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The very nrions mcidentl which hlvo taken place during the
.

last fov dn:n in tho Middle East, raise tho question of tho

continued nndityof the cease-fire arrangement agreed upon in April

I oopsidor it for that maon approprista to make the following

comments, .
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The Ar-istioo Aaromntn botmn Imol o.nd Ml Anb Ni(h'
' bours contain, all of them, an article prohibiting the use of the
military or pci.-mury'rm'o'- of one pti'ty,' tholidlng Hoas
ngnhr foml, for nr-\uh or hoauh uto uu.nlt u:cothtr

:

ptrty. The smme artiehl utipuhtc,mrum', tlut ouch tmn may

not advance beyond or pass over ror any pnrpou mtmm.tho

Arnistice Demareation Lines. Tims, the cosse-tire foras part of
:

the Armistice rcgino 1tu1t, as .mbnoh-d by the Anhtioo um-
.,nt.. e . .;_ L
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momancmtndclnlpruttnto thnochnouan

indop-ndont status eo thtt a mm ot tha orfi—nuo oolld no

Wloagorbe yi\.d;fiitafis v.l.ohtmby thn other pu'ti“ of other
s,

-ehuuor tluLmisuu-immnt- thm thom uubnohiu a.

.flif\-”“c mtmma.umt ahoudot)u@adiroctpartyto

the cuu-rirn)uthe or.fl-ouoo obuptinn no mfnmod in -

assurancesgimto tln Orpniutm. m _,orfi-uma8,omm.m
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in the Amist:l.co Agreements and reaffirmed as an 1ndopondont obli-

gation to the Unitod Nttiona, in fact reflects a basic duty of all
Hember Nations of the United Nations wider the Charter.
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The establistment in April of a o"xfl-o;ue.lnmp of this

legal nature served to alleviate the very tense situation prcniling

at that time. It was, ‘on"tho whole, ob-gm::‘ until {ht.o.in July.
From that time on we han witnessed a mnting series of incidents,
followed by cmmtor;-oni, the most serious of which took place on

10 and 12 September.
'
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Established as an independent legal obligation in relation to

the United Nations, the cease-fire obviously remains fully valid
as such, .1lrrospoct1'n of tho incidontl thltmW.“Allr.n.'o-
ting ageneral. ebligation. under the. C.M.'rtor‘,- it un Aqong-_qp_tg_o.“tzS
bind a Member of the United Nations. &e & formal obligation,
‘accepted Mopmdmt); of the Charter nnd bindina on the Nations,

party to tho Aud.-ticn regime in Palestine, it can bo put out of

existence only it foml]; repealed by one of the Gonrmonto

concornod, or if.chllhngod by actions clurl.y wi.uting thnt tho
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Govcrmontdounot wnflv:\dnnobc‘uhwq,uuumm
Coiien

obligation.
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It may be felt that the cease~fire, through serious violations

which have oceurred, has been brought to an end. ‘One could Justas
well say that the fact that:all parties in the region, in varying

degrees, are violating tho A;niltico Agreemsnts has ‘dolflmnl the
Armistice regime. If a Govoment, or the Unitod Nations, were to
accept such intcrprotttionl, itwonld smount eo uy!.n‘ that they,
because of nrimu incidontl, wnlidorod that a mu of var Md bun
roembli-hod. l'hic ie ebvim.]: unjnltuhblo. Iam sure that ne-

one in a responsible polition would endorse noh a ltn.nd lloitlm- the

Amiatico Agromtn nor the orfis-ouoo obl!sctibho have been

rcpoalodbymrorthnptruumccrnod,indtouythutthomn-e .,.-...._‘
oo oel[y

fire obligation hu been annulled by tho mhti.onl u hn ntfond,

would be moorroct asnnu urnpondm
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