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of thanks to all the organizations which had contributed
to the alleviation of the plight of refugees for their
disinterested assistance without which the relief and
works programmes could not have been carried into
effect. )

20. He wished again to pay tribute to Mr. Kennedy
and his colleagues and to wish them every success in
carrying out their difficult task.

21. Mr.LAPOINTE (Canada) said his delegation had
noted with some concern that the Committee’s discus-
sions had not always been marked by a clear apprecia-
tion of realities. That was probably why a number of
delegations appeared reluctant to take part in the dis-
cussion, the object of which was ill-defined. The prob-
lem involved was in fact indivisible, and its political and
humanitarian aspects could not be treated in isolation.

22. The Government of Canada considered that the
. problem called for a permanent solution. Canada felt
the deepest sympathy for the refugees, who had been
enduring privations and material difficulties of every
sort for nearly three years. The Government of Canada
had contributed to relief for refugees and would sympa-
thetically consider the possibility of doing so again. It
was, however, of the opinion that it was desirable to
encourage the permanent reintegration of refugees either
through their resettlement in the Arab countries or
through their repatriation. '

23. The Canadian delegation supported the recom-
mendations of the Relief and Works Agency in prin-
ciple. It regarded those recommendations as sound and
practical and noted with satisfaction that the joint draft
resolution had taken them into account. Thus, for
example, the resolution proposed the permanent re-
integration of refugees and, consequent thereto, the
termination of direct assistance. In paragraphs 5 and
6 of resolution 302 (IV') it was proposed to terminate
direct international relief at an early date and not later
than 31 December 1950 unless otherwise determined by
the General Assembly at its fifth session.

24. The Canadian delegation agreed with the Director
of the Relief and Works Agency that it was not possible
to adhere to the deadline of 31 December 1950 for the
termination of direct assistance. Still, any subsequent
contributions to the relief and works fund ought to con-

tribute to the final settlement of the problem of the
refugees.

25. Without going into the details of the financial
recommendations made by the Director of the Agency
and without expressing an opinion on the method of
financing the programmes, he pointed out that paragraph
13 of General Assembly resolution 302 (IV) requested
all Member States to make voluntary contributions; his
delegation regretted that the response to that appeal
had not been more generous and trusted that the
financial charges resulting from the continuance of the

programme would be more equitably distributed in the

future.

26. He drew the Committee’s attention to the con-
clusions of the Conciliation Commission (A/1367)
concerning the refugee problem, which were that the
Assembly should consider permanent measures which

W(l)}lligl make it possible to end direct United Nations
reher.

27. The Conciliation Commission, in paragraph 10 of
its supplementary report (A/1367, Add.l), recom-
mended the return of that number of refugees to
Israel which would be consistent with their own best
interests. Moreover, all relevant reports showed that
the large majority of the refugees had expressed a
desire to return to the territories under the control of
the State of Israel, His delegation hoped that refugees
would be told that their future would perhaps be more
promising if they agreed to permanent settlement in
Arab countries. The time had come to regard the prob-
lem more realistically, while at the same time respecting
the purposes of resolution 194 (III) of 11 December
1948. The Israel Government had indicated that repa-
triation of refugees would take place by groups and that
they would be resettled in keeping with the country’s

‘economic needs. In view of the difficult circumstances

in which repatriation would take place, the Canadian
delegation considered that a very careful estimate should
be prepared of the number of refugees who thought it -
unlikely that their best interests would be served by
repatriation to Israel. Such refugees should be immedi-
ately compensated for the losses they had sustained;
the compensation might be paid out of the reintegration
fund, the establishment of which was contemplated by
the Relief and Works Agency.

28. In any decision taken concerning repatriation and
compensation, the Technical Committee on Refugees
appointed by the Conciliation Commission should be ex-
pressly directed to study problems which might arise in
connexion with determining the property of refugees
and evaluating the losses sustained. The Arab States

_concerned should grant all possible assistance to those

refugees deciding to remain in Arab countries.

29. The resettlement of a large number of refugees in
the Near East States would, of course, require substan- -
tial financial and technical assistance, But the United
Nations should not shrink from incurring such expenses,
since those measures would lead to the final settlement
of that serious humanitarian problem, while at the same
time they would promote the economic development of
all Near East countries and contribute to stability and
security in that area. - ) '

30. In conclusion he said his delegation would favour-
ably welcome any proposal for the purpose of finally
settling the -thorny problem of the Palestine refugees.

31. Lord MACDONALD (United Kingdom) said
that because it shared some of the Canadian representa-
tive’s misgivings concerning the trend of the debate,
the United Kingdom delegation had decided, jointly
with other delegations, to submit the draft resolution.
That draft would make it possible to treat the question
realistically.

32. His delegation agreed that measures taken by the
Ad Hoc Political Committee should aim at a permanent
settlement of the problem. Whatever might be the di-
vergences of view concerning the nature of the measures
required, everyone who had taken part in the discussion
had stressed the magnitude, complexity and urgency

of the problem. _

33. It was not surprising that some delegations had
expressed regret at the slowness of the progress made,

_ but his delegation felt that a good deal had been done

by the Relief and Works Agency in the six months of
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70. The CHAIRMAN replied that he was always
pleased to receive any advice which representatives
might see fit to give him; he also reminded the speaker
that the privileges of the Chair should be sufficiently
elastic to remain compatible with the requirements of
courtesy., That was why he had not felt bound to in-
terrupt the Chinese representative when he had men-
tioned a matter which was not relevant to the subject
under discussion. He accepted full responsibility and
hoped that that explanation would satisfy the Polish
representative.

71. Mr. DROHOJOWSKI (Poland) thanked the
Chair and noted that the Chair had admitted that the
Kuomintang representative had exceeded the scope of

the debate. -

72. The CHAIRMAN said that it was sometimes
difficult to decide whether a speaker was referring to
questions outside the scope of the discussion, and fur-
thermore it was not very polite to interrupt him; he pre-
ferred to adhere to the rule of politeness.

73. Mr. CHENG (China) said he felt bound to point
out that his observations had been relevant, and that he
had mentioned Korea only in order to emphasize that it
was the custom of his delegation to support the decisions
of the United Nations under all circumstances, even if
that support involved placing armed forces at the dis-
posal of the Security Council. '

74. Mr. PATHAK (India) said that his delegation
would support the joint draft resolution subject to the
reservation that the contributions mentioned would be
voluntary. ;

75. Mr. EBAN (Israel) said that his statement would
refer chiefly to the future as seen in the light of the joint
draft resolution and the Agency’s report.

76. The speech of the representative of Iraq, however,
obliged him to make a brief statement of the views of the
Government and people of Israel on the problem as a
whole. At the 34th meeting, the Burmese representa-
tive had given a moving description of the sufferings in-
flicted by war on civil populations. When the ruin and
devastation of war in Palestine still remained to accuse
the instigators of that terrible war, which had started
three years previously against the State of Israel, he was
surprised that certain delegations should seek to evade
responsibility. The Israel delegation had no doubt that
the moral initiative and responsibility for those events
lay with other governments. History would judge.

77. His delegation wanted to turn to the future. The
refugee problem was a regional matter which all the
governments concerned must be anxious to settle. It was
mnternational in scope, and the ways and means for its
solution went far beyond regional resources.

78. He proceeded to comment on the report of the
United Nations Conciliation Commission for Palestine
(A/1367, A/1367/Corr.l, A/1367/Add.1), which
emphasized the close relations between the re-establish-
ment of peace in the Near East and a permanent settle-
ment of the refugee problem. It was not the first time
that the General Assembly had noted the close relations
between those two questions. It seemed that certain dele-
gations were still under the impréssion that the General
Assembly had adopted in 1948 a resolution ordering the
unconditional return of refugees to their homes and the

payment of compensation to those who did not return.
The reality was quite different. The General Assembly
in 1948 had confined itself to adopting a resolution in-

- viting the parties concerned to negotiate a final settle-

ment of all disputes. Within the framework of that final
settlement which it envisaged, the General Assembly
had laid down principles governing the settlement of the
refugee problem. It was not very likely that in the
present situation the governments of the Near Eastern
countries, which were obsessed with the need for se-
curity against their enemies, would co-operate in the
constructive work of regional development. The idea
of hundreds of thousands of refugees crossing the armi-
stice lines before the conclusion of peace, regardless of
the legislation of Israel or the country’s economic situ-
ation, was quite unrealistic.

79. Just as the position of the refugees was a result
of the decision to make war in 1948, so the failure to
settle the refugee problem was due to the refusal to
negotiate peace. He thought that the tragic situation of
the refugees was due to the refusal of certain govern-
ments to negotiate peace rather than to military opera-
tions in themselves. - '

80. It was in that spirit that the Israel delegation had
given its earnest attention to the chief recommendation
contained in the Conciliation Commission’s report. He
quoted the last paragraph of the supplementary report
(A/1367/Add.1), which summed up the Commission’s
conclusions, and said that Israel was in full agreement
with the recommendation. The Israel Government de-
sired to enter into direct peace negotiations under the
auspices and with the assistance of the United Nations
in order to reach a peaceful settlement. Within the
framework of the negotiations his government was also
prepared to give priority to the consideration of the
refugee problem, and to reach a peaceful settlement
by procedures consistent with established international
practice and the obligations of Members of the United

Nations. :

81. Resolution 194 (III) of December 1948 mentioned
two solutions for the refugee problem: repatriation, or
the payment of compensation to the refugees who did
not return to their homes. Israel had never concealed its
opinion that it would be more advantageous, both for
the refugees and for the Near East as a whole, if the
refugees were resettled among populations with which
they had social, cultural, linguistic and religious af-
finities. Several years had elapsed since the war, and
the possibility of re-establishing pre-war conditions had
gradually diminished; that was why the Conciliation
Commission had expressed its conviction that the refu-
gees who would not return to Palestine should be re-
settled in the Arab States.

82. Referring to paragraph 9 of the Conciliation Com-
mission’s report, he said his government was prepared
to study the question of compensation with the compe-
tent organs of the United Nations. He quotptj Qaragraph
10 of the supplementary report of the Conciliation Com-
mission (A/1367/Add.1) and said he was gratified to -
note the recommendation that the Arab States should
adopt measures to ensure the full reintegration of the
refugees who would not be repatriated. The Concilia-
tion Commission had thus opened the path towards a
final settlement of the refugee problem.
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83. Proceeding to deal with the report of the Secre-
- tary-General (A/1452) and the report of the Director
of the United Nations Relief and Works Agency, he said
the necessity for continued direct relief to the refugees
was also due to the refusal of the Arab States to seek
negotiated solutions, It was essential, for humanitarian
reasons, to continue and intensify the implementation of
the relief and works programmes. His delegation would
support the proposal, contained in paragraph 65 of the
report of the Director of the Agency, that direct relief
would be continued, with special and appropriate pro-
vision for the approaching winter months. Similarly, the
works programme ought to continue, but it would have
to be directed gradually towards the improvement of the
existing and future living conditions of the refugees.

84. Direct relief, however, was a mere palliative. The
works projects were more important because they were
constructive, but in their current stage of development
they did not offer a satisfactory solution.

85. With reference to the statement of the Director of
the Agency (A/AC.38/4) that large sums would be
required for the reintegration of the refugees, Mr. Eban
supported the recommendation in paragraph 69 of the
Agency’s report, which proposed that the United Na-
tions should authorize contributions to a fund that would
be available for projects of refugee reintegration; that
suggestion was restated in the draft resolution. His gov-
ernment was willing to pay compensation for abandoned
lands. Tt was essential that those sums should be paid
into the refugee reintegration fund, and it was preferable
to adopt collective methods of paying the compensation,
rather than to attempt to solve the problem by means
of individual indemnities.

86. The Israel delegation considered that it had taken
the first step towards a final settlement by agreeing to
take part in the work of the agencies dealing with the

problem of compensation and with the establishment of
a reintegration fund; it reserved its right, however, to
safeguard the property of its own nationals in Arab
countries and also their rights to war damage compen-
sation.. _
87. In conclusion, he summarized his government’s ‘
views on the solution of the Arab refugee problem.

88. TFirst, the General Assembly should take a decision
on the recommendation, set forth in paragraph 11 of
the Conciliation Commission’s supplementary report
(A/1367/Add.1), concerning the direct negotiations
to be undertaken, - _

80. Secondly, the Israel delegation supported the
recommendations of the Relief and Works Agency for
the continuance of the relief programme.

90. Thirdly, the Israel Government was prepared to
co-operate with the technical committee .proposed in
chapter III, paragraph 9, of the Conciliation Commis-
sion’s report.

91. Fourthly, the Israel delegation supported the
recommendation in paragraph 67 of the Agency'’s re-
port, concerning the reintegration fund.

92. TFifthly, it accepted the principle that any compen-
sation payable by the Israel Government should be
paid into the reintegration fund.

93. Sixthly, it attached great importance to the move-
ment of opinion discernible in the reports of the Con-
ciliation Commission and the Relief and Works Agency.

94, He was convinced that if the General Assembly
were to adopt the recommendations contained in the re-
ports before the Committee, an important step would
have been taken towards the final solution of the serious
problem which loomed so large in the Middle East.

The meeting rose at 1.2 p.m.

Printed in U.S.A.
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