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SPECIAL COMMITTEE ON PALESTINE
SUMMARY REGORD OF THE EIGHTEENTH MEETING (PRIVATE)

Held at the YMCA Buildings, Jerusalem, Sunday,
6 July 1947, at 12:00 noon

Fresent:
Chairman: Mr, Sandstrom (Sweden )
Mr. Hood (Lustralia)
Mr, Rand (Canada)
Mr, Lisicky Czechoslovakia)
Mr. Garcia Granados (Guatemala)
Sir Abdur Rahman (India)
Mr. Entezam o (Iran)
r, Blom {Netherlends)
Mr, Garcia Sdlazar ' (Peru)
Mr., Fabregatb (Uruguay)
Mr. Simic v (Yugoslavia)
Secretariat:lir. Hoo (Lssistant Secretary General)

ir. Garcia Robles (Secretary)

The CHAITMAN called the meeting to order at 12:15 p.m. He provosed that

the meeting be private, The proposition was accepted.

hdoption of the Agenda
Sir ABDUR RAHMAN (India) considered the wording of point 3 of the

Arenda not sufficiently explicit argl supggested that 211 items be specifically
formulated.

Mr, SIMIC (Yugoslavia) suggested that the question of the boycett by
the Arab population which had been before the Committee at its seventh
meeting X be considered by the present meeting or as soon as possible,

Mp. GARCIA GRANAIDS (Guatemala) asked for the inclusion in the fgenda

of his request that an attorney answer questions on the legal problems of

Pal estine,.
The Agenda Was then adopted.

x Document L/iC L3/ SR 7, page 3,

/Consideration -
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‘Consideration of Second Report xx. of Subcommittee Two

”
[

Mr. BLOM (Netherlahds), Chairman of Subcommittee Two, summarized the

| view of the Subcommittee with regard to lMr. Shertok's request to be heard
after all the representatives of other Jewish organizations, The Sub-
committee's recénmendation was that Mr, Shertok should be invited to speak
after the other representatives of the Jewish Apency and before any questions
be put to them, However, it was a matter for the Committge to decide.

The CHAIRMALN supported the view of the Subcommittee, |

Mr. FABREGAT (Uruguay) said he had abstained from voting on this point
in the Subcommittee because he cmsidered that the Falestine Government, the
Jewish Agency, and the Arab Higher Committee should be granted the right to
speak when tley judged it necessary,

| Mr, ENTEZLM (Iran) suggested adoption of the Subcommittee'!s proposal,
adding that, if, at the end of all hearings, the Jewish kjency, as well as
other or ganizations, considered it necessary to add any declaration, the
question should be teken up by the Subcommittee for ccnsideration.

Sir ABDUR RAHUAN (India) supported the Subcommittee's recommendations
aml ohjected to Mr. Shortok amd the Jewish igency's heving further right to
supplement their statements after the closing of the case, It was the
Committee's privilege to recall any person, but no agency or witness had
aright to go on supplementing their case,

Mr, SIMIC (Yugoslavisa) supported kr., Entezam!'s prbposal;

Mr. RAND (Canada) expfessed his desire to see lir, Shertok wind up the
statement of the Jewish Agency and act as it s sole authorized spokesman
for the purpose of questioning,

Sir ABDUR RAHM:N (India) considered that the five representatives who
had piven evidence should be present anl any of them answer any guestion,
No other persons would be entitled to add anything to that answer.,

Mr, ENTEZAM (Iran) gaid that he was prepared to accept that the Jewlsh
hgency should answer questions on the evidence submitted hy them, but would
ohject to the Jewish Agency answerirg any question on evidence put forward
by other organizations., If this right was granted to the Jewish Lgency,
it should at once he gramnted to all other organigations, .

Mr.. BLOM (Netherlands) considered it important that the Committee should
sunport Mr, Entezam's proposal, -

Mr. RAND (Canada) said that, if Mr. Shertok were to wind up the case, he
should do so after the evidence and questioning of the other witnesses, s0
as to summarige all statements mede by the different witnesses on behalf
of the Agency, It would save time to éoncentrate the questioning of igency

spokesmen by reference to one persom only.

i 1

xx Document A/AC.13/8C.2/7
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The CHAIRMAM informed the Committee that Mr., Horowitz had just informed
the Principal Secrcte ary (Mr. Garcia Robles) hat Mr. Shertok would not be
able to speak the next day (7th July) because he was not prepured ‘ -

Sir ABDUR RAHMAN (India) objected strongly to the Jewish Igency's ‘chase‘
teking up any longer time. If Mr, Shertok were not prepared to appear T,he
next day, the Jewish igency's case should be declared closed.

The CHATRMAN stated that, in his opinion, lir. Shertok would add the
finishing touch aml perhapq put forward a definite rroposal on behalf of the
Jewish igency. '

Mr. ENTEZAW (Iren) suggested that, if lir. Shertok were not ready to
appear the next day, the public hearmp of 7th JulJ be postponed until ‘the
following day so that lir, ohertok might have the op; wortunltv to appear
wi thout belng given the right to hear the evidence of the othe orgams.ctlons.

The CHAIRMAN suggested th“t Mr., Shertok be asked whethcr he could not \)
make m ci‘iort end be ready on 7th Julj.

¥r. RiND (Ganaua) said he did not mind ¥r. Shertok bbll’l{f heard at hls
cwn convenience. He considered it important to heve Urs Shc*rtuk uvallable
for que.stionin the order of appearance m.ttercd llttle. '

¥r, GARCIA ROBLLb (Secretary) informed the members of the Committee |
that, during the meeting of the Subcommittee on 5th July, he had told the
Liaison Officer of the Jewish .zency, Mr. Ebah, that it was not within the
competence of the Subcormitiee to decide on Mr. Shertok's request .‘ As the
Chairman had just informed the Committee, Mr, Horowj tz had stated during
the morning that Mr, Shertok was not reed_,r to appear the next day.

. Horowite had also indicated that if the Committee could not walt untll
later, the casc of the Jewish fgency should be considered as closed by the
witnesses already heard, - '

The CHAIRMLAN suggested that the Jewish n{;mcy s ev:.dence taerufore e
considered as closed. This would not exclude a new appllcation by the Jewish
f.mency to make o further statement later. ‘ ‘

t'r. HOOD (hustrelia) agreed with the Chairman's suggestion, provn.ded
that it did not prejudge the right of the Committee to call Hr-. Shertok,
or anybordy else, to appear pefore it on its own initiative. He favoured a _
hearing of Mr. Shertok in view of the latter's position @f authority in the .
Jewlsh ,.smncy. ' o B |

Hr, SINIC (Yuposlavia) repeated that he sumaorted Mr. untezam's proposal,

DRCISION: The Committee agread that Mr., Shertok be asked whether ,
o he was prepared to speak the next day. If he were not, -
_the Committee would proceed with questioning the represen-
tatives of th: Jewish Lgeney. If Mr. Shertok thén wished
for a hearlng he would have to meke a fresh élp")llC'lLlon _
to the Committes. \ _ , 4 S
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, .Answering a question of Mr, HOO (Assistant Secretary-General) as to

how the hour and a half reserved on the next day's schedule for Lr. Shertok

should be filled, ¥r. BLOM (Netherlands) presented the tentative time scheduie
prepared by the Subcommittee for the next five days, The Vaad Leumi had
informed the Secretariet that they were prepared, if necessary, to begin
théir statement on Menday, Three spe,akers wers to appear, and four hours!

time would be needed.  If the Commlttee informed the Vaad Leumi that their turn

would come after the questions to the Jewlsh [gency, the programme for 7th
July would not suffer any gaps. On Tuesday, after Dr. Weizmann, the Vaad
Leumi would conclude their evidence. | |

Mr, RAND (Canada). referring back to the decision already taken, susgested
that the statements of the Jewish Amency he adjourhed until ifr. Shertok was
ready. He wanted, in this way, to avo:Ld "reopcmnrr the case!" of the Jewish
hgency.. Moreover, he wished to nut questlons to the Jewish Agency that might
arise cut of statments of witnesses for other ("I‘gut’llZut'LOHS.

Mr, LISICKY (C zechoslovakla) asked what it was that WMr. Shertok had in
. mind in wishing to postpone his hearing. Did he desire to speak after the
hearing of Dr. Weizmann? ‘ ‘ :

Mr. GARCIA GRINADOS (Guatemala), on a point of order, decla red that a
resclution having been taken ten minutes before on the question; the Committee
should pass to the next ncmt of the apenda, |

The CHAIRMAN,  after havln;, read aloud Mr. Eban's letter cangerning
Mr. Shertck, suggested that the Committee stand by the decision already
taken. He would himself telephone Mr, Shertok. v ‘

Mr, BLOM (Netherlands) referred to Part 2 of® the Subcommittee's report
and‘suggested that the Committee examine the proposals for granting hearihgs.
The Federation of Jewish Labour would teke 2-1/2 hours, the Communist Party
L, hours, the statements of the Chief Rabbinate, the Church of Fngland and
the Church of Scotland would be very brief, Dr, Weigzmann would require one
hour. The Chief Rabbinate, having asked to be heard before any other Jewish
religious cormunlt,f, should follow Vaad Leumi or the agendaj rcnresentatlves
of the Church of Iin ffland ad the Church of Scotland, the General Federation
of Jewish Labqui* and the Communist party might qome‘ next..

. DECISIODT; This order of heérinc was approv(,u by the Committee,
‘ “wr, BLOM (Netherlands) su;:gusted that the Council of Jewish Women's
Organisations of Palestine shou]xd be hbard.

Mr. H,OO‘D (hustralia) declared that the information coricerning the
Council of Jewish Womenh's Organizations of FPalestine was neither complete
anr«c,lear ard zgked whether any further informatioh would be awailable on
this ,‘su,bject{. D ‘
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The CHATRMEN mentioned the memorandum already received-from this
Council. ‘

Mr. BLOM (Nétherlands): could net‘prcvidelaﬁy.fUrther information but
sais thet it was the Sccereteriat's intention to ask the Council . of Jewish
Women's Orjanisations of Palestine not to excced one hour for its hearing.

Yr. BLOL (Netherlands) thejn explained that the League for Jewish<irab -
Ranprechement and Cooperation includes two organizations: the Thud V
issociat ion and the Hashomer Hatzeir Workers!' Perty. By granting- hearings
to represuntatives of the Lecgue, each of the two. constituent orgamrizations
would be heard, which would acquaint the Committee with the point of view
and pelicy of oruanizations promoting cooperation between' Arabs ond Jews,

This sum:,cstlun was accented,

r. BLOM (Netherlands), centinuing with the Subcommittes's repnrt
considered -thet it was unnecessary to grant hearings to the few requests
merticned on Tape 3 paragraph (b) and on the top of page 4 (Document
A/KC,13/5C.2/7). ‘ .

Mr., Goreia GRANADOS (Guatemala) asked Mr. Blom whether 'the Irgun
7vai Leumi, which the Committee had decided not to hear, had sent an appli-
cation and whether the Fighters for the Freedem of Israel (Stern Group's)
anplicatien had heen signed, L

Mr. BLOM (Netherlands) answered th at the Flrhtur's for tne Freedom of
Isracl application was unsignedi |

Mr. ENTEZAY (Iren) sug;g,éstec‘.,, as the Consul General of France hdd not
asked frr an oral hearing but merely sent a written memorandum indicating
tht, if rcquestud to give an cral explanation, he would appear befcre the
Cemmitbee, that it was unnecessary to include his name in that section of
the Repuort.

Yr. LISICKY (Czechuslovakia) questicned whether ‘the Ihud Assoclat.lon
and the Sephardic Community of Jerusalem need be heard a second time.

The Thud asseciation had dlready been rrrant 3 a hearing according: tp.the‘
First Report of the Subcommittee. The Sephardic Community's point of view
would be presented by the Chief Rabbi representing both the hshkenasic - - o
arr! the Sephardic Jewish Communltlc,s. He, tharefore, \propgsed that a separate _
hearing, for the Sephardic Community be cancelled. '

The CHAIRIAN stated thd‘b Dr. Magnus was to be heard for Ihud and that -
he mJ.nht not be with the League for Jewish=-Ar ab Rapprochement and C(,operatlon."

lorenver, the Sephardic Community might have some views of their -own: which = .-

they would wish to present. . ,
¥r, BLO (Netherlands) explained t.hat the Chle Rabbi and two other

Rahbis would speak only on ‘religious matbcrs. "The Sephardlc and Ashl@nasm _~: :

Communities, although based on religion, would glve ev:Lclence regammg the



A/AC 13/sn 18
Page 6

p031tlon of Jews in the countrles of the Near and Iulddle East, whereas the
Ghlc.f Rabbls would speak only on rellglous matters.,
The CHAIRMAN, conudemng uhat each reprﬂsent‘tlve wulcl present
"dli‘fcrent views and material, said that the Subcormnlttee's decision should
be upheld. ‘ ‘ o

After an wcprwssj_(m of views by fr. ENTEZAM (Iran) and Sir ABDUR RAHLAN
(Ihr‘ia) the CHAIRMAN proposed tc dele te thc, rcfermc gs in the Report to the
Consul- General of France. '

“Mr, BLOM (Netherlands) suggested that the Commlttee keep in mind the
F‘x:anco—Turklsh Treaty of 1913, by vujtue of_whlch the French institutions
here have special px‘ivileges: This fact could be useful when discussing
what offi.cia.l privileges for .religious organiz atipris arnd other institutioms
might be necessary in future, ‘ _ - '

The COMMTTTEE SECRET/RY suggested that paragraph 3 on page 4 of the
Report should become paragraph 4 and that, as paragraph 3, should be inserted
the following: !The Cc»nsul—(}eneral_of. France has submitted thirty copiles
oi‘ ‘a memorard um von the wofk of French cultural and humanitarian ins.titutioﬁs,
in Pé.lestine which, by virtue of the Franco-Turkish Treaty of 1913, have
‘special privileges. The Committce decided to send a reply thanking the
Consul-General for his kindness',

 DECISION: - This propesal was accepted, ' .

f Mr. BLOM (Netherlands) considered the cases under section (c¢) which
,_suggestedthat a decision be deferred. Having no infermation as to. what the
Democratic Club of Tel Aviv really was, the Secrctariat has been requested
to furnish the Subcommittee with a)me\j‘_nformation which might permit it to
decide on this application. o

MI;. BIOM (Netherlands), with regard t the Manufacturers! Association
of Palestln,e, pointed out that the tcxt referring to ‘U’lls Aszociation on page
4 of thke Report should read:

"The Subcommttee considers that a decision on the

Manufacturers' Lssociation should be deferred until

its memorandum, which was distributed on & July, had

‘been studied. Moreover, the Secretariat should be

instructed to obtain further information hefore we

decide that a representative of such an interest

should be heard", ‘

) The Subcommittee considered that informatioﬁ f‘rbm‘privclte enterprise -
‘BI‘lt:LSh or forelgn - wmld be of 1nterest for the Comm1‘otee, and that the
| 'Commlttee & ould talre the 1n1t1ative of at.klng the representatlves of such
enterprlses to be heard. ' .
| Mr, FABREGAT (Uruvuay) reminded the Commttee that Mr. Sdnd$trom had
' asked the Chalrman of the Manufacturers’ ASSOClElthI‘l of Palestine whether

the Asmca.atlon could ;Lve data of 1nterest to the Committee. A memorandum
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had been sent the previow day and distributed to the delegates.

The (HATIRIN explained that he had merely asked for figures of output
in the different industries, not for an appllcatlon for a hearing. As the
Committee had already statistics about the industrial output of thé country
as well as a statement on the industrial development ‘the Cha.lrman doubted
whether a hoar:.ng shculd be required.

Mr. HOOD (Australia) did not think it was necessary.

Mr. LISICKY (Czechoslovakia) considered that the Coumittee had been
very liberal in granting hearings to the reprosentatlves of the Jewish
religious associations and should he at least as llberal towards the re=
presentatives of the Jewish industrial interests.

Mr, HOOD (Australia) objected to this proposal

Sir ABDIR RAHMAN supported Mr. Hood.

Mr. BLOM (Nother lands) read the letter from the Manufaoturers' Asso=-
ciation of Falestine..

The CHAIRMAN suggested that the Committee should accept the Subcommlttee‘s
recommerslation on the hearing of the Democratlc Glub of Tel Aviv and the
Manufacturers! hssociation of Palestine. ’

5

DICISION: The Committee agreed to defer decision of the hearlnv of the
Democratic Glub of Tel Aviv and the Manufacturers' Asso~
ciation of Palestine. o
Mr., BIL0M (Netherlands) next dealt with tﬁe application of tHe Relatives!
Committee for Detainees and lixiled Persons, stating that the Subcommittee
recommended deferring a decision on this request pending a decision by the
Committee on the feasibility of taking action on petitions regarding
deteinees. '
Mr., BLOM (Netherlands) dealt briefly with the question of evidence by
the relirious authorities of Palestine and asked whether the Committee
wished him te call on the Supreme Moslem Council with a request to supply
to the Committee information on the Islamic religious interests in Palestlne.
He indic ated further that the Father Custos of the Holy Land would submlt
a memorandum’ which he was pr gpared to supplement orally in camera.

DECISION: The Committee agreed that the Chairman of Subcommittee Two
should call on the Supreme Moslem (Sharla) Council and ask
them whether tley were prepared to glve 1nformatlon on their -

rell;t,l ous interests.

Consideration of Fetitions concerning Detainees B
The CHAIRMAN proposed that the Commlttee should now consider the third o

item on the agerda, namely, the patit.a.ons by relatlves of detainees and .

asked the Secretary to inform the Commlttee of the number arﬂ oontcnt of the'

petitions received. |
Mr. Garcia ROBLES (Secretary) stated thet forty—mne petitions had been -

recoived ard that thoy were all of a slmllar nature
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Mr. Garcla GRANAD% (Guatemala) sutrgested that discussion on this
matter should be defex red to the next meetmg, o

CLegal 1nformatlon on ‘Palestine Legislation : ;
Mr. Garcia GRANADOS (Guatemala) then stated that,-as he wanted in-

‘i‘ormatlon on the legislation of Palestine, the Committee. micht ask the

Palest:u.ne Government and the Jewish agency to send lawyers to testlfy on
that matter. If they did not wish to send lawyers, he reserved the right
' to present a lawyer himself. He wished to obtain information (1) on the
constitutionval legality of the legislation of Palestine in terms of the
- clauses of the Mandste; (2) on the text of the emergency laws, both from
the legal aspect of the Mandate and from that of constitutional law in

v’.g;éneral. He was not satisfied with the part of Mr. Ben Gurion's address
dealing with this matter and fle had some legal questions to put to 1awyerjs
for the Government and the Jewish igency. The replies would be introduced
as cevidence, |
‘ The CHAIRMAN expre;ssed the view that it was not the Committee's task
- to investigate the legality of the legislation of Palestine. |

Sir ABDUR RAHMAN (Indlia)"ma.intaimd that, evkén if the Committee had
sich a ‘task' the opinion of lawyers was unnecessary. Members could find
" out for themselves whether the laws were right or wrong.

¥r, Garcia GRANADOS (Guatemala) said what he wanted was to have the -
whole matter of lug;slatlon investigated for the record.

Mr. HOOD (Australia) then moved. the adjournment.

The CHAIRI\.M&.N,adjourned the meeting -at 2:10 p.m





