and Lebandnvwould depend on the
1‘1conditions:bu£-that‘Lebenon was ready to negotiuﬁe.

~The CHAIRMAN ﬁointed out that the Commiseioﬂ had not yet officially

approached the Government of Is;aeivon’the refugee question but that they
had learned duringbtheirApreliminary'conversations that the Jeﬁs were.

prepared to acceptTe»certain number of refugees, This wa.s not the complete

or the final. picture. If the Arabs were to make Lhe solutlon of the refugee '

problem a condition sine gua non of the discussion of other problems, the
Conciliation Commission wo%;d;finﬁ itself inre stalemate as fay,es its
- other tasks were concerned.. Thesevwere many and, the npsf important was the
- maintenance of peace in the Middle East . Up to the present the Arabs had

. refused to impart their points of v1ew on other questlons such as the
~. Negev, Galilee, Halfa, Lydda and the question of bounda.rrm - The Commis~
310n was instructed to meke perlOdlC progress reuorts to the Secretary—
General for.trenem;ssion to the Security Council and members of the United
Nations, = There was to be .a session of tﬁe General Assembly in.April and
_the Commission mlght be expected Lo report whcth‘r Lt had made eny progress
. ar whether 1t considered the resolution of ll December 19&8 as 1nappllcable.
It was tberefore urgent to have Lhe p01nts of view uf all Lhe partl
concerned, | ‘

The Forelgn-ﬂlnlsterihed expressed 1ntefest in Jerusalem. | The other

Arab Governments had stlted that Jerusalem should be retalned by the Arabs.
Thls attitude was agalnst the General Assembly‘s resolutlon. Ther were
many tvpes of 1nternatlonallzatlon and the Comm:ttee establlshed for the
; Purpose, of studylng the questlon could proceed on‘etu‘own o It would

,'!however be rmeferable 1f the Commlttee were to receive the adv1ce of the

. ,1nterested parties.
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’TheﬁFQREIGN MINISTER, after agreeing Lo provide the Committee
with his G@%ernment's‘opiﬁ;ons, stated tha£ the problem was dne of
recopcilipg two different points of view. ThetC§mmission was mostly
interested invméintéining the péace oflthe Middle East. The Arabs
were mostly concerned with thé injustice committed against their fellows
in Palestine. v.Would the ngturgl fight of fhe'refugees to return he
recognized? ‘The Commission had stéted that the Jews were prepared to
receive some of them back. nThe‘Lebanese Governmeﬁt Wished that the Jews
.should admit all except those who had‘violatéd public order, The
situation in Palestine had cdnsiétently'been aggravated by Jewish dis-
crimination against the Arabs. The Arabs, hdwéver,hhad the means to
’retaliate{ Thefe was a possibiliﬁy of reprisals. The‘Aréb States were
feady‘to discuss, but the solution of the reffigee problem was a condition

sine qua non of the peace settlement.

Returning to the question of Jerusalem, the Foreign Minister
remarked that there were many solutions but the main econdition was that
the city should not be placed undsr supreme Jewish authority.

‘Mr. de BOISANGER pointed out that the Conciliation Commission
understood Arab preoccupation with the refugee problem and was anxious to
avoid delay; but the passage of time worked against conciliation, Any
delay would permit the Jews to import immigrants and establish them in
the lands and houses of Arab refugees and then their return would be iﬁ—
possible. He expéessed the hope that although the proposed conference
of Arab States was officially intended to discuss the refugee problem the
Coneiliation Commission might secure their points of view on other
subjects.

The FOREIGN MINISTER replied thaﬁ‘this was a salient point. ‘The
Arabs had an adversary. Both they and the Jews, however, were subject
to the supreme authority of the United Nations, The decisions 6f this

/authority



authorlty had been respected by the Ardbs They had been 1gnored by

the Jews.’ The quostlon to be d601dbd Wa.s whbbhol the Uni ted thlonu
would permlt the ousting of thc Arab pOpulltlon by alien 1mm1grduts
,Before thls matter was settlcd the arabs could not discuss peace. If
Tel Aviv refused to comply w1th ‘the United Nations duc181on there could
ibe no_peace talks. ‘There was a truce in force and therefore there was
time for the Commission to find out from the Jews what thelr 1ntentlonsi
were w1th regard to the refugecs On the basis of this reply, the
~Coneiliation Comm1851on could contlnue its POnVuTSRtanS with the parties
concerned, whether officially’or unofficially. If the Jew1§h reply

 were negative it was pointless to proceed any further.



