
not delegate further powers than it possessed
under the Charter.

The CHAIRMAN announced that the President
of the General Assembly had a message for the
First Committee.

Dr. ARCE (President of the General Assembly)
said that he had been informed by the President
of the Trusteeship Council that the representa­
ti\'es of the Arab Higher Committee and of the
Jewish Agency for Palestine, after consultation
with the Trusteeship Council, had agreed to
make several recommendations to their respec­
tive communit:es concerning the cessation of
hostilities in Jerusalem. He read out the recom­
mendations upon which agreement had been
reached.

The meeting rose at 6.30 p.m.

HUNDRED AND THIRTY-FIRST MEETING
Held at l.ake Success, New York, on Thursday,

29 April 1948, at 10.30 a.m.

Chairman: ~1r. T. F. TSIANG (China)

17. Continuation of the discussion of the
working paper drculated by the
United States del~gation (document
A/C.l/277)

~'lr. QUIJANO (Panama) shared the view of
the Bolivian representative that the problem of
the future government of Palestine was the
primary concern of the great Powers and of the
Arabs and Jews. However, the small nations
were interested since the fate of Palestine would
have world-wide repercussions. He believed that
the sub-committee pro?osed by the representa­
tive of Guatemala (document A/C.l /284)
should be composed of the five major Powers,
since they alone possessed the resources to safe­
guard any provisional government which might
be established. However he was not prepared to
submit a formal amendment to this effect, since
it would inevitably r~sult in prolonging the de­
bate. The deac!line for the termination of the
~landate was approaching rapidly and unless
a decision were reached there would be chaos
in the Holy Land.

The Panamanian delegation had supported
the partition plan at the previous session of the
As.."embly because it J' '"id believed it to be the
only just solution. j\11. Quijano's Government
had concurred ,vith that view and had accepted
mcmhership in the Palestine Commission. The
reprc<;cntative of Panan1<l believed that the
small countr:('<; were lca~t responsihle f(Jr the
failure to implement the Assembly's decision. l

trative en Palestine. ~1ais cela est contraire a
ce principe evident que l'Assemblee generalc
ne peut transmettre plus de pouvoirs qu'elle
n'en a aux termes de la Charte.

Le PRESIDENT annonce que le President de
I'Assemblee generale desire faire une communi­
cation a la Premiere Commission.

Le Dr ARCE (President de l'Assemblc~e gene­
rale) declare avoir ete informe par le President
du Conseil de tutelle du fait suivant: les repre­
sentants du Haut Comite arabe et de I'Agence
juive pour la Palestine, a la suite de consulta­
tions avec le Conseil de tutelle, \:.:nt accepte
de faire un certain nombre de recommandations
a leurs communautes respectives au sujet de la
cessation des hostilites a Jerusalem. Il donne
lecture des rccommandations Sl!r lesquelles l'ac­
cord a ete realise.

La seance est levee a 18 h. 30.

CENT-TRENTE ET UNIEME SEANCE
Tenue a Lake Success, New-York, le jeltdl

29 avril 1948, a10 h. 30.

President: M, T. F. TSIAN"G (Chine).

17. Suite de la discussion du document
de travail distribue par la delegation
des Etats-Unis (document J\/C.11277)

1\1. QUIJANO (Panama) estime, avec le reprc­
sen~ant de la Bolivie, que la question du gou­
vernement futur de la Palestine conceme essen­
tiellement les grandcs Puissances, les Juifs et
les Arabes. Toutefois, elle interesse egalement
les petites nations, car la decision sur le sort
de la Palestine aura des repercussions mondiales.
Il estime que la sous-commission proposee par
le representant du Guatemala (document
A/C.l/284), doit se composer des representants
des cinq grandes Puissances, car ces Puissances
sont les seules a posseder Jes ressources per­
mcttant de garantir la securite de tout gouvernc­
ment provisoire qui pourra ctre constitue. Il
n'est toutefois pas dispose a presenter un amen­
dement en due forme a cet effet, car les debats
seraient par !a inevitablement prolonges. La
date d'expiration du ~fandat approche rapide­
ment et, si I'on ne prend pas une decision, la
Terre sainte sera en proie a I'anarchie.

La delegation du Panama a appuye le plan
de partage a la session precedente de I'.Assem­
blee generale, parce qu'elIe jugeait que c'etait
la seule solution equitable. Son Gouvcrnement
a partage cette opinion et a accepte d'ctre re­
prcsente a la Commission pour la Palestine.
Le n:prc<;entant du Panama considCrc que, si
la decision de l'Assemblce 1 n'a pas ete appliquee,
ce sont les petits pays qui en sont le moins
responsables.

I Sce 0 fJieial !?N'lrds of Ille st'('lIld session 0/ the I Voir les noel/mcnls officie!s de la dt'I/X;I~111C scssirl1!
(;,'~r""(1! .'I.\'s,'llIb!.\' , RO'lillll:,ms, :\0. 181(II), page 131. de 1'.-!ssc/llbUe [/hl£:)·a/t" R,:s"lllli01/S, :\0 181(11),

page 131.
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The principal task confronting the present
session of the Assembly was to prevent the strife
in Palestine frcm becoming an international war.
The termination of' the Mandate on 15 :May
was a basic reality, and no time should be
lost in finding a solution for the pacification of
the Holy Land. That task, he repeated, was
the primary responsibility of the Great Powers.
The small nations could only see to it that jus­
tice was done. Was it really impossible to bring
the Arabs and Jews togetheI in peaceful co­
operation? In seeking for a peaceful solution
the Committee would have the best assurance
that it was following the right course.

Although the Par.amanian delegation had
supported the partition plan in the convictioll
that it was the best solution, it did noc now insist
upon the plan's implementation. The United
States proposal for a temporary trusteeship was
an attempt to rectify the errors which had been
committed. Everyone was liable to commit
errors and ~lr. Quijano believed that the pres­
tige of the United Nations would be impaired
only if no attempt were made to correct earlier
mistakes. It was the task of the great Powers to
devise a. plaa which could bring peace to the
ivliddle East.

The Committee should endeavour to convince
the Arabs and Je-vs of Palestine that it desired
onl/ the w>lhre of their peoples. l\lany different
races were able to live and prosper tog\::ther,
as the experience of the American continent
had shown. He regretted the lack ')f conciliation
and of concern for human life -.vhich seemed
to characterize both parties in Palestine. Their
attitude was in contrast with that of those Arabs
and Jews who had migrated to and rapidly
assimilated themselves into the communities of
America. NII'. Quijano was convinced that the
prohlem of Palestine did not only concern the
peoples of that country.

The delegation of Panama was anxious to
find a. solution which would 110t require the use
of force if that were possible. It was prepared
to support the temporary trusteeship proposal
because it seemed to be a step towards the paci­
fication of Palestine.

Mr. JESSUP (United States of America)
said that he had followed with the greatest in­
terest the discussicas in the Committee regard­
ing the United States temporary trusteeship
proposal. While he did not wish at that time
to discuss the questions which had been raised,
he pointed out that the views of the United
States delegation were contained in the draft
agreement and in the statements which had
been placed before the Committee. There had
been no change in the United States position
which was that under the present circumstances
the United Nations must be prepared to accept
responsibility for the government of Palestine
on 16 l\lay until such time as a permanent
sol .tion could be found. It believed, as appar­
ently did other dc1egations, that the Articles of

La tache pri"cipalc de la sessioI1 actuelle de
l'Ass~mblee, c'est d'empccher les troubles de
Palestine de se transformer en guerre interna­
tionale. L'expiration du :\1andat, le 15 mai,
est une :-ealitc fondamentale, et il faut, saL~

perdre une minute, trouver une solution qui
ramene la paix en Terre sainte. Cette tf(chc,
repete ~f. Quijano, incombe princip~emellt

aux grandes PuiSS:lnces. Les petitcs nations nc
peuvent que veiller au respect de la jU',ticc.
Est-il vraiment impossible que le." Juifs et les
Arabes se rapprochent et collaborent pacifique­
ment? C'est en rechercLant une so!Lltion paci­
fique q~e la Comll1i~sion aura le mieux l'as­
surance qu'elle est daI1S la bonne voie.

Bien que la delegation du P<1I12.ma, cOllvaill­
cue que le plan de partage ronstituait la mLi!­
leure solution, ait appuye cc plan, dIe I/iI~siste

pas maintenant pour qu'il soit applique. La
proposition d~ t'ltelle temporairc pr~"entcc par
les Etats-U nis teute de rectifier les erreurs tom­
mises. Tout l~ monde peut se tromper. et :\1.
Quijano estime que le prestige des .:\;:t.tinno;;
Unies ne souffrira que si I'on n'essaie pas de
corriger les err~urs passees. C'est aux grandLs
Puissances qu'il appartient de dresser lln plan
de nature a ramcuer la p<lix dam le ~loyen

Orient.

La Commission doit s'efTorcer c!e convaincre
les Arabes et les Juifs de Palestine qu'ellc ue
veut que leur bien. De !!~!11brc'<;es races dif­
ferentes peuvent vi... re ensemble dans la pros­
peIite, comnle le prouve cc qui s'cst passe mr
le contment americain. :\1. Quijano regrette
le manque d'esprit de conciliation et de respect
de la vie humaine qui semLe caracteriscr ks
deux parties en Pale~til1e. Leur attitude con­
traste avec celle des Arabes et. des J uifs qui ont
emigre en Amcrique et qui s~ sont rapidement
assimiles. !vI. Quijano est convaincu que la
question de Palestine ue concerne pas seulement
les peuples de cc pays.

La delegation du Panama est dcsireuse de
trouver une solution qui, autant que possible,
ne necessite pas l'emploi de la force. Elle est
disposee a appuyer la proposition de tutelle
temporaire, parce qu'elle lui semble etre un
pas vel's la pacification de la Palestine.

~1. JESSUP (Etats-Unis d'Amerique) de­
clare avoir suivi avec le plus grand interct les
debats que la Commission a consacres a la pro­
position de tutelle temporaire presentee par les
Et~ts-Unis. Bien qu'il n'ait pa..-- l'intention, au
stade actuel, de discuter les questions qui OIlt
ete soulevees, il souligne que la positiDn de la
delegation des Etats-U nis e.e;;t exposee dans le
projet d'accord et dans lcs declarations faites
devant la Commission. La position de" Etats­
Unis n'a pas change: d .~ les circonstanres
actuelles, rOrganisation dc.,; ~at ions L nies doit
ctre prcte a a~cepter de se charger du goU\-crne­
ment de la Palestine le 1Gmai, jusqu'au moment
ou 1'0n pourra trounT UIle solution pcrmancntc.
Il estimc, avec semble-t-il d'autrc." delegatio!ls,
que lcs Articles de la Charte rdatifs au Regime
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the Charter dealing with trusteeship provided
suJIlcient authority for the proposed action.
However, the United States delegation was
anxious to find the be~t pos."'ible solution and
would welcome any alternative proposals that
delegations might submit.

l\Ir. JcssuP thought that the whole world
had been gratified by the news that the Trustee­
ship Council had reached an agreement for a
truce within the \\' ~tlled City of Jerusalem. He
hoped that that spirit of agreement might be
extended to wider fields of action.

There was one question which had been
raised by the representative of Syria on \vhich
1\1r. Jes.<;;up felt it J1(:cessary to dwell. ~fr. El­
Khouri had remarked at the 130th meeting
that if the United 1\ations was to be the admin­
istrative authority of the trusteeship, then the
agreement would have to be ratified by each
of the fifty-eight States. That would indeed be
the case if all the l\lember States were to be
individual trustees, in which event the Trustee­
ship Council would have to be expanded to one
hundred and sixteen :nembers. However, that
\ is not the intention. The draft agreement
envisaged the assumption of authority by the
United 1\ations Organization itself, as a col­
lective body, in accordance with the final phrase
of Article 81 of the Charter. In such a case the
United 1'\ati0;ls would administer the authority
through its own organs and indivicual action
would not be required from any of the ~Iember

States.
1\1r. Jt'<::', .') pointed out that it was not yet

possible f,_ .:1visage how the plan would operate
in practi, He did r.ot think that the constitu­
tion of the United 1'\ations as administering
a~lthority would raise many difficulties and he
thought that conditions in I'alestine fully war­
ranted such a course.

l\lahmo'1d Bey FAWZI (Egypt) thought that
the questions which the representative of the
United States had fClised required careful study
~md he agreed that t he difficulties did not seem
to be insuperable.

Article 29 of the draft agree .•ent dealt with
the question of immigration. The representative
of Egypt suggested that the Committee request
the Secretariat or the Economic and Social
Council to submit a report on the measures that
had been taken to solve the problem of di~­

placed persons. \\'hat had been done, or rather
not been done to solve the problem of rlisplaced
persons? He intimated that if the Committee
did not decide to make such a request he would
himself summarize the position later. For their
part the Arab countries were perfectly willing
to share the hurden of responsibility for the
resettlement of refugees and l\fahmoud Bey
Fawzi thought that this justified a similar re­
sponse from other countries or an explanation
of the rea.<::.ons why practically nothing had been
accomplishrd bv th(' world community in that
J\:spect.

de tutelle garantissent suffisamment la validite
de la mesure proposee. Toutefois, la delegation
des Etats-Unis est vivemcnt desireuse de trouver
la meilleure solution possible et sera heureuse
d'examiner toutes autres propositions que les
delegations pourraient presenter.

Le monde entier a appris avec satisfaction
que l'on est arrive, alIi sein du Conseil de tutellc,
a un accord sur une trcve dans la Ville murec
de Jerusalem. ~L Jessup espere que cet esprit
de conciliation s'etendra a un plus large do­
'11flme.

Il estime necessaire de s'arrc~~r quelque pcu
sur une question soulevee par le representant
de la Syrie. 1\1. EI-Khouri a declare, a la 130cme
seance, que si c'est l'Organisation des Nations
Unies qui doit ctre l'Autorite charg-ce de l'ad­
ministration du Territoire SOllS tutelIe, il faudra
que I'accord soit ratifie par chacun des cin­
quante-huit F.tats. Il e.st exact qu'il en irait
ainsi si tous les F.tats l\1embres devaient ctre
charges de I' administration a titre individuel,
auquel cas le nombre des membres du ConseiI
de tutelle devrait etre porte a cent-seize. Tel
n'est pas toutefois le sens du projet. Le projet
d'accord envisage que I'autortte sera assumee
par l'Organisation des Nations Unies elle-meme
en tant qu'organisme collectlf, cunformement
au~ derniers mots de l'Article G1 de la Charte.
Dans ce cas, I'Organisation administrerait le
pays au moyen de ses propres organes, et les
Etats Membres !1'auraient pas a agir indivi­
duellement.

M. Jessup souligne qu'il n'est pas encore pos­
sible d'envisager le fonctionnement pratique
du plan. Il ne croit pas que la designation de
l'Organisation comme autorite chargee de I' ad­
ministration fasse naitre de nombreuses diffi­
cultes. Il estime que la situation en Palestine
justifie pleinement cette mesure.

l\fahmoud Bey FAWZI (Egypte) e:::timr
les questions soulevees par le representant dl'~

Etats-U nis meritent une etude approfondie et
il convient que les difficultcs ne semblent pas
insurmontables.

L'article 29 du projet d'accord traite la ques­
tion de l'immigration. Le representant de I'E·
gypte propose a la Commission d'inviter le
Secretar:at ou le Comeil economique et social
a presenter un rapport sur les mesures prises
pour resoudre le problcme des personnes de­
placees. Qu'a-t-on fait, ou pIutot qu'a-t-on ne­
glige de faire pour resoudre le problCme des
personnes deplacces? Le representant de l'Egypte
donne a entendre que si la Commi~ion ne de­
cide pas de presenter cette demande, il resumera
lui-mt'me la situation qui existe a cet egard a
un stade ulterieur des debats. En ce qui les
concerne, Ies pays arabes sont parlaitement
disposes a se charger, pour une part, de la reins­
tallation des rcfug-icc-'i, et l\lahmoud Bev Fawzi

~ ,
estime qu'il en rcsulte, pour lcs autrcs pays,
I'obligation soit de prendre une attitude sem­
blahle, soit d'expliquer pourquoi Ies nations
du monde n'ont pratiquement rien fait a cet
egard.
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Turning to the question of land policy in
Palestine, the representative of Egypt said that
it had been shown ckarly that partition could
not be implemented becau~e it would deprive
the people of Palestine of part of their own
country. He believed that the provisions of the
C nitcd States trusteeship proposal gave no
guarantee that its results in that direction might
not prove to be more Ci..ttastrophic than under
the partition plan since it proposed no restric­
tion upon the acquisition of land by Zionist
organizations in any part of Palestine. If the
plan werc adopted, the Arab population would
be afraid lest the Zionists acquired most of
Palestine in that fashion Cl.nd would drive out
the Arabs. That was not the same thing- as the
purchase of land by individual Je vs. 1Iahmoud
Bev Fawzi believed that the quest I n should be
given careful consideration and the Committee
should be guided by a sense of justice and fair
play.

Article 47 of thc draft agreement dealt with
the manner in which the temporary trusteeship
would be terminated. The Egyptian representa­
tive considered that the provisions contained in
that Article would make it impossible for the
Arabs to obtain a free Arab Palestine except
as a gift from the Zionists..As long as the latter
insisted upon a Jewish State, Palestine could
never become a single independent democrac y.

i-Iowever, the Egyptian delegation would
continue to examine the temporary trusteeship
proposal in the hope that it might result in a
constructive solution.

~1r. RODRiGUEZ FABREGAT (Uruguay) said
that the discussion had taken on the nature of
a general debate. His delegation welcomed the
agreement for a truce in the old city of Jeru­
'·alem \vhich he hoped would be a good augury
for the success of the Conunittee's deliberations.

He observed that one definite fact had been
recognized ever since the UNSCOP report,
namely that the two groups in Palestine were
mature and ready for independence. At the
previous session, the Assembly had not failed to
recognize that the two States which were to be
created under the partition plan would possess
the necessary characteristics for admission to
the TJnited Nat; 1ns. However, in spite of that
genelal agreement, the Committee was now
faced with a proposal for a second trustee.~hip

of Palestine to follow the ~Iandate. That was
a remarkable proposal in the light of the states­
manlike behaviour of the Arab and Je\vish
delegations before the Committee. Any disin­
terested observer could see, as UNSCOP had
seen, that each of the groups in Palestine had
gone, under the l'Iandate, through all the stages
of development that should precede indepen­
dence. The imposition of a new trusteeship was
neither jw;;t nor was it in accordance with one
of the ba..<;;ic purposes of the United Nations,

Le reprt.~scntant de l'Egypte, passant a la
quc5tion des principes ~l appliqucr en maticre
de cession des terrcs en Palestine, declare qu'il
est apparu clairement qu'on ne potlvait pas
proceder au partage parce que ce serait priver
le peuple de Palestine d\me partie de son propre
pays. Il estime que les dispositions du projet
de tutclle presentc pal" lcs Etat5-U nis ne garan­
tissent nullement que scs consequences ne se
revclcront pas plus catastrophiques encore a cet
cgard que celles du plan de partage; ce projet,
en efIet, ne met ,lucune restriction a l'achat
de terres par les organisations sioni~tes, dans
quelque partie de la Palestine que ce soit. Si
le plan (st adopte, la Fopu1ation arabc crcindra
que les sionistcs n'acquilTcnt la plus grande
partie de la Palestine de cettc manicre et n'en
cha..<;;,scnt les Arabes. Cc n'e."t pas la meme chose
que I'achat de tenTS par les J uifs a titre indi­
viduel. ~Iahmoud Bey Fawzi estime que la
question doit fain' I'objet d'un examen appro­
fondi et que la Commission doit ctre guidee
par un souci l~e jus~ire et de loyaute.

L'article 47 du projet G'accord porte sur la
maniere seIon laquelle la tutclle temporaire
prendra fin. Le repn~EentaPt de l'Egypte estime
que les dispositions de cet article rendraient
impossible aux Arabes d'ayoir une Palestine
arabe libre, sauf si les sionistes acceptaient de
leur faire ce don. Tant que Cl'S derniers exige­
ront un Etat juif, la Palestine ne pourra jamais
devenir une democratic independante et unifiee.

Quoi qu'il en soit, la delegation egyptiennc
continuera a etudier la proposition de tuteUe
temporaire a\'ec l'espoir que l'on pourra fonder
sur eUe une solution constructive.

1'1. RODRiccEZ FABREGAT (Uruguay) de­
clare que la discussion a pris le caractcre d'un
debat general. Sa delegation a ete heureuse
d'apprendre qu'on a abouti a un accord pour
une treye dans la VilIe murce de Jerusalem. Il
espcre qu'il y a ];\ un heuleux presage pour le
succcs des deliberations de la Commission.

11 fait remarqucr qu'on a reconnu d'une
fa~on tres nette, des la publication du rapport
de la Commission spccia1c pour la Palestine,
que les deux peuples de la Pa1e~tine avaient
suffisamment eyoluc et ctaicnt murs pour l'inde­
pendance. A sa dernicre session, I'Assemblee
n'a pas manqul' de recoJ1:1.:titre que les deux
Etats qui dcvaient ctre crecs aux termes du
plan de partage possrdcraient les qualites ne­
ccssaires pour 2trc admis COlllmc 2\lembres des
Nations U nil'S. Cc-pendant, en dcpit de cet ac­
cord unanime, la Commission se trouvc mainte­
nant saisie d\me proposition visant a instaurer,
en Palestine, un Regime de tutellc. a l'cxpiration
du 2\Iandat. Cettc proposition peut paraitre
surprenantc si ron til'llt compte de I'Cl.ttitude
\Taimcnt dig-ne (l'hommes d'Etat qui a cte ceUe
des dc..~h~gations arahc et jui\'c devant la Com­
mission. Tout obsen'ateur dcsintcre~,c n'a pas
manquc de rcroTlll.1itrc, comme l'a fait la Com­
mission speciale, que charun des groupes de
population qui habitcnt en Palestine a parcouru,
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which was to promote and aid the advance of
peoples towards self-government. Indeed, it was
contrary to all the purposes of the Charter
which had marked a turning aside from the old
ways of political cynicism. It was in the spirit of
the United Xations to exarr;ne problems not
merely as political questions but -from all as­
pects, particularly humanitarianism.

It \vas true that United Nations was faced
with a deadline but the Assembly should con­
sider the problem from all angles before it de­
cided to reverse the decision already taken. That
was why the Guatemalan delegation had pro­
posed to establish a sub-committee to consider
the problem in all its aspects and to examine
all proposals.

Replying to the remarks of the representative
of Yemen at the 126th meeting, 1Ir. Fabregat
said that he did not intend that Palestine should
become the home of all the Jews of the world.
In fact, he had said that once the Jewish State
was established, it would be able to protect the
right of Jews in countries where they were
subject to discrimination by spreading a sense of
social right and justice which would serve as a
guide to other nations of the world, and by
entering into treaties and agreements with other
States which would give the displaced Jews a
status. It was obvious that the Jews would not
wisli to leave those Statc:~ where they were
protected agaimt discrim;;i.~tion. For instance,
the Jews of Uruguay would not wish to return
to Palestine since it was the concern of the
Uruguayan Government to safeguard the rights
and welfare of its inhabitants. That was a
characteristic of Uruguay where, 1\fr. Rodriguez
Fabregat recalled, civic organizations had been
constituted after the First \VorId \Var to pro­
mote the independence of Lebanon and Syria.
In Uruguay there was no restriction on the ac­
quisition of land by Jews.

1\tr. Rodriguez Fabregat said that a Jewish
State in Palestine would serve to convert the
displaced persons into immigrants entering in
acordance with treaty provisions. 1Iost of the
people in the Americas had been immigrants or
the descendants of immigrants who had left their
former countries in search of f.:-eedom. However,
",,,-hen they crossed the Atlantic they had had the
protection and sl'pport of their countries of
origin. The e~tablishment of the Jewish State
\vould simplify immigration. ~Ioreovcr, the
numbers wishing to enter would decrease be­
cailse of the protection derived from their new
status. It was proper to examine the Balfour
Dcciaratioll since it il1arkcd a ne\.. stage by the

sous le 1\Iandat, toutes les etapes de progn\;
qui mcnent naturcllcment a l'independance.
L'instauration d'un nouveau Regime de tutelIe
n'est conforme ni a la justice, ni a l'un des buts
essentiels des Nation~ Unies, qui est d'encoura­
g~r et d'aider les peuplcs a s'administrer eux-­
mcmes. En fait, cela est contraire a taus les buts
que se propose h. Charte, Charte qui a cte
adoptee au moment OU l'on a commenc~ a
s'eloigner des chemins battus du scepticL5Ille
politique. 11 est conforme a l'esprit des Nations
Unies d'examiner les prohlcmes non sculement
comme des questions politiques, mais sous tous
leurs aspects, particulicrement l'aspect humani­
taire.

11 est exact que les Nations Unies se trouvent
tn presence d'une date limite, mais l'A"isemblee
doit etudier le problcme sous tous ses aspects
avant de decider d'annuler la decision deja
prise. C'est pourquoi la delegation du Guate­
mala a propose la creation d'une sous-commL-;sion
chargee d'examiner tous les aspects du probleme
et d' ctudier toutes les propositions.

Repondant aux obscrvations du representant
du Yemen a la 12Gcme seance, 11. Roclrigucz
Fabregat declarc qu~il ne veut pas dire que la
Palestine doit devcnir le foyer de tous les J uifs
du monde. En fait, il a dit qu'une fois l'Etat
juif etabli, ce1ui-ci serait a mcmc de protegeI'
les droits des J uifs dans les pays 'ou ils sont
l'objet de mesures discriminatoires, en repan­
dant des notions de droit social et de justice
qui pourront guider l~s autres nations du monde,
et en etant partie a des traites et a des accords
avec d'autres Etats qui donneraient un statut
aux Juifs deplaccs. 11 est bien clair que les Juifs
ne desirent pas quitter les Etats dans !csql1e1s
iIs sont proteges contre les discriminations.
C'est ainsi quc les Juifs de l'Uruguay ne dc­
sirent pas retourner en Palestine, car le Gou­
vernement de l'Uruguay a le souci de veiller
sur les droits et le bien-etre des habitant., de
ce pays. Cc sont la les usages de l'Uruguay
OU, rappelle 1\1. Rodriguez Fabregat, des organi­
sations de citoyens se sont constituces, aprcs la
premiere guerre mondiaIe, en faveur de l'indc­
pendance du Liban et de la Syrie. 11 n'y a pas,
en Uruguay, de restrictions a l'acquisition de
terres par les J uifs.

11. Rodriguez Fabregat declare que l'existence
d'un Etat juif en Palestine permettrait de trans­
former les personnes deplacccs en immigrants,
qui entreraient conformcment aux dispositions
inscrites dans !cs traitcs. La plupart des habi­
tants clu continent americain sont des immi­
grants ou des descendants d'immigrants qui
ont quittc le pays otl ils se trouvaicnt, a la re­
cherche de la lihc:,te. Cependant, lorsqu'ils ont
traverse I'Atlantifllle, ils avaient la protection
et l'appui de lcur pays ci'origine. I}ctablisse­
ment de l'Etat juif ~implifierait les formalitcs
d'immigration. De plus, le nomhre de CCcIX qui
dcsircnt se rcndre CIl Palcstin\' diminucrait a
cause de la protcction quc lellr nom-cau statut
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recognition of the right of Jews to a national
home.

\\'ith regard to the remarks made by the
representative of Syria at the 130th meeting
concerning the admission of the 30,000 Jewish
orphans from the displaced persons camps into
Uruguay, Mr. Rodriguez Fabregat observed
that the question was important because the
United Nations seemed to have evaded its re­
sponsibility. Justice, not charity, should be gov­
erning the solution. The children belonged to
their people and he urged a decision on a special
immigration quota be made so as to take care
of those children. UNSCOP had recognized
that need and had added a special 20 per cent to
the immigration quota. There was no question
of any need for charity or special measures, for
Jewish organizations in Palestine had stated
their readiness to take in these children and re­
habilitate them. The children had suffered a pre­
mature and fundamental spiritual bankruptcy
a!"!d could only be returned to normalcy by
sympathetic treatment among their own people.
Though they might be admitted and cared for
elsewhere, their readaptation was unlikely among
strangers. This problem was relevant in any
solution of the Palestine question. It was only
there that those children could be regenerated
into useful citizens, and that was why Uruguay
had not offered to take them.

The problem of the millions of other starving
children in Europe and elsewhere was different,
for they had their own homes and their own
countries. ~10reover, the United ~Tations Appeal
for Children had been set up to deal with this
matter, and Uruguay had responded to the
appeal. In any event, this sort of discussion did
nothing to improve the lot of these children.

With regard to the remarks made by th~

representative of Lebanon at the 123rd meeting
concerning the relation of Uruguay to the econ­
omic problem" of a Jewish State, ~fr. Rodriguez
Fabregat preferred not to stoop to the level of
personalities. The object of their debate was
to solve a problem. They were confronted by a
situation calling for special measures primarily
to achieve peace. A truce had been arranged for
a small area and they should try to extend it.
Their task was t .;ssipate the difficulties which
were preventing partition. Peoples who were
prepared for independence should be enabled
to enjoy it. The stage at which any other solu­
tion might have been feasible had now passed.
The two States in Palestine appeared to bf'
functioning and they could not turn them away
from independence.

leur permettrait d'obtenir. Il convient d'ctudier
la Declaration Balfour car eIle a marque le
commencement d'une epoque en reconnaissant
le droit des J uifs a un foyer national.

En ce qui concerne les remarques du repre­
sentant de la Syrie a la 130cme seance, au sujet
de l'admission en Uruguay de 30,000 orphelins
juifs provenant de camps de personnes deplacees,
M. Rodriguez Fabregat fait observer que la
question est importante parce que l'Organisa­
tion des Nations Unies semble s'etre derobee
a ses responsabilites. La solution doit etre cher­
chee dans la justice et non pas dans la charite.
Ces enfants appartiennent a leur peuple, et le
representant de I'Uruguay demande d'une
fac;on pressante que ron accorde un contingent
special d'immigration pour regler le sort de ces
enfants. La Commission speciale pour la Pales­
tine en a reconnu la necessite et a augmente le
contingent d'immigration tout specialement de
20 pour 100. La necessite de faire appel a la
charite ou a des mesures spcciales est hors de
question, car les organisations juives en Pales­
tine ont fait connaitre qu'elles etaient prctes
a se charger de ces enfants et a s'OCCllper de
leur readaptation. Les enfants ont souffert pre­
cocement d'un effondrement spirituel profond
et ils ne peuvent retrouver un etat normal qu'en
suivant un traitement donne avec sympathie
au sein de leur propre peuple. Bien qu'on puisse
ailleurs se ch2rger d'eux et les soigner, leur
reeducation sera difficile au milieu d'etrangers.
On doit tenir compte de ce problcme dans toute
solution apportee a la question de Palestine.
Clest seulement dans ce pays que 1'0n pourra
transformer ces enfants en d'utiles citoyens.
C'est pourquoi l'Uruguay n'a pas offert c'e les
receVOlr.

Le probleme que presentent les millions
d'autres enfants qui souffrent de la faim en
Europe et ailleurs est different, car ils ont un
foyer et un pays. De plus, l'Appel des Nations
Unies en faveur de l'enfance a ete cree pour
s'occuper d'eux et l'Uruguay a repondu a I'Ap­
pel. Quoi qu'il en soit, ce genre de discussion
n'ameliore en rien le sort de ces enfants.

En ce qui concerne les remarques faites par
le representant du Liban a la 123cme seance,
au sujet du role eventuel de l'Uruguay a l'egard
des problemes economiques d'un Etat juif, ~I.

Rodriguez Fabregat prefere rester au-dessus
des personnalites. Le but du present debat est
de resoudre un probleme. La situation qui est
en cours d'etude demallde des mesures parti­
culieres, principalement pour etablir la paix.
Des dispositions ont ete prises pour une treve
qui s'applique a une petite region seulement.
Il faut cssayer de la generaliser. La tache qui
se presente a la Commission est de faire dis­
paraitre les difficultcs qui empechent de mettre
!e plan de partagc a execution. Les peuples
qui sont prepares a l'independance doivent ctre
mis amcme d'cn jouir. Le moment Oll une autre
solution aurait 1 11 ctre mise en pratique est
maintenant pa."se. Le~ deux Etats de Palestine
paraisscnt organises (;t on ne peut pas l~ em­
pecher d'avoir leur independance.
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~Ir. PARODI (France) observed, with regard
to procedure, that it had been proposed that a
sub-committee be established to consider such
matters as trusteeship, but it had been agreed
that the general debate should continue before
the !'ub-committee was appointed. This would
be a useful ntethod of work if the discussion
could be confined to the appropriate subjects,
but he thought confusion could arise if the
debate had no set limits. Mr. Parodi believed
it would be better to examine the general prin­
ciples of the draft trustee!'hip agreement and
perhaps inquire which points the United States
delegation considered to be the principal ones.
A number Cif important questions suggested
themselves. One was the provisional character
and duration of the trusteeship. Another was
the nature of the trusteeship administration.
:\ third item wa..,; the administrative organ for
trusteeship, and the powers which the governor
and the two nationalities would have. Mr.
Parodi stres~ed the possibility of arranging auto­
nomy on a local or regional basis which might
lead to a regime which was largely acceptable
to both parties. A fourth question w~ that of
immigration, and an acceptable monthly quota
might be reached for the duration of the pro­
visional regime. There was the problep 1 of land
purchase, and finally, there was also the ques­
tion of implementation. This list did not pretend
to be exhaustive, but ~Ir. Parodi believed they
should systematize their discussion and concen­
trate successively upon the essential aspects of
the United States proposals.

:\11'. HACGLOF (Sweden) supported the pro­
posal of the representative of France. He believed
that the general debate had been full enough
and that they should concentrate on specific
points.

:\1r. Vos I Belgium) also supported the French
proposal because time was running short. It was
time to change their procedure and go into
<.letails along the lines indicated by the repre­
sentative of France.

~Iahmoud Bcy FAWZI (Egypt) agreed in
general with the method proposed. It had al­
ready been decided that the general debate was
closed and they \vere dealing with the United
States working paper. They should proceed to
examinc its merits.

~vIr. ~f U~IZ (Brazil) believed that the draft
trusteeship agreement should be explored. The
French proposal to deal with the main points
seriatim would make their discussion orderly
and he therefore supported it.

1:1. P.\ROnI (Frap..ce) fait observer, au sujet
de la methode de travail, que 1'01l a propose
d'ctablir une sous-commission pour ctudicr des
questions conune cellc (lt~ la tlltdle. Nfais on a
r:onvenu que la debat genera! se poursuivra
jusqu'a cc que la sous-commission soit consti­
tuee. Cette fac;on de proccder se revclera tres
utile si la discusssion pellt ctre limitee aux su jets
essenticls. ~lais eUe pourra devcnir confuse si
on ne limitc pas le debat. ~1. Parodi tstime
qu'il serait prCfeI ahle ri'ctudier les principes
gClH.~raux du projet d'accord de tutelle~ et, peut­
etre, de demandff quelles sont les questions que
la delegation d,:s Etats-lTnis considcre <:omme
les points principcHlx de son projet. Un certain
nombre de points importants se presentent
d'eux-memes. L'un d'eux est le caracterc pro­
visoire et la duree du regime de tutelle. Un
autre point est la maniere generale d'exercer
la tuteUe. Le troL,;ieme point serait la question
de l'organisation administrative du regime de
tutelle, des pouvoirs du gOllverneur et du degre
d'autonomie qui serait accordc a chacune des
deux nationalites. 11. Parodi souligne qu'on
pourrait concevoir une autonomie locale ou re­
gionale suffisante pour qu'on puissc aboutir par
la a un regime acceptable dans une large mesure
pour les deux parties. Le quatrieme question
est ccUe de l'immigration. On pourrait peut-ctre
se mettre d'accord sur un contingent mensuel
pour la duree du regime provisoire. Un autre
point est le regime de l'achat des terres. Enfin,
il v a celui des movens d'execution. M. Parodi
ne' pretend pas que' ccUe enumeration soit com­
plete, mais il croit que les membres de la Com­
mission doivent ordonner leur discussion et la
concentrer successivement sur chacun des aspects
essentiels des prGpositions des Etats-Unis.

M. HAGGLOF (Suede) apporte son appui aux
propositions faites par la representant de la
France. Il pense que la discussion generale a
ete suffisamment complete et qu'il faut con­
centreI' la discussion sur des points precis.

M. Vos (Belgique) appuie aussi la proposition
fran~aise. Etant donne le peu de temps qui
reste, le moment est venu de changeI' la methode
de travail et de s'attacher a examiner les de­
tails, dans le cadre qu'a propose le representant
de la France.

Mahmoud Bey fAWZI (Egypte) donne son
accord de principe a la methode proposee. On
a deja prononce la cloture de la discussion ge­
nerale et decide de discuter le document de
travail presente par la delegation des Etats­
Unis. 11 conviendrait de peser maintenant les
arguments pour et contre.

M. !\1UNIZ (Bresil) juge qu'il conviendrait
d'examiner en detail le projet d'accord de tu­
telIe. 11 appuie la proposition fran~aise visant
a examiner les principaux problcmes point par
point, car ccIa permettra une discussion bien
ordonnee.
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\f r. At-A.sIL (Iraq) wished to make somc
sugge~tions ill thc spirit of the proposal of the
representative of France. The draft trusteeship
agreement had two kinds of objectives. Initially,
i~ \\ as designed to estab1ish a provisional ad­
ministration in Palestine to fill the vacuum
created by the termination of the ~iIandate. Its
ultimate purpose \vas to create an indepenuent
dcmocratic State in Palestine as soon as possible.
The less time they spent djscu~5in.e: the ar ! an~('­

ment for trusteeship, the more opportunitv they
would have to explore the b:1sis of an indepen­
dent State which was the only final solution.
~Ir. Al-&il suggested that tr~steeship should
la"t no more than one or two years and the
term of the governor-general should therefore
not exceed that period either. The prestige and
effectiveness of the :\c.h·isory Council would be
increased by including representatives of the
three principal religious communitic:,. 1t would
be more democratic to vest the pmver, if pos­
sible, not in the governnr· g,~neral alone, but in
the governor-general-in-council. A'l trusteeshIp
would be merely temporary, it would be advis­
able to eliminate ccntrovcr~ial issues from the
political questions to be dealt \vith during such
a regime. Since immigration and land purchase
policy were the two most controversial matters,
they should be suspended until the Government
of an independent Palestine could deal with
them in its own parliament.

The Jewish Agency was quite aware that no
Arab leader recognized the Balfour Declaration.
However, it had been made clear at tl Le London
Conference, in 1939, that the promise of a
Jewish national home had been more than ful­
filled. Changing the policy of a national home
for that of an independent Jewish State was a
gamble which had been prompted by the con­
fusion caused by the war. The policy of par­
tition had led to further confusion. The past
five months had shown that partition was no
solution, and might only lead to graver conse­
quences. If the world Zionist organization con­
tinued to pursue a policy of unilateral exploita­
tion, there could not be peace in Palestine.

Sir Mohammed ZAFRULLAH KHAN (Pakis­
tan) agreed in general with the proposal of the
represenlative of France. The Committee had
reached the stage where it had to deal with
specific matters if it \vere to progress.

~fr. JESSUP (United States of America)
welcomed the suggestion made ~)y the represen­
tative of France, and reminded the Committee
of his previous remarks along these lines. He

M. AL-AsIL (lrak) tient a presenter un cer­
tain nombre de suggestions, dans l'esprit de la
proposition du representant de la France. Les
objectifs du projet d'accord de tutelle sont de
deux sortes. Il vise en premier lieu a etablir en
Palestine une administration provisoire destinee
a combler le vide cree par la fin de l'administra­
tion mandataire. Et son objectif ultime, c'est
de creel' le plus tot possible en Palestine un Etat
democratique independant. ~1oil1," on passe de
temps a discuter les dispositions du regime de
tutelle, plus on aura de p05Sibilites d'etudier
les principes fondamentaux de la crcation d'un
Etat independant, c'est-a.-dire de la seule solu­
tion definitive. ~L AI-Asil indique que le n~­

gime de tutelle ne devrait pao;; se prolong-er au
dela d'un an ou deux, et que l~ mandat du
gouvemeur general ne devrait done pas s'ctendre
au dela de cette periodc. Le prestige et l'efficacite
de l'action du conseil consultatif se verraient
augmp.ntes par l'inclusion, au sein de ce conseil,
de representants des trois principaux groupes
en lesquels se divise :a population au point de
vue religieux. 11 serait plus democratique de
confier si possible l'autorite supreme non pas
au gouverneur general seul, mais au gouverneur
general assiste du con5ei1. Etant donne le carac­
tcre purement provisoire de la tutellc, il serait
souhaitable de ne pas mcler les poinL,-; litigieux
aux problemes politiques qui devront ctre re­
solus sous ce regime. Etant donne que les deux
problcmes les plus litigieux sont celui de l'immi­
gration et celui de la politique a suivrc en
matiere d'acquisition de terres, il conviendrait
de les laisser en suspens en attendant que le
Gouvernement de la Palestine independante
puisse en saisir son propre parlement.

L'Agence juive n'ignore pas qu'aucun diri­
geant arabe n'a reconnu la validite de la Decla­
ration Balfour. Toutefois, il a etc precise, lors
de la Conference de Londres de 1939, qu'on
avait plus que satisfait a la promesse de creation
d'un foyer national juif. C'est une gageure,
inspiree par la confusion nee de la guerre, que
de changeI' la politique qui devait aboutir a
l'etablissement d'un foyer national en politique
de creation d'un Etat juif independant. La
politique de partage a provoque une confusion
plus grande encore. Le partage n'est pas une
solution, les cinq mois ecoules l'ont prouvc, et
il risque simplement d'avoir des repercussions
plus graves encore. Si l'organisation sioniste
mondiale persiste a poursuivre une politique
d'exploitation unilaterale, jamais la paix ne
pourra regner en Palestin~.

Sir :t\10hammed ZAFRULLAH KHA~ (Pakis­
tan) donne son accord de principe a. la propo­
sition du representant de la France. La Com­
mis.';;\ion est maintcnant arri\'(~e a un point Oll il
lui faut traiter de probl('mcs precis si elIe veut
avancer dans ses travaux.

:t\1. JESSUP (Etats-Unis d'Amerique) feli­
cite le representant de la France de sa sugg~,tion

et rappelle a la Commission les observations
qu'il a formulees anterieurement a cet cgard.
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suggested that among the main points were
the following: the principles of the last para­
graph of the preamble; the proposal that the
United Nations should be the Administering
Authority; the question of the administration
of the truste~hip in Palestine, particularly
Articles 3, 6 and 7; the general powers of the
governor-general (Article 13 ); immigration
(Article 29); land policy (Article 31); exter­
nal affairs (Article 35) with which might be
connected the general economic and cultural
development of Palestine; and Article 47 con­
cerning the termination of the trusteeship.

The CHAIRMAN observed that the lists given
by the representatives of France and the United
States were substantially the same. He believed
it would be helpful to present the Committee
with a list of topics and an order of discussion
and he proposed to do so at the next meeting.
The list would not be final, and further items
could be added, but he ruled that the discussion
should follow that outline.

Mr. EL-KHOURI (Syria) agreed with this
ruling, but he wished to add to the list of items,
the question of citizenship.

Mr. KATz-SUCHY (Poland) said that his
understanding of the agreement to discuss the
trusteeship proposal was that the idea would
be debated in its general principles. At the end
of the discussion, they would decide whether
they should accept trusteeship as a basis for a
solution. Now the situation was reversed and
neither a general nor a specific decision had
been taken to replace the existing resolu.tion
of the A:~sembly by the new principle of trustee­
ship. Accordingly, he believed that the proposal
to follow a specific list of topics would be by­
passing an existing valid decision.

In the order of topics proposed by the United
States, the question of implementation had been
omitted, although this was an important factur
in conuexion with any solution. The principles
of the preamble should be dealt with first. He
suggested, therefore, that the United States
should submit the preamble as a formal resolu­
tion. If it were accepted, the Committee could
deal with the draft point by point. Otherwise,
~hey might be in the ridiculous position of
rejecting trusteeship in principle after having
drawn up an elaborate agreement. rvIoreover.
this would leave the decision on partition still
standing without any means of implementation.
Before they adopted any list of topics they would
be well advised to make use of the Guatemalan
resolution. In brief, he did not agree with the
suggested procedure and believed that the pre-

Il propose de dasser au nombre des questions
importantes les points suivants: les principes
enonces dans le dernier paragraphe du pream­
uble; la proposition visant a confier a I'Organi­
sation des Nations Unies le role d'Autorite char­
gee de l'administration; la question de l'adminis­
tration de la tutelle en Palestine, notamment
les articles 3, 6 et 7; les pouvoirs gcneraux du
gouverneur general (article 13); l'immigratio!l
(article 29); le regime foncier (article 31); les
affaires exterieures (article 35), question a la­
quelle on pourrait rattacher celle du developpe­
ment general economique et culture! de la Pales­
tine; enfin l'article 47, relatif a la fin du regime
de tutelIe.

Le PRESIDENT fait observer que l'enumeration
faite par le reprbentant de la France et ceUe
que vient de faire le representant des Etats-Unis
sont identiques en substance. Il serait utile.
croit-il, de soumettre a la Commission une liste
de points a traiter et un ordre de priorite pour
la discussion, et il propose qu'on le fasse lors de
la prochaine seance. La liste ne sera pas defi­
nitive, et on pourra y ajouter de nouveaux
points, mais il decide que la discussion devra
suivre le plan propose.

M. EL-KHOURI (Syrie) accepte cette de­
cision, mais tient a ajouter a la liste de point.<s
la question de la nationalite.

M. KATZ-SUCHY (Pologne) signale que,
selon lui, la decision prise de discuter la pro­
position de tutelle voulait dire qu'on en dis­
cuterait les principes generaux. A la fin de la
discussion, la Commission aurait decide si eIle
devait prendre le regime de tutelle pour base
d'une solution eventuelle. Maintenant, la si­
tuation se trouve renversee et on n'a nullement
pris la decision, qu'elle soit d'ordre general ou
p.articulier, de remplacer par le nouveau prin­
clpe de tutelle la resolution de l'Assemblee qui
est encore valide. C'est pourquoi, croit-il, pro­
poser de suivre un ordre donne de sujets equi­
vaudrait a tourner une decision encore valide
et en vigueur.

Dans la liste des points a traiter proposee par
les Etats-Unis, la question de l'application a ete
negligee bien que ce soit la un facteur important
de toute solution. Il faudrait decider d'abord
des principes du preambule. Aussi M. Katz­
Suchy suggere-t-il que les Etats-Unis presentent
le preambule sous forme de projet de resolution.
Si le preambule est accepte, on pourra passeI' a
I'examen point par point du projet d'accord.
Sinon, la Commission, ayant repousse le prin­
cipe de projet de tllteIle apres avoir elabore un
projet detaiJIe, pourrait se trouver dans une
situation embarrassante. En outre, la decision
visant au partage resterait valide sans qu'on
disp0se des m'.:>yens de lui donner efIet. Avant
d'adopter toute liste de points a traiter, la Com­
mission ferait bien d'utiliser le projet de reso­
lution de la delegation de Guatemala. Bref,
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amble, that is the principle of trusteeship, should
first be decided upon.

Mahmoud Bey FAWZI (Egypt) suggested that
the representative of Poland was mistaken with
regard to the position of the Committee; its
purpose was the further study of the Palestine
question. Apparently, the Polish representative
wished them to decide upon the merits of the
trusteeship plan, or any other alternative, with­
out knowing the contents of the proposals.

Mr. PARODI (France) observed that it would
be unwise to insist upon a vote as to whether
they should revoke the decision of 29 November
1947 before they had examined the alternatives,
such as the United States proposals. If the repre­
sentative of Poland insisted upon a vote on
principles at once, there was a danger that they
would be left with no decision at all command­
ing a two-thirds majority. It would be better to
examine the specific topics.

The CHAIRMAN stated that the present posi­
tion was that the Committee had agreed to a
general discussion of the working paper without
committing any delegation to any final solution.
It would not be departing from any decision if
they made their discussion orderly by proceeding
from topic to topic. Unless objections were
raised, he would presume the Committee's
agreement with this proct.;dure.

Mr. KATZ-SUCHV (Poland) said he had no
intention to press for a vote. The representative
of Egypt had apparently misunderstood him,
for while there might be other solutions for
Palestine, there was already a solution which
had been adopted. The Assembly had been
convened to consider the problem further, not
to reconsider it, and they should look into the
matter of implementation. Trusteeship was not
the only alternative. A proposal had been made
for an independent State and various other
ideas had been suggested. Nevertheless, a deci­
sion had been taken; unt;} it had been proved
that this decision could not be implemented,
they should not embark upon any other plan.
The French proposal tended to convert the
Political Committee into a drafting committee.
They should settle questions of principle before
entering into details.

The CHAIRMAN staLed that it was not in­
tended that the Committee should draft any­
thing, but that it should deal with the substance
of the matter.

:Mr. KVROU (Greece) believed that the French
suggestion was wise. He pointed out that the

l'orateur n'admet pas du tout la procedure
suggeree et croit qu'il y a lieu de prendre tout
d'abord une decision en ce qui concerne le pre­
ambule, c'est-a.-dire le principe du regime de
tutelle.

Mahmoud Bey FAWZI pense que le represen­
tant de la Pologne commet une erreur d'apprc­
ciation en ce qui concerne la position prise par
la Commission, etant donne que celle-ci se pro­
pose de poursuivre l'examen du problcme de
Palestine. Apparemment, le representant de la
Pologne voudrait qUt la Commission se pro­
nonce sur le projet de tutelle ou sur tout autre
plan eventuel, sans meme en connaitre la teneur.

M. PARODI (France) fait remarquer qu'il
ne serait pas sage d'insister pour que la Commis­
sion vote sur la question de savoir si eIle doit
annuler la decision du 29 novembre ]~H7, avant
d'avoir examine les autres solutions, notamment
la proposition de la delegation des Etats-Unis.
Si le representant de la Pologne insiste pour que
l'on se prononce sans tarder sur les principes, on
court le risque de ne plus avoir de solution sus­
ceptible de reunir une majorite des deux tiers.
Il serait preferable d'examiner les points parti­
culiers.

La position actuelle, declare le PRESIDE~T,

est la suivante: la Commission est convenue de
discuter le document de travail en general, sans
obliger aucune delegation a. prendre quclque
engagement que ce soit en ce qui concerne la
solution definitive. Le fait de mettre de l'ordre
dans la discussion en procedant a. un examen
point par point ne serait pas en contradiction
avec une decision quelconque. Sauf objections,
il considerera que la Commission est d'accord
pour appliquer cette methode.

M. KATZ-SUCHV (Pologne) declare qu~ il n'a
nullement l'intention d'insister pour que l'on
proccde a. un vote. Le representant de l'Egypte
l'a apparemment mal compris, car, meme s'il
existe d'autres solutions au problcme de Pales­
tine, il en est deja. une qui est adoptee. L'As­
semblee a decide de poursuivre l'examen du
problcme, et non de le reconsiderer, et la Com­
mission doit etudier le problcme de l'application.
On n'a pas propose uniquement la solution de
la tutelle. On a propose la creation d'un Etat
independant et avance diveJ1'es autres idees.
Neanmoins, I'Assemblee a pris une decision et,
cl moins que celle-ci ne s'avcre inapplicable, il
ne faut pas se lancer dans une autre aventure.
La proposition fran<.;aise vise a. transformer la
Commission des questions politiqucs en comite
de rcdaction. Il faut regler la question de prin­
cipe avant de passer aux questions de detail.

Le PkESIDENT declare que l'on n'a pas l'in­
tention de faire rediger quoi que ce soit a. la
Commission, mais bien de lui faire traiter le
fond de la question.

~1. KVROU (Grcce) reconnait le bien-fonde
de la suggestion de la delegation de la France.
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Australian delegation was not pressing for a
vote upon its draft resolution concerning
the implementation of partition (document
A/C.l/279), and he believed that that was a
proper attitude.

1\1r. GROl\lYKO (Union of Soviet Socialist
Republics) said that he was not asking for a
vote on the issue. However, the view of the
USSR delegation was that they should not
deal with details before adopting a political
decision on matters of principle.

The meeting rose at 1.20 p.m.

HUNDRED AND THIRTY-SECOND MEETING

Held at Lake Success, J.·"'·/cw York, on Friday,
30 April 1948, at 10.30 a.m.

Chairman: :Mr. T. F. TSIA~G (China).

18. Continuation of the discussion of the
working paper circulated by the
United States delegation (document
A/C.l/278)

The CHAIR.MAN drew attention to the list
of selected topics which had been distributed.
That list summarized the more important ques­
tions arising out of the United States working
paper. He explained that the list was intended
merely as a ba..<;-is for discussion and that it did
not preclude consideration of any other questions
,,,hirh delegations might wish to discuss. No
vote would be taken after a question had been
di~cu~~ed. He thought i.t would be meful if the
repre~entative of t"tw United State$ explained
his views with regard to each question as it was
discussed.

l\{r. JESSCP (United States of America)
accepted entirely the statement made by the
Chairman at the I~ 1~t meeting. He agreed that,
in di~cussing the United States working paper,
no delegation would be committing itself to
acceptance of the exact term~. or the principle
involved in the point under consideration, nor
would it in any way prejudice its position with
re~ard to the final 0utcome of the discussiCJn.
The reservation also applied to the United
States.

The first qllt'~tion for discus,';;ion was whether
arrangements for the provisional government
of Palestine after 15 ~Iay should be "without
prejudice to the rights. claims or position of
the parties or to the character of the eventual
political ~ettIemcnt ... " It referred to the
final paragraph of the preamble of the draft
agrecmcnt; and the C ni ted States reprc~entatiYe

had twice cmpha~ized. at the 118th and 127th
mectil1g~. that it wa~ a hasic principle of the

La delegation australienne, signale-t-il, n'insistc
pas pour que l'on vote sur son projet de resolu­
tion relatif a la mise en vigueur du plan de par­
tage (document A/C.I /279) et, croit-il, ceUe
attitude est parfaitment justifiee.

~/I. GR01\IYKO (Union des Republiques so­
cialistes sovietiques) declare qu'il ne demandc
pas de vote a ce sujet. Toutefois, seIon la delega­
tion de I'URSS, la Commission ne doit pas
examiner les details du probleme sans adopter
au prealable une decision de caractere politiquc
sur la question de principe.

La seance est levee a 13 h. 20.

CENT-TRENTE-DEUXIEME SEANCE

Tenue a Lake Success, N ew-l'ork, le vendredi
30 avril 1948, a 10 h. 30.

President: IV1. T. F. TSIA~G (Chine).

18. Suite de la discussion du document
de travail distribue par la delegation
des Etats-Unis (document A/C.1/277)

Le PRESIDENT attire l'attention des membres
de la Commission sur la liste de points a traiter
qui leur a ete distribuee, liste qui resume lcs
questions les plus importantes que souleve le do­
cument de travail des Etats-Unis. Il precise que
le but de la liste est simplement de servir de
base a la discussion sans empecher l'examen
d'aucune autre question que les delegations
pcuvent desirer discuter. Il ne sera pas procede
a un vote apres la discussion de chaque ques­
tion. Le President estime qu'il serait utile que
le representant des Etats-Unis precisat sa position
a l'egard de chaque question au moment de sa
discussion.

~L jESSUP (Etats-Unis d'Amerique) accepte
sans restriction la declaration faite par le Presi­
dent au cours de la 131 erne seance. Il est d' ac­
cord pour que les commentaires faito;; par une
delegation sur le document de travail presentc
par la delegation des Etats-Unis n'impliquent
pas qu'eIle s'engage a accepter les termes memcs
du projet, ou les principes impliqucs dans la
question en cours d'examen, ni qu'eIle prejuge
en quoi que ce soit sa position a l'egard du
resultat final de la discu~o;;ion. Cette reserve
s'applique egalement aux Etats-Unis.

La premiere question a discuter co;;t cclIe de
savoir si les dispositions qui scront prises par
le gouyernement proYisoire de la Palestine aprcs
le 15 mai doivent ctre prises " ... sans prejudice
des droits, rcclamations ou positions des parties
en cause et de la nature du rcglcmeJlt politiquc
;l intervenir . . ,'. Cette question a trait au
dernier paragraphe du pn~amhulc du projet
(raccord. Le reprc$cntant des Etats-Unis a sou­
lignc par deux fois, au CaUl's des 118cme et

1&+




