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SUMMARY. RECORD OF A MBETING BETWEEN
THE CONGILTATION COMMISSION AND
IHE DELEGATTONS OF TiE ARAB BTATES

held in Lausanne on Thursday,
9 June- 1949, at 10: 30 a.m..

Pregent: Mr. Yalein (Turkey) - Chadirman
Mr. de Boisanger (France)
Mr. Ethridge  (U.S.4.)

Mr. Azcarate ~ Principal Secretary

H.E, Abdel Monem ' "
. Mostafa Bey -~ Representative of Egypt.
H.E. Pawzl Pasha Mulki - Represgentative of the
Hashemite Jordan Kingdom
H‘u- Fouad Ammoun - Representative of Lebanon

H E. Dr. Farid Zeineddine - .Representative of Syrla

MULKI PASHA (Hashemite Jordan Kingdom) made the following
atement, which he wished to appear verbatim in the Records:

"The Hashemlte Jordan Delegation yesterday received
“$icial information from Amman that on the evening of the sixth
' June the Jews performed yet another act of aggression in the
wuthern district of Jerusalem near Government House, occupying
1@ Ai‘ab 'Collége, the School of Lgriculture and certain other
Lildings in that area. -

NTt is not out of place to remind the Conciliatlon Commission
1 this connectlon that thig district was and stlll is an inter-
tionalized zone and that the Conciliation Commission itself has
o4 Govermment House as 18 official headquarters and stationed
;8 guards in the Arab College which was the object of this. latest
,gress:.on. :
"o doubt, and in view of these facts, the responsibillty
)T the protection of this dlstrict is the sole responsibility of
1e Unlted Nations; cop_,,equently this act of aggression must be
msidered as if directed against the authority of the United
vtions and the Conciliation Commission, apart from being & ’
agrant vielation of the Armistice in that sector. It will
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necessarlly have gfave consequences on the work of conciliation,

"The Arab delegations have given this development due atten-
tion and found it indompatible with the nature of the work now in
progress at Lausanne. They have concluded that unless effective and
speedy measures are adopted to restore the situation to what 1t was
before they will find themselves compelled to reconsider their
position in relation to the present discussions.!

" MOSTAFA BEY (Egypt) found it hard to believe that such actions
could be tolerated in view of the joy with which the United Nations
and the Great Powers had welcomed the Armistice in Palestine as a
prelude to peace. The act in questlion was not isolated but was part
of a systematic Jewish policy of presenting the world with falts
accomplis: Up till now, that policy had produced no reaction from
the United Nations. Would world opinion tolerate such a situation,
bringing as it did an obvious danger of a renewal of hostilities?
Would it be possible for the Arab forces to remain inactive under
such conditions? The Arab delegations turned to the United Nations
so that every effort should be made to resolve the situation by
pacific means; otherwlse, they could not be answerable for the con-
sequenoesf It would then be unjust, if hostilities were rasumed,
to blame the Arabs as aggressors; the responsibility would lie else-
where: It was therefore essential that the United Nations should
take action if they wished for peace. He implored the Commission
to do its utmost to bring about a restoration of the situation as
it had previously existed. He entirely supported the statement of
Mulki Pasha. |

Mr. AMMOUN (Lebanon) likewise gave the Jordanian statement
entire support. What had taken place in -Jerusalem invqlved the
ﬁresponsibility not only of the Jews but of the United Nations, from
which the Jews had grown accustomed to receive undue indulgence.

Of such indulgence, he would give two examples. The Security
Council had been informed of three violations of the truce on the
part of the Jews, two in the Negev and one in Western Galilee. It
had laid down the principle that no party should be allowed to
profit by a violation of the ftruce to obtain military or political
advantages, and that the lines established by the Truce should be
restored. Dr. Bunche had communicated that decislon to the truce
control officers, with a plan for the withdrawal of the Jews, bubt
the Security Councll had repudiated his plan, allowing the Jews to
remain in the areas they had seized. That they had three times
violated the truce had been testified by the United Kingdom Foreign
Secretary, in a statement to the House of Commons.
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Again, in the General Assembly, the Jews had been admitted to

membership of the United Nations in disregard of the request advanced

by several delegations that they should flrst give assurances of
their readiness to respect the decisions of the United Nations,
especially in regard to the return of the refugees and to the Holy
Places. If today the Jews,; in spite of their membership of the
United Nations, continued a policy of aggression, it was because they
had become accustomed to receive indulgence. It was time for the
United Nations to intervene; for the Commission to railse its voice.
If not, the conversations in Lausanne would be seriously affected.

My, ZEINEDDINE (Syria) said that since 1t -had been recognized
that all the Arab delegations had the sane concern and took the same
view over the problems of Palestine, it was superfluous for him to
say that he entirely supported the attitude of the other delegations.
The Jewish action in Jerusalem of 6 June, the Jewish attitude of
rebellion against the United Nations decision on the refugees, their
demand for territorial aggrandisement forwarded by the Commilission
asg being in accordance with the Protocol of. 12 May, were all ex~ o
pressions of one and the same policy. A poliey which knew no law
other than the perfidious use of force in vioclation of the truce,
in order to produce faits accomplis.  That policy was inimical to
donciliation, being founded on recurrent acts of aggression which
must necessarily lead to acts of defence, hence to renewal of cons
flict, It could not have developed without the constant encouragea=
ment given it by the Unlted Nations. Further examples to those
provided by the head of the Lebanese delegation could be given. He
did not, however, wish to dwell on them, but merely to point out
that the Jews had hitherto found that they could proceed by igigg
accomplis, counting on the United Nations to throw over them a cloak
of legality'

Their latest action in Jerusalem, gt a time when conciliation
was proceeding, spoke louder than any arguments as to Jewlsh good
will., The attitude which might be adopted by the United Nations
would indicate where the Arabs stood in their relationships to both
the Jews and the organs of the United Nations. The Arabs had been
asked to have confildence in the United Nations and to cooperate with;‘
them in solving the Palestine problem. It remained the sincere .

intention of the Arab delegations to seek a settlement of that pro- .

blem, but thelr confidence in the United Natlons could only be

regained if all parties, including the Jews and the Commission itself,

proved ready to abide by the decisions of the United Nations. He
hoped serious efforts would be made to induce the Jews to conform
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‘to the lines laid down in the United Nations Resolutions. If that
was done, the Arabs would meet them., Those lines were the only lines
the Arabs woﬁld‘accept. Therefore, the Jewish policy, of which the
latest expression had been their conduct in Jerusalem, was of a nature
to shatter all efforts at conciliation and perhaps to frustrate the

" whole work of the Conciliation Commission.,

| The CHAIRMAN inquired whether a protest had been lodged with
the Security Council. ”

MULKI PASHA said that Magor General Rlley and the United
Nations observers on the spot had been officially informed. He
himself had been asked by his govermment to approach the Commission
so that it should take appropfiate measures. To a question from
_ the Chairman whether the area concerned was the subjeét of negotia-
tions in the Mixed Armistice Commission or Spécial Committee,'he
replied that under the Israeli-Jordan Kingdom Arﬁistide, the Mixed
Armistice Commission had been created to deal with the‘applicétion
of the armistice terms, while the Speeial Committee'wasvcdncerned
with questions which i1t had préved impossible to settle at the
Rhodes Conference. Through an error, the‘question of the Government
House area had at one time been discussed by the Mixed Armlstice
Commission, instead of by the Special Committee. Genéral Riley had
sald that it fell outside the scope of both, as an 1nternat10nalized
zone. ‘ ' |

The CHATRMAN sald that the declaration of the Hashemite
Jordan Kingdom had been noted, and that the Commission would do
everything in its power to ease the situation. In reply to a request
from the Syrian representative that the Commission should give 1ts
views on the matter, he hoped that it would be soon in a p051tlon
to do S0+



