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. Note by t he Seeret&riat: At the request of the C~uncil, the following 
stntement made on 7 !-.inrch 1950 concerning S' me of the ~rti_cles of the 
Proposed Statute of Jerusalem, presented.to the Trusteeship Council of 
the United Nations, by His _Gra ce~. Archbishop Gennanos of Thyateira, 
Representat ive of His Beatitude tl1e Patrie.rch of Jerusalem. lwigr. Timotheos, 
is hereby circulnted t6 the members of the Council. 

We wish to express . our hearty th1mks for the opportunity you are giving us 

to explo1n ence more before the esteemed Council the views of the· a ·reek Orthodox 
' . 
Patriarch of Jeruso.lem, ·on some of the articles of' the proposed Statute of 

Jerusolem. Hoving previously put these views in~ general.wey before the 
. . . . 

Ceuncil, we would now like to mokc ,some additionr.,l r eunrks on certain specific 

points, to which we wish to invite t he _attention of the Council, when it is 

. considering amendments to ·the draft Statute in a second reading. 

We wish to state first of all that we have studied the ste.tement made 

before the Council on the fl r3t of this month of March by our brother the 
. . 

Right Rev. Bishop Titan, the representative of the Annenian Patriarchete of 
. . . 

Jerusalem, and we find ourselves in agreement with the views expressed by him • 

. 1. With r egard to the composition of the Legislative Council of the City 

of Jerusalem, as provided in Article 20 of the draft statute, we are alsc 

of the opinion that · it should cons"ist of Christians, Moslems and Jews in 

.equa l numbers. We consider this to be necP.ssary in vi ew of the fact that . . 
the Holy City 1s equally sacred to the three r eligions and they ho.ve interests 
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i.n the peace and prosperity thereof. Wo further consider it to be strongly 

advisoblo that tho principal religious institutions established in,the 

·City should appoint their r epres i::ntatives to sit as members in the 

L~gislativ ... Council, in view of the f ·ect that thas£- institutions represent 

thu thrc~ faiths throughout th~ ~rld. Representation by thes e r eligious 

institutions i n· thc Legislative Council by an aaequate number of meinbera, 

will giv~ t o the Legislative Council a universal character and thereby the 

int~rcsts of th£ three f aiths will find expression i n tho logisl~tion for. 

th•~ City . For it should not b~ forgotten t hat thfjsc institutions are the 

cgcncies which have made and will always make the Holy City to function as 

such. Through th0su institut~one the Holy City is whot it is today w a 

rclieious c~nter for th~ wholo world. 

2. In a rticle 36 and ·~l~~where in the Statute mention is made of the 

existing right of th~-arious r eligious institutions • . Those existing rights 

principilly %"€!fer to t he existing rights under . th~ Status ~uo, the maintenanc( 

of which ia vitally important. In our view it is advisable thc.t this phrase 

" existing rights11 should· bt, d<;fint,;d and specified ·moro cleerl.y. For this 

purpose we think that an adciitional eub-parngraph could bo added to the 

parngra~h 7 of Articl~ 36, defi ni ng the existing rights as ~etablished by 

the ~tctus ~ of 1852-5.3. 

3. ~lso in the same articl~ we think anothor provision should be made 

to thu effect that the rights of thij religious institutions with respects 

to th~ir own int~rool a.d.ministrntion should b~ Nspcctcd and m.aintain~-d and 

no lay interf crunc0 should b€ allowed. i n the e.ffairs of the monastic founda

tions which arc a.dminist<.;roo in accordl?. .• C-C with tho cenons and rules estab

lished f or the intcrn.:il govcrna:nce of these institutions~ 

4. In our previous presentation of the vi?ws of the Patriarch.ate ~f 

J orusalcm we have already st~t ed that th.: linguistic an1 cultural dif!er .nee 

bctweun the vari ous communities in J erusalEm ahould be recogni~ed and all 

cor.llliunitit: s, l argo or small, should receive equal. treatment, The natioriol 

character of r eligious foundations and of the varfous communities therefore 

should be safeguarded and provision should be made in the Statute, perhaps 

W1der Article Jl, to this e! .f ect. 
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5, , Under Articl€ 27 provision· is madeJor the judioia:ry of the City, 

:rt is 9ur view that nn intcrnctional court should b~ established in the 

·city t~ d cci~e on au.:.tters pettcining to th~ _Holy Places and rights therein~ 

This court should b~ cstnblishcd in th~ sam~ way as th~ 5u~reme Cvurt of 

J1.;rusnlcm. It should consist of three judgt:s imq o.n 3ltcrnate, ,appointed 

by thu Gencr~l Ass~mbly ~na th~ ~~curity Council, as is the ens~ with the 

J udgts of th..., lntcrnc'.l.tiontl _;ourt of Justice. 

' In this conn\;ction W8 would like to voic 1::. once mor.<: · tht. opinion of t.he 

)rthodvx ratriarch of . Jerusalem to · the 1,;ff .::ct· tho.t th(..so',_judgos should not 

b..: s~l6ctcd from einong th~ m(..mburs of the religious bodies; which have been 

... ntrustcd sine.:. c.nci<-nt tim<;s with thc. guardit.nshi:p of.: tho .Hol'i, Places. 

6. Wit_h rE;spt:ct to tht: stdus, .. of ' the patrin.rchatcs-and ·religious bodiea-

'>f various communiti-as in th..: City, wt: would _ lik~ to s:.at(;... toot: thesQ ,bodies. -. 

Jhould bt: rocognized as l(,gd person_s ~c.ving the right , to. instituto, legal .} , 

\ctions in court as any naturn.l. person. we ere mentioning this point beoauae ! . 
'.hor~ hnv1:: bu~n inst~nccs in the past in which. uncertainty has ,. existed . .. ·we 

·,ould therefor e suggs::st that under ft.rticlc 27 provision should b0 made· for 

h~ r~cognition of religious bodies as l ~g~l p~rsons. 

7. In tho draft sto.tut~ provision. h~s alr()ady been made concerning. 

hv i'orn1 of t~xo.tion of religious properties. We· submit that' provisi~n e}loul.cl · 

lso be {ita.de thc.t th~se properties should b<i: protcoted against expropdaf.ion. . 
I , 

' I ~ would tht:rcforc suggest thc,.t under .i.rticlc _J4 pn.ragraph 7, a . _provision s~o~ · 

f mc1du that religiouo prope_rtics D.1".e not subject t~ oxpropriation. 

r~rcssing once m,)re my thanks for he.ving given me this opportunity to ·.· 

I ic:pross tht; vkws of our -patriarchate before th~ Council,. I wish to a-esure 
I . , 
ou, r-,r. President, thnt we appreciate very highly the efforts, which the . '" 

>Uncil is making to propare a Statute for 'the Holy City, which will eafoguarcl ·. 
1e pcacil and pro.~perity and the good govornmcnt_ o.f the City, to -which the . 

res of the world are anxiously turned praying for ·the end of its ~!liction~~ -·. 




