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TRUSTEESHIP CONSEIL 27 ey 1948
COUNCIL DE TUTELLE  0Foms: mous

SECOND SESSION

SUMMARY RECORD OF THE SEVENTEENTH MEETING
OF THE WORKING COMMITTEE ON JERUSALEM

Lake Success, New York
Monday, 19 January 1948 at 2.00 p.m.

Present: -
Chairman: Mr. GERIG _ (United States)

Rapporteur: Mr. LAURENTIE (France)

Mr. Forsyth (Australia)
' Mr. Lin Mousheng (China)

Mr. Garreau (France)

Mr. Noriega (mexico)

Mr. Fletcher-Cooke (United Kingdom)

Secretary: Mr. Anker

CONTINUATION OF THE HEARING OF THE REPRESENTATIVES OF THE JEWISH AGENCY.

. The CHATRMAN informed fhe representatives of the Jewish Agency that two
copies of the revised draft Statute would be handed to them and that any
comments to that document could be submitted to the Committee in writing.
He requested them to proceed with their comments on Part IIT of the Plan.

Mr. SHERTOK (Jewish Agency) éxpressed thanks to the ‘Committee ; after
“they had studied the document they might present written comments or might
request another hearing.

Dr. ELTASH (Jewish Agency) submitfed to the Committee a memoréndwn on
the religious courts. Continuing his commerts on paragraph 6 of the Plan,
he considered that the Governor should be given transitional powers to run
the judiciary system after the termination of the Mandate. )

Mr. LIN MOUSHENG (China) thought that these would be Interim .
provisions which need not be ﬁritten into the Statute itself.

Dr. ELIASH feared that existing courts would lose their authority unless
1t was renewed byg the Statute; rlghts of appeal might be lost and ether
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Mr. NORIEGA (Mexico) considered that the Statute should recognize the
validity of existing courts or indicate the form of the judicial organization
during the interim.period,

Dr. ELIASH, cormenting on pafagraph T, seid that it was not clear at
present who would assent on behalf of the City of Jerusalem to development
projects mentioned in Part I, Section B, paragraph 7 of the Plan. He
considered that the Governor should be designated as the person empowered to
give such assent. He asked whether Jerusalem would have the powers in
Tinancial wmatters which had been granted to‘ths States by paragraph 9 of the-
same Section. It, should also be made clear in the Statute that Jerusalem
enjoyed the economic powers conferred upon the States by paragrarh 10 of thi
Section. There was a similar lacuna in paragraph 15 with regard to the sign
of treaties entered into by the Joint Economic Board.

Mr. AUSTER (JewishkAgencj) stated that there was no mention of
representation for Jerusalem on the Tariff Commission mentioned in
paragraﬁh 11 of this Section, or on the Joint Economic Board.

The CHATRMAN explained that the Committee had already studied this

question., It was not clear if any of the three members of the Joint Economic

Board appointed.by"the Economic and Social Council could represent Jerusalen.
The Committee would try to get clarification on this pbint and would dircuss
the matter with the Palestine Commission.

Dr. ELTASH, reverting to Part III of the Plan, asked what were the

economic matters dealt with in the second paragraph of paragraph 7. He‘did

not wish to see Jerusalem prevented from making trade or barter agreéments

and other reciprocal agreements with any couniry by the terms of this
paragraph. 1He raised the guestion of fhe future position in regard to trade
marks and patents. He suggested that a central fegisfry for all Palestine
should be established at the Headquarters of the Economic Board. He pcinted
out with regard to paragraph 8 that it did not provide for the free entry

into the City of persons other than residents or citizens of the Arab State
and the Jewish State. The dity would arrsnge for cousular protection abroal
but nothing was said in the Plan about granting visas to would-be visitbrs.
- He was not thinking merely of immigration, but also of pilgring and transients.
It would be perhaps useful if freedom of en*ry were distinguished from

residence; freedom of entry as distinct from residence might be permittrd

any person lawfnlly‘within the borders of either State. He pointed out that
"nationals of other States” referred to in <l.. last sentence of this paragrark
might also be residents of one of the Palestine States and he propoged in
place of those words "persons neither residents mor citizens of the Arab ~nd

Jewish States". He had no observations +o make on paragrapﬁ 9.
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Wlth regard to paragraph 10, he felt soms’ anx1ety ﬁhat the Govermor

. mlght adopt a 1arge number of working langhagés. It mlght be safer if
~oa

these were llmlted to one or two in the Statute.
The” CEAIRMAN referred him to Article XXRVII of the draft
Dr, ELIASH thought Fhe Statute might bé more oxp1101t on the subaecu of
what constltuted & worklng lapguege so: that all aocuments mlght not have to

be nubllqhed 1n an four languages. . .

' The CEAIRMAN explalned that all documents whlch wou*d come before the
Trusteeshlp Coun011 would have to be in both worklng 1anduages,

' Dr. ELIASH w1shed the Governor to have a wide dlscretlon as to what
documents would have to be printed in all languagesa

" In regard to paragraph 11, he asked what would be the situation of legal
persons such as ccmpanles, co-operatives, assoclations established under
Ottoman law and charltable trusts., The O0ffice of the Reglstrar was now in
Jerusalemw What sta+us these legal persons should continue to engoy must be
specified'ln the Scat:l..te° He suggested the follow1rg text: "Bach company aie
at prnseat reglstere& in Palestlne may opt whether its vegistration shall be
effective for the Clty and the Jewish State or Tor the Clty and the Arab
State .,." ' ‘M o .

It might be desirable to lay.down‘principles in'the'Stééuté as to the
futire law of citizenship. -He did not think it should be too difficult to.
acquire‘citizenship; The present qualifying period was two yearse' The
Statute m;ght lay dowm that there should be né'unmecessary impedimentsg~

The CHAiRMAN asked whether the renresentativés of therJeWish.Agenéy
thought it ‘proper to restrict membershlp of the Leglslatlve Councll to

S
,conomic
usalen.

iccuss

- citizens. ' o ‘ R

Dr. LLIASH thoaght the choice of electors Would be too limited. The
, Governor might wanﬁ to appeint and might have to app01nt citizens of the other
States to “espon51ble administrative posts.

The CHAIRMAN pointed out -that he’ was tnlnklng only of ellg blllty to - the
Legislatlve Cou3~1 .

Mr. SHERTOK con31dered that a largé proportion of tne r6316ents of
Jerusalem would exercise their option to become citizens of the Arab State

tors;

ansients.

£ that | and the JeW1sh State. Surely the General Assembly had not intended and it
seened unreaS®nable that such persons should be deprlved of a par* in the .
in public life of the Clty.~ The City of Jerusalem had been concelvee as The
oL srd metropolis and future common centre for both States. o
Dr. ELIASH referred to the second of the special obgec tives in the Plan, "
nemely "to foster the spirit of co-operation among all inhabitants of the City.

aragrapl

to contribute ... to the peaceful evolution of relatioms between the two
Palgstinian peopies.” The citizenship provisions of the Plan were more liberal

/for Jerugalen
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for Jerusalem than for the States, because it had been Telt that a ‘person
mlght opk- for: the: ‘citizenshiy “of mhothsr staterang” yét oe ‘s useful and 1oya
resident -of thig:, ntemaulonal Cl’ty. A 3 '

Mr. NORIEGA {Mexico) thought' that sthe spivit of *t,ne Plan reoulred
members of the Leglsletive Cowncil: should betoitizehs, @ ©
: : Mr, SHERTOK: said that it hdd-beén asstmed 14 Sub-Comnrttee I of the
Ad Hoc Comnittee, .that most Jews: and Arabs Hduid: exetciss the o‘oin on e.nd
that separate citizenship had been provided’ £6¢ Jerusalém cm_y to p:r'event
ather. persons from. being statelesss: The Plan’ mplEed that all ves o.en‘ts
shoula vote . .and could be 1‘1e1 ected to the 'legislétive Cou:ocll' the prov:smns

concerning ;self -government. would .otherwise be nugatory. .
The CHATRMAN considered that the Tole of the'Legislative Cotncil would

5 ‘have to. be were an:- adv:.sory one, .if mewbers were imdar ob‘l,iga*ions to forel

P IR R

states. = .ol o _ _ :
o DT, EL.EASH seild that there were meny foreigners other uhan Jews who ha
_not severed ties with their country of origin but who were lOYd._;, ees‘;dents

v Jemsalem~and;- toock an active part.in its affairs and developuent,
. Spea&wg of the rights .of citizens mentionéd in paragra.nh "2 he
suggested -that there should be: ‘I'e(:Oﬂ.l"‘ ion in the Statute as’ “there had been
in the Ma.ndate of official days of rest \Holy days). He hoped that'mder"
sub«paragraph -2, the Land Regulations would Be ‘abrdgated in thé Statute.
Paragraph 12 (1) seemed to maintain tHe Jurisdicticn oFf the reliceo{i's
cour‘cs, . He honed that Jewish religicus courts would be made pa.rt of the
maen nery of Justlc,e., He comsldered sub-—na:ragraph 6, laudable ‘as 11: was; P ‘an
idepl which could not be achieved for some years, The Jewish commmli:y
maintained 8. system:.of primary education. onlys- secondar,f schools were pr.nva
The Statute should make it clear that the establishment of an adequa’ce &
educa.tlonal sys‘Lem was & gradua... task and that secondary - schools wovld not
egélinit in Jéwish schools wa

.. . Mr. GARREAU - (France) said *bhat in em1nmg the budfreta*y posﬁ:;r.on, ’che
Conﬁnlttee had pe"'haps not taken account of the heavy burden oF educatlon.,
Dr.,  ELIASH,.. contlnulng his remarks-oh education,’ ’cheught 1t should be
made clear tha'b the right of commmities to maintain séhoots sTrof1d not be
conf;ned ’co the Arab and Jewish commimitied, ' He- pointed- sut that Je»ush |
educatlon in 'bhe L1ty was .part of g ge‘le“al education’ sVstem in Pa_:.estlne ;

"

Wl'th‘a central 1nspectora“be and: mterchangeeblhtj of +¥sachérs, "“m.s would

remaln ’che cagse for a mmber. of ‘years. As g ‘counterpart o the I'lﬂ“l"t of the
‘communl’cy to m_,lnta,in schools - there - ‘ghouid: be “a" rlﬂnt e recelve grants-m-a

) ‘from the Clty based on ‘the. number .of: chlldreﬁ taugh

[
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Mr. FIETCHER-COOKE (United Kingdom) asked if expenses on education had
been taken into account in the Note o fhe Viability of the City of Jerusalem
prepared by the Secretariat. If they had been, Mr. Garresi’s point would be
net, . o ' . , -

The SECRETARY asked for time to settlée that point - He 'bhough't howe‘ﬁrery
that oniy governmental expenditure haé Tesn taken into a@c& 23t in t,.aa“’a‘no*te s
not ezpendifure by the commmities on their owa schcule, '

Dr, ELTASH asked whether the words "its owm schools" would cover the

Hebrew: Un1vers1ty Y Right of. entry into ‘the territory should be g“en’ted freely

“to: prospec‘c»lve ‘teachers wnd “students of*the. University.

Wz, FLETCHER-COOKE (U::ited Kingdom) thought- 1f any provisgion w ras made to

this'efPect it should be couched in general ‘erms,’ s0 as to cover Arab higher

~”edu’*a.t10nal 1ﬁst1tutlons as well., . o . o ’ S

| M#. LIN'MOUSHENG' (China) stated that ‘the comnittee had already “
substitited the word "Institutions” for "sthools"s . s

Dr', ELIASH, speaking of- forelgn -eduecational mstltutlons p fqhough“t 1*5
unsatisfactory. to base their activities on sxisting rights,‘"becuase it was
doubtiuf what rights did exist in this conmection. He suggested that “their
activities shonld be permitted 'as heretofore”, This would confirm- the present

RRCSR regard to paragraph 13 (Holy P_Laces) he thought it foreshadowed the
perpetual retention of the status quo. He would 1ike to see e -com’riissicn; such
as had Eeen provided for in Article 1L of the Mandate, to be contemplated in

‘the Statute, dven though he lmew the difficulties in estsblishing such a

comnission., ‘He would like a provision ‘f'in the Statute similar to the pre‘s-ent
Holy Places Order-in-Council putting such questions cutside the JU.I’:LSdlC'thYl
of uhe courts. I% would be useful to include in the Statute some 1ndica‘olon
of what constituted a Holy P! ae'ea The Jews considered Ho’ly Places ‘to ’Ee“ fifOSe
sam‘tlfled by tradition, but there had been a tendency to adopb a. Wlder
mterpretaulon mak:mg the term applicable td modern churches. 9 mosques 5

synagogues and even cemeteries. The Statute should make the position clear.

- Of course, cne should remember that new Holy Piaces ‘might be dié“éove’fea by

archeologls’cs °

-~ My, LIN MOUSHENG {China) asked Dr. Eliash.if he made a distlnc‘h on behreen
Holy Places and religious bulj.dwgs and sites. ,

" Dr. ELIASH placed both classes in the same category although ohe:“'was,more
concrete than the othetr: ' It should not be permitted to oust the juri.sdiction
of the courts and invcke the cumbérsome specisal procedure in the case of !
modern buildings and sites. ‘

Mr. ‘NORTEGA \Mecho) requested a memorandum of Dr., Eliash on this
subject. L :

/Dr. ELIASH
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“"Dr, BELTASH' enciulred what’ powers of” enfereement "che Governord would har
undet paragraph Ak (snecml poOWETs of ‘*he Governo” regardlng Holy ‘Pléce 5
outside the City). FHe eupposea that Tthe- Governor wom.d 1ssue orders o ﬁhe
o Sta'tes concerned who' wru'ld ’chen set their” own mauhmer:y of execu’t“ on in ac
“ofhervise they would risk astith b'y some’ mt‘ematlonal br\dyo"" If‘thws s

the pOSl'th"’lg 'bhe GOVernor should ‘be glven the power Yo tise force s and ihigh
perhaps be empowerec'i to u:se hlS Spetzlal Force to guardn‘l'he Holy P_Laces.

"He que ried the Wocd rl"l;es in sub—paragraph 3 ead wondered e

~.'rA_ - PR

was not a misprint for rlghts
“The CEAIRMAN ‘bhough" the Wmd“’rltes ad used here ’co l’efer to sects
Dy, ELTASH considered that 8 rlte" w@s' =3 reLLg:J.ous celf'emon:y'a B
The CHAIRMAN said that enq,u;mes would be made as ‘t:o tl'\e correct text
Mr, GABIMU \F”ance) bpoke of” “the diff erence 1*e*tween customa*“‘y rlgh’cs
and the legal, e aollshed rlghts. o ' o B
Dr ELIASH mencioned the - difficulty of establluhlno' the adv:LsoW coun
'-mentloned in this paragraph, dnd ‘I:houg“lt it Would be ’be’tter 17 the Co*rerno
called in the remesen*'a*isres of ’she comunltles concerned J_ndlvedhallj in
‘consultative capacity. , 4
With regard to Section D of the Pl Lan, he suggested a qua.LlfV:Lng D“'rlo
of six months® residénce “C‘or:votmg rlgnts 111 “the referendam. " The actual
period of’ qualification- would depend on when Feferendun Has announeed and 1
should be three months’ 1onger than the perlod be tyeen the daﬁe of the
afnouncenént and the date of the refercndum. T
" The CHATRMAN consldered “that’ people mlght assume “that a referendum ot
be held ehor‘cl’y after a little more: ‘than ten yeare after the e*ﬁ:**y 1nto forc
S op ’ohe Statute, and “there- mlght be an’ ‘infiux of people Wlshlng o’ vo*i:e. '
S Mr; SHERTSK thought ’chat a referendum should be conf:Lned to genume
residents and in that caee ‘a six momths qua,'!.lfylng per;.od vould be adeq_ 4
< Mr. GARREAU (Frence) pOZLI"Led out that the draft S'oatute provided a
'quallfymg peri ‘od for elee‘bions to the Legisd_ablve Gounc,ll a.nd t]nat ’che §
‘Period would apply to the referendlm, S
Dr. ELIASE comlderec’i that all persons res1dent in the’ C:Ltyyo'n :
1 October 19148 (the date-of the comlng :Lnto force of "c.he S"‘atu e} would,

T

V.

under the terms of the Plan, be ‘Gongidéred ‘as’ rv..‘lcien’cs .
© The CHATRMAN dréw Dr. Fliagh’s sttention to Article -‘VIIi‘whiéh:mention:
29 November 1947 in this éormection. % T : ’
‘Dr. BLIASH did not think that the right of es::.éents shouj.d 'be llmlted
he did not think there would be any polltlcal menoeuvrlng e} regard £5-
eleétidns, and. that any dlff10h1‘ty in regaro. io ‘che referendun would ‘be pils
'by a six mon'ths gualifying per:L@d

N

JMr. AUSTER
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Mr. AUSTER 901nted cut that the present quallfylng pericd for eitizemﬁhip
in Palestine was two years, 91x months would be an. ample quallfylng perlod
for residence.

Mr. GARREPU (France) polnted out that under the terms of Artic&es VIIT
and IX of tne Draft Stauute, there Would be g certain numbc; of clﬁlzens
who would not have the rlght to vote.l , |

‘Dr., ELIASH svbmltted that the date of 1 October 19&8 would be more ‘
3ppropr1ate in Artlcle VIiI.

Mr. SHER”OK expressed thanks for the heaflng which the representatlves
o¢ the Jew1sh Agency had received; tnej would study the revmsed draft and
would request a new hearing or submlt camments 1n wrltlng as soon as p0551ble@

The CHAIRMAN considered that in ueneral tne Committee and the. JeW1sh
Ageﬁcy representatives had been thinking along the same llnes, but there had
been dlvergences of opinion on the mabter ef proportional representation
and of quallflcatlons of members. waever, everythlng was stlll open, It
might be better if the repregentatives submitted comments on the Statute in
writing and promptly,. though he hoped there mlght be ancther ‘oral hearing.

_ The Committee mloht be able.to take account of these comments before

The Commiﬁtee took a recess'from 3. hﬁ p;mg to 4.15 p.m.
_ The CHAIRMAN stated that the Secretary had been in touch with the two |

other groups which wished to. be heard and suggested thatethe arrangements be
ade to hear them on the. afternoon of 21 January 1948. He considered that
he Commlttee should finish work om the draft Statute by 23 January. The
cmmittee might meet a few days in advance of the Trusteeship Council’s
ession to adopt its report to the Council. It might alsc perhaps forward
he comments of the Jewish Agency. _ . S ,

Mr, IAURENTIE (Rapporteur) thought that the report mlght be prepared
n twa stages; otherw1se it might not be p0551ble to 1nclude everythlngs The
irst draft could be prepared by 26 January.,

The CHATRMAN di1d not think it necessary that the report should accompany
he draft Statute, The Committee mlght neet two days before the se351on and
adopt the final report. . o 1

Mr. LAURINTIE . (Rapporteur) suggested thatfthe report‘should be at least
tudied on beforehand, He thought thet.the Secretariat and he could produce

draft for 26 January. o } o

Mr, FORSYTH (Australia) thaught the Chalrmun s suggestlon should be
dppted, but that the draft report should be circulated as soon as it was
sady.,
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Mr. IAURENTIE (Rapporteur) asked if Mr, Forsyth wished the draft repor
- g6 e ‘eirculatéd to the members ‘of the Trusteeshlp Councll, B

“M¥,'FORSYTH (Australia) replied in the negative., ‘

It was agreed that the draft Statute should be circulated with a
OOveridg riote by thefqecfetariat'aﬁd that the draft Report should be-circukﬁ
among fiembers of the Comnittée as sdon as it was veady. I% was decided to
hold both morning and afternoon meet*ngs ‘on each suosequent working day.
CONSIDERATION. OF THE DRAFT STATUTE ‘(Second’ readlng) ’

Mr, LIN MOUSEENG (China) asked if each article redufréd a’tiflél‘ As
the Committee decided to’ retain the tltles, ‘he sugges ted that tney shoukibe
examined with some caré,-

- There was no discussion éa the. Preamble, - ‘

" The, CHAIRMAN asked the pleasufé-of~thé'06mmittee with regar&ito7ﬁrticle
{(Definitions) . Should it be put in theé. beglnnln g, or-in the text of the'
articles concerned, or in footnotes? -

i Mr. FORSYTH (Australia)'ccn51déred that ‘the article should be placed
at the end if there were no legal difficulties.

The CHAIRMAN suggested tihat it be the penultlmate~arﬁicle; )

< Mr, GABREAU~(Frénce)*preferred that this article should be an annex, by
the Chairiimn pointed out that it would then have no validity. S

Mr. NORIEGA (Mexico) wanted the article deleted bubt had no objections
to pubting definitions’ in the articles ccéncerned,

Mr. LIN MOUSHENG (China) thought that paragraphs b, ¢, d and & were.
uwnnecessary., Seme of the definitions in paragraph (a) could be dispensed
with and other terms might be'&efined as they first appeared in the Statute,

Mr, TRAFFORD SMITH -(United Kingdom)'said that legal advice should be
sought on the matter. If the article were rétained it should: logically be
placed  at the begimning.

o Mr.‘IIN MOUSEHENG (Chiha) stated that he had seen interpretation clauses
in treaties, bubt not in any written constitutions that he had studied.

Mr, RANKIN (Secretariat) explained that Mr. Gibson had drégf’ced
paregraph (a) of this article for neatness, The Statute might be redrafted
S0 as to absorb the various defimitions contained in this paragraph but the
result nig nt be a little dwkward in’ places.

‘Mr, FORSYTH (Austrélia) suggested referring the matter to- the Legal
Department of the Secretariat. -

‘M, ANKER. (Secretary) thought that there was no legal problem involved,

Tﬁe'CHAIRMANisaid that in Mr, Gibson's opinion'paragraphS'(b), (c) and
(4) hed nore validityg, Howsver, certain congtitutions had stood up“withdﬁt

v ¢
N

such provisions,

[

/M, ANKER
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i Mr. ANKER (Secretary) p01nted out that the Trieste Statute had no such
artlcle. ‘ ' ‘

Mr, FIETCHER COOKE (United Kﬁngdom) thought that that mlght be a good
reason for not 1nclud1ng it in this Statute.

Mr, NORTEGA (Mexico) thought that items (cj, (&) and (e) might be
included in Artiole X (Organs of Government), ‘There Should.also be a
definiticn of Eoly Placesa ’

It was agreed to seek the advice of the Legal Department. J‘

The CHAIRMAN proposed to add the foerWan worda o Artlc e II (Special
Internatlonal Regime) "In a»coraance ‘with the Plan of narrltlono.. .

Mr, RANKIN (Secretariat) suggbsted adding also "hereinafter referred
to as the Plan" to remove any’ amblguity and it was so agreed.

The CHATRMAN called for comments on Article II (a) (Fundamental Humen
Rights and Freedoms). '

Mr, LIN MOUSHENG (China) suggested that Articles II (a), Iz (v) and
II (c) be placed attér Avsicie VII (#1lag, Seal and Coat -of Ar"o)
agreed to accept - wrb orisr a*i

The CEAYRMAN commeriing on Ararpre ixzh gBoundarles of the City) recarled
the proposal of Dr. Eliash in regard to the Pools of Solomon, but this and
other proposed changgs i the fronbtier 1ins would not affect the drafting of

It was

oiiaTer Ziscussion en these articles.

this article. ,
y ot My FORSYTH {Austrélia) rointed out that if the airfield was included
in thefCi%y, paragraph 1 would no longer be correct. | ‘
The CEAIRMAN did not consider that they gould do anybhing until a
decision was reached by “he Trusteeship Council and the Paléstine Commission,
Mr, NORIEGA (Mexico) proposed that paragraph 1 should read: ”Thé
‘ , and this wording was adopted.

territory of the City shall dinclude ..

Mr, RANKIN (Secretariat) propesed that the term “City” should be defined
in this clause, .

Mr. LIN MDUSHFNG (China)-
‘already been used in Article IT.

The CHATIRMAN proposed that the tltle of the artlcle should be ﬂhanged to
"Perritory of the City". ‘

Mr., PORSYTH {Australia) wished the present tit e to be ret aiﬁed.‘

It was finally agreed to adopt the title "Boundaries of the Terrltory
of the City". S

The RAPPORTEUR sald thet it would be necesgsary to mentlon in the report
possible changes in the boundaries of the Territory, and an exact &raft in

sald that the term was unamblguous and had

paragraph 1 might prove embarrassing later.

TheHOHAIRMAN asked whether the Committee wished to meke any positive
recommendation about modifications ip the boundaries,. ’ .
/My, FORSYTH




T/AC.T/SR,17
Page 10 ., .

o

Mr. FORSYTH (Australla) did not think this. matter vas W1th1n the terms
Lo referencc of the Committee, and the CHAIRMAN agreed. ' . ‘
Mr. GARREPU fFrance) ‘thought that the.Committee should make recommendati
to the Trusteeshlp Council which could Ln urn make recommendations to the
General Assembly., He did not'think the Palestine,Commission~oouldemake’the

‘necessary changes., Some of/thoso changes were very important for the lifé
of the City. - -

Mr, ANKER (Secretary) pointed out that the Committee had considered thre
possible rectifications, thét one of these changes, whlch involved only the

unification of the lands of the village of Abu Dis, could be carried out by
the Palestine Commiééion,» Theyotheyvtwo‘changosﬁ(relating t0 the Pools of
Solomon and the airfield of'ijl_aLianai:a') éould,not be made without a decision
of the General AssembLy. , o | |

Mr., FORSYTH ’Aue sralia) and uhe CHAIRMAN st1¢l considered that no
recommendation should be made.

Mr. GARREAU (France) polrted ou+ that changes would be necessary in the
Statute if additional terrltory was 1ncorpo rated in the north, :

The- CHAIEMAN p01nted out that the Trusteeship Council could chénge the
Statute in the meantime, |

Mr. LIN MOUSHENG (Chlna) thought paragraph 3 (regardlng a descrlptlon
of the boundary) was unnecessary.

The CHAIRMAN cons:dered 1t mlght be replaced by the following addition

to paragraph 2 'and shall in.due course be -attached to this Statute as an
annex"

Mr GAERAAU (France) proposed that paragraph 1 should begln W1th "Subged
to" sdbsequent rectifications ".” . N L : -

i

Mr. FORSYTH (Australia) thougot any such.form of werds would- introduce

¢

an unfortunate element of uncertalnty.
Mr, FLETCHER-COOKE (United Kingdom) considered thet the present draft ‘
of~paragraph 1 should be retained. If it was decided to alter thefboundafies

it would be a simp*e mat er to alter the wording. ? .
Mr, NORTECGA (Mexico) .agreed that-any doubt would be unfortunate -and mlgw
cause permanent agltation.

It was agreed to make reference to the .question of poSSible'ohanges ip"

the boundaries in the report, to amend paragraph 2 alcng the lines propoged
by the Chairman and to delete paragraph 3. ) o
The CHAIRMAN proposed ﬁhao the parenthesss be rémoved - from the words ‘
"as the admlnisterlng au+hor1 ty" in Article IV (Functiofis of the Trustoeship
Council). S T RPE NI L

A

Mr. LAURENTIE (Papporteur) ‘wished the words’ "administering outhofity"
to be deleted, as they might imply thatb the United Nations derived its
/authority

1y
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authorlty in Jerusalem from some- other source., In fact ﬁbe United NaulOﬂS
were sovereign. The words were useleas and confusing.

Mr. LIN MOUSEZNG {China) w1she% £6 retain the words of the Plan, If
they were ambiguﬁué'it‘was the fault of the Ceneral Assermbly, The present'
draft Article IV was even more axblduOUSo

Mr., FCOESYIE (Australia} pointed out that the General chémbly aid not
require the precisé WOréing of the Plan to be reproduced in the Statute.
mhe’Ccmmittee was nol beund to repruauce typographical errors and ambiguities,
He' supported the view af the Raoporteur, B :

Mr, LIN.MOUSEENG (tn,na) did not like the article as drafted and objec»ed

in particular to “he reference to "

special powers
The CEATEMAN proposed that the phrasing: “By‘viftue of the authority
conferred upon it...” be used and that the words in brackets be deleted.

It was so Qg?eggo

Mr. Tomﬁrﬂﬁ ?Aﬁstralia) thought that paragreph 3 of Article V (Territoria
Inuegrlty) coqu be deletbed, and 1ts pTOVlSiOﬂS could be taken for granted.,

Mr, CARREAU (France)} uggcsted that it would be more logical to
transpose paragrarhs 2 and 3. He suggested the addltLOH of the word
"directly"'in‘paragvapﬁ 2. The Se"“rlty Council should be reqguired to

inform the Trusteeship Council of ant it had done.

Mr., FIETEER-COOKE (United nlngaom) vonuiuered thai if paragrapn 3
Wefe dzleted the words "and of the Trusieeship Council” should be added in
paragraph 2. ‘ o

Mr. GARREAU \Franﬁe) 531 that it weuld have to be settled whether the
Governor woulid correscpond direckly with the Truateeshlp Council or through
the Secretary-General. )

Mr. ANKIR (Secretary) pointed out that this was a question of form.
Telegrams addressed to the Security Council would he sent to the Headquarters

the Orgorization and would in fact we handled in the Tirst instance by
the Secretariaﬁ° ]

Mr, FLETCHER-COOKE {United Kingdom) suggested that paragraph 2 should
read "... the Governor should bring the matter to the ... attention of the
Trusteeship Council and the Security Council'., This would emphasize that
the Governor was responsible to the Trusteeship Council.

Mr, FORSYTH (Australia) thoughs that this might create confusion. The
Governor should be in no doubt that in an emergency he should refer the
matter to the Securiby Council and act undsr its instructions. The
Trusteeship Council should he informed for information only.

The CHATRMAN poilnted out that paragraph 3 dealt with threats to the
special regime as well., As paragraph 2 was the exceptional case, the order

of paragraphs could be reversed,.

/Mr. NORIEGA
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My, WORIEGA {Mexico) did not think that the Statute in-its ‘present.
form authorized emergency action by the Governor except under the erecblxm
of‘the Security Couricil. In this Article or in Artiele XV, the Cormitiee
should make it clear that the Governor possessed emergency powers. . =

The CHATRMAN pointed out that 1t was pe'hans iillogical Lo mention
the Govern\w here before the artisle dealing with the Governo _
v, 1IN MOUSEENG {Chini) thought the present order.@fvparagraphs was:

'“édﬁﬁd;*’ﬁhs“ms#%er’was almost entirely within the purview cf the Security.

Council., I% was nob necessary to confine paragraph 2 to cases of imminent

““threatss _

Mr. NORTEGA {Mexico) dissgreed. Axticle V dealt uot only with threat
tc the  territorial inte grity but to the special regime itself.  The ‘
Trus eeshlp'uﬁun01l had an importent role in this connection.,

Mr, TN MCUSEENG {China) pointed out that an internal threat~shéuld;b:
brougbt before the Security Council, under paragraph. (¢) of the Assembly
'Regolutica, He suggested that paragraph 1 of this article should read
"the existerce of the City, tmdér the special internaticnal regime, shall
agsured by the United Nations. In the case of any threat to or any aqtiqn
against the special intermational regime, the Governsr shall‘bringvthey:‘
matter to the attention of the Security Counsil and he shall inform the -

" Trusteesnip. Council accordingiy” RS

ZMrv NORIEGA {Mexicc) thought that there was a disbinction to be mad?
bebween threats to the tervitorial integrity and to the special regire, as
.recent experiences had shown, This latter questicn was nat‘within the sco
'of the Security Couhcila“

‘The meeting adlourned at 5.45 p.m.




