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Jerusalem, 6 Aprii 1957

CONFIDENTIAL
~

WUTE ON ACTING CHIEF OF STAFF'S MEETING WITH
MR, Y, TEKUAH, DIRSCICR OF AMMISTICE AFFAIRS

| 5 APKIL 1957

1. Colonel leary met Mr. Tekoah on 5 April 1957 at the

Foreign Office. The meeting had been arranged at Mr. Telkosh's

request. Present at the meoting were, on the Israeli side, also
It. Colonel Murgells, Deputy Director of Armistice Affairs, and

Kr. Ben Dov of the Foreign Ministry., Colonel Lsary was accapa-
. nied by Mr. Gorgs. \

~
:

: :
e

2. Cable No.457 was sent to the Secretary-Gsneral concerning
the substanceof the conversation. (Anmnex I). -

3. Mr. Tekosh stated at the outsst: of the meeting that he

was compelled to ledge a strong protest. Referring specifically
to his meeting with Colonel Leary on 28 March 1957 (see_Annex I1),

 he sald that he had received no answer yet to varlous points he had

raiged, in particular with respect to the reported entry of Saudi
Arabian forces into Agabe, information on UNTS0 radio transmitters
end Syrian searchlighte across the internzational border. He also

complained that UNTSO was epparently taldng no astion in connection

“with the implementation of Article VIII of the Jordan-Israel
- Genoral Armistice Agreement (he made spscific reference to & letter

from the Prime Minister to General Burns dated 12 July 1956,
Annax ITI); furthermore, no action had besn taken by UNTSO with

reg to an Isreeli soldier reportedly in gaol in Jordan. He

admitted that the question of this soldier had mot been raised
before with Colonsl Leary and that the matter was presently handled
by the Asting Chairman, HJK-I-MAC.

" Le It was most surprising, Mr. Tekosh pursued, that a minor

matter = the building of a bridge in the central sector of the
Demilitarized Zoms = should have besn brought to the attention
of the Israeli Delegation in lNew York by the Secretary-Gensral lt'

\
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. 54 Mr. Tokosh went om to ssy that should this spparent none
cooperation of UNTS0 with Isracl contime the matter would bo

=

.
- alred in ths press. In guth a case, he sald, covoperstion between '

Jerael and UNTS0 would betome almost impossible. i VG
.

eST
;

. 6. Colonel Leary nj&to‘d Mr. Tekoah's dcntentionsie -

" (a) ¥ith respect ¢o the allegsd presence of Saudi
, Arabian forces in Aqaba, Colonsl Ieary remarked that he @

. wanted impartial information on this matter. Ho further
remarkeod that the pressnce per ge of thess troops cannot

-

be considered a violation of the Gensral Aimistice Agree-
ment, He added that Jordan would bs respongible for the
ects of these Saudi Arsbisn forces. Should the Israeld -

Government believe that the provigions of the General
Armistice Agreement prohibiting the presence of large
forces nsar the border (Article VII, egreph I and Annex

.~ II of the General Armistice mmmg‘:cm viclated, then
" Israel.should lodgs a written coamplaint. Mr. Tekoah =~

replied thereto that he might not be willing to put the
- matter in writing and he 14ed that UNT30 should take .

“ x getlon under Article III (3) of the General Armistice
<+ pgreement On the basis of the official announcements from - .~
" the Jordan Government regarding the entryof Bsudi Arabiam’°

e

¢povpsinto Agabe. Lo ;

(b) Mr. Tekoah was further advised that UNTSO would' " - i

reply, in due course, to the Isrsel Govermment's query
=~

:

. . -on UNTSC transmitters. He was told that 41t had been
. necessary for UNTSO to ¢btain Hesdquarters views on the

7 matter as questions perthiming to the United Nations- - -

- metwork 1lie within Hosdquarters ccapetence.
bt

:

7. In connection with Mr. Tekosh's reference to Articls VIII .

of the Jordan~Israel General Armistice Agreemsnt, it should be . -

noted that Mr. Ben Gurion's letter of 12 July 1956 was in reply
t0 a letter from General E.f.M. Burns dated 5 July 1956 and that

:

. the question had been discussed by the Secratery-Gensral.and Mr.
;

Bon Gurionat their meeting of 20 July 1956. (Annexes IXandIV)e
4
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The case Of the missing soldier mentioned by Mr. Tekoah isbeing dealt with by & Sw<ommittes of the HIK-I-MAG, .

8. In the course of the conversation, Mr. Tekoah's attentionwas drawn to the fact that a mumber of letters addressed to theIsrael Govsrmment with respect to the Demilitarized Zone '

established under Article V of the Israsli-Syrian General ArmisticeAgreement had remained unanswered by his Ministry. Mr. Tekoshretorted that he was woll aware that certain UNTSU letters had notbeen acknowledged. He stated that it was his Government's pro-rogative not to reply to UNTSO letters, He emphasized howeverthat an international organization had an obligation to reply toletters from a Mamber Coverrment.
:

.

9. The recrudescence of firing in the Dardara area was brieflymentioned and Mr. Tekoah remarked that the firing from ths Syrian Positions might be connected with the building of the new bridge.He stated that Syria had algo tried to interfere in 1951 whenthe Hule drainage project got started.

10. Towards the end of the meeting Mr. Tekoah informed Colonel
Leary that United Mations representatives would be free to visit

.
the site of the bridge. It was then agreed that Colonel Learywould visit the site of the bridge on 7 April 1957, and that
Colonel Mursella would accompany him.

1l. In the course of the meeting Mr, Tekoah stated that tismesting was of an official nature and that he was speaking"officially". (In this connection, it should be noted that Mr,Ben Dov apparently endeavoured to take a verbatim record of the
cmrlltim)o

.

/
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Dear Colonel Leary,
I was with deep concern that I read your letter of 29 July 1957

mmmmnxmwama&msvu*.fi;pa
The UIS0's refussl to undertake sn lmvestipntion of the complaint and

mmmmmm&m@iwnmmmm«mmm,mflmmmmm
of the Armistice machinery, This stand cannol but prejudice the offorts
to bring shout full complisace with the Araistice igreeaent.

There is no provision either in the Araistice Agrewsmt or in the
m«mammmwmwmum-
an investigation of a legitimste complaint ow claim pubmitted by one of

the parties from lodging cowplaints or claizs under Article I. In fact,
both Isreel and Syria bave subedited cosplainte which referred to
Article 1. The HAU even adopted a nmuber of resvlutions detersining
viclations of Article I of the Agreesent. lowever, lrrespective of the
stand sdopted by the MAD regerding its competence Lo deternine breaches
of Artdele I, it is clear thet UATSO bas me aubhority to deny a party
its right o have couplaints on irticle I investigated.

The complainipeubaibbedby Israel on 22 July 1957 referred to a
muber of specific faels viclating the Armdstice, and in pertisular to

without much diffiewlty. In this comnexion it 16 to be recalled that
oo several occasions the UNTSO has intervened with the Isrsel sutierities

even in regard to wnofficisl press veports. The rejestivn of Israsl's
reguest to take sisdlar sstion in vespect of Syria, on the basis of &

 formal sosmplaint, could hardly be explained by difficuliies in emveubing

shotber or net to obetruet such an investigation. The UNIS0, however,



ol

should not have barred Isrsel from obtalning, at leest, Syria‘s resction
to the complaint.

following the UNTS0's refusal to investigate it, seems scareely in cone
formiby with the UNISO's responsibliiiy to sseist the parties in evsuring
the full inplementation of the Aruistice Agresmsnt. Your alberaative
proposal to agree Lo & mesting of the MAC which would ascertddn the
Cosmiadon's competence on complainte of this nsture doss not, in view

viclations of Article I, respond to the seriows implications of the

We cannol accept the view that there is no possibility of teking

and other clauses. When the parties desired to provide a speclal method
for dealing with the lsplementation of a partieular clause different
from the normel procedure of the MAC action, they found a way $o express
sush intention in the Agreement itself, This was thw case in respect of

article V. Howsver, thers is wo basis in the igreesent for the view that
any of its clauses wore inserted solely as “general" slogans,the practicsl

very contravy seess fo be the cuse. Artiele I is the meet funiamental
obligation of the Arsietice. It is an irvevocsble provision which sannct
ummwmmmwmm,*mmm—
visions, except for Artiele III, may be reviewed, revised or suspended.
It is surprising to find in 1956 or in 1957 suggestions that on sigeing the
drmistios Agreeuent in 1949 the pertios wishes to divest an article cone
sldered cruelal encegh to remain Lwwtable usder all cirewmstances, of ite

regarded as mntitled Lo testily to their intentions, and lsrsel is one
of the perties,

’
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It is tewe that Artiels I ls excluded from the MAC's competence
uwmmumum;w.m,m
obviously applies to the interpretation of the mesning of the Article and
not to the vesording of its violations, Indeed, the specific reference
to Article I appearing in Artlcle VI (8) of the Agrecsent constitubes
conclusive evidence that complaints under Articls I were expected to be

sueh complaints was 1t nocessary Lo rrovide thet wille the Comsdssion
was compatent Lo interpret the mesning of all clauses on whieh complaiute
are lodged with it, 1% wae not competont to do 8o with vegard to Articles
1“:&.%#%&%%%%
arise not in & vacuun bub within the Cosmission. It is to be noted that
in the esse of Article V which sstablished & special procedure for ene
suring its implementation outside the ¥AC, it was not desmed necessary
to refor to it in Article VII(8). As the implemcntation of Articls ¥V was
not. to be normally discussed in the MAC, it was clear that the Cosslssion
wuld not be faced wWith issued of interpreting its meaning. .

The implications of the position adopted by the UNTSO with respect
to Ierasl'e complaint en Article I are particularly grave in the ligt
of action taken by the UNTSO in the just on the basis of Syrian complaints
under Artiele IX. Article VIX(8) vefers equally te Artiéle I and Azticiell.
If thore can be no sction within the Ammistice Cramework on Artiele ¥

thers sust be no action wiiddbeddm on Artiele I, Yeb in sost of hew
:

attenpts to interfere with laracl's eccoomic development in the Demilitas
umm,mmwmma;mmm
Israel eamsiders the principle of military sdvantage es spplicsble only
to the peried of the Truse. Whatever the WHPS0's view on this question,
the fach remsins that the 750 has taken uction on the basis of Syrien

.mwmnunmmmmmmmmxmwater lovel in the Jordan river constitute a military adverbage to Isrwel.
Tou indivated that the UNTHO had imvestigated the works carried om at the
river and that in oxder to ovaluste fully the developments, and if



O

mumm&mt&mumhm;
Ui0's poot ab the Hule bridoe.

xtmumwnmmmummmhm
umeillingness to take actlion on Syria's violation of Article I rathey
m&umwmumwhmmmmm tha
standards applied toward Isreel sppear to be different frem those ape

um“&mmmmnaummmwmmwmu
seslst Syris. I must protest against the stand teken by the UNISO oa
mwwumwmmmmmm
Wmmmumm“%
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NEW YORK 21, NEW YORK

DELEGATION OF ISRAEL ol

TO THE UNITED NATIONS TRAFALGAR 9-7600

DNy»fS“*«g .

]

February 1959

Dear»Mr.'Secretary-General,

Thank you for your letterof 9 February 1959,

enclosing a copy of“an~instructioh sent by you to the Chief-

of-Staff of UNTSO regarding the situationon the Israel-Syrian

Border,

I have transmitted the instruction to my

Government,

Yours sincerely,

.l /-\//‘!7:/0“- —

Yosef Tekoah -

Deputy Permanent Representative
of Israel to the United Nations

Mr, Dag Hammarskjold
Secretary-General .

United Nations
New York City
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DELEGATION OF ISRAEL NEW YORK: 2l NEW YaRk

TO THE UNITED NATIONS TRAFALGAR 9-7600

Dear Mr, Secretary-General,

Thank you for your letter of 13 February 1959,

Your letter to Mr. Ben-Gurion was transmitted

today to Jerusalem,

Yours sincerely,

/Tt =

ef Tekoah w)Deputy Pe anent Representat
of Israel to the United Nations

Mr, Dag Hammarskjold
Secretary-General
United Nations
New York City
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Daer Mr, Socretary_g}ena,ra],rf’-

1 bave the luacur tC iracenit o yom the folloving metsagé frow the'

 Primse Minister dated & Fehraary 19657 " e i
e

g

7 "Only- thls morning I recaived the original of youx letter

ilh i of 13 February tugather with the memorardum of General

‘.7 .. Burns on the lacideni of 14 Fsbruary according to the

(44, © UNEF investigation,
-

: : L optiales

o+ »In the light of ths meworandum, I trmediatelygave in- ~
%, 7 structions thie morniig to the Chief of Staff of the . =

\\,:, Israsl Defence Forces to question the members of the ' | o

2N patrol agaln and to ggtatlish the truth of the matter

N 8 far as it cab be egtablizhed, I have already in-

formed you that Lhe officer who was reeponsible for
N

_the pafrol alorg the Sivad border hae been placed on

,f‘.xi*la
:

"ol am'deeply sorry Lo have Vo add ttat, becauss of 8

o
Y%N'H'able exrrox o€ encouater 1o the hours of darkmses .

© jmst, nighi our weu in ared one of tha persounsl of. the

CUMER po the bordar of the Geze Strip. I very mugk. hopd

.hat he will: récover and thal this: fortunata mishap

will aol mar vhe tneviu\[ relations botweon UNAF ad

‘Gar pauple*. “\"fi ; SE SR
e

g L

: ‘Tuo origlaml of ke gng-fi“';xn wili reack us with the uext d.j_plau"_gqg
: p’u"’n"‘.

:

eyt

:

i

(2
‘u\ i 4 oAl e Ee e

S
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“

s Sincerely your¥,
:

Yosef Tekoah

quuty Permaiont Hcpronht.auvi‘ W
,

s

of \Jsrael to the United Nations

Tns 3ecretary-General
: \

SR Sl A gy

United Hatloow :

&

New Yorx
$rpy
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LETTER DATED 31 AUGUST FROM THE ACTING PERMANENT
REPRESENTATIVE OF ISRAEL ADDRESSED TO THE

PRESIDENT OF THE SECURITY COUNCIL

I have the honour, on instructions from myGovernment, once again to-bring
to the attention of the Security Council the unlawful practices pursued by the
Unlted Arab Republic in violation of the United Nebions Charter, Security Councll
declsions and general principles of international law; by obstructing freedom of

bassage through the Suez Canal.
.

Since 21 May 1959 the Danish vessel Inge Toft, on her way from Haifa to ports
of call in the Far Fast, has been detained in Port Said by Egyptian authorities.
Her cargo, consisting of 4,000 tons of cement destined for Hong Kong, 1,500 toné
of potash on its way to Manila, and 13 tons of marble and 13 tong of écrap iron
to Kobe, remains subject to an order of seizure issued by the United Arab Republic
authorities. ‘

Repested efforts by the Secretary-General of the United Nations and various

Powers interested in freedom of navigation %o effect the release of the ship and

its cargo and to bring about a cessation of interferences with free navigation
in the Canal have been frustrated by United Areb Republic intrensigence,

On 17 March 1959, my Government drew the Security Council's atténtion to

other such hostile acts by the United Arsb Republic authorities, and the detention
of the Inge Toft appears to have been carried out as part of a systematic policy
applied since early this year.

On 26 February 1959, a Liberian vessel the S.S. Capetan Manblié, sailing from
Haifa to ports in Southeast Asia was detained at Port Said., Her cargo of 1,400
tons of potash and 5 tons of fruit juices destined for Ceylon, and 1,120 tons of

cerent for Malaya wag illegally confiscated,
:

‘

On 17 March 1959, the United Arab Republic authorities at Port Said

confiscated 6(300 tonsof Israel cement on board the S.S. Lealott, flying the fiag

59-20473 .

;

fooe
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of the German Federal Republic., The cargo was en route to Malaya, Hong Kong and
the Philippines.

The Secretary-General of the United Nations as well as Member States
intervened with the Government of the United Arab Republic in each of the above
instances. The United Arab Repubiic, hovever, has persisted in her unlawful
policy, of which there have been:further examples in the last few days.

On 20 August a case containing meteorological books and instruments scent on

board the Norwegian vessel Tagos by a scientific'institute in Australia to the
Israel Meteofological Services, was confiscated by the Egyptian authorities at
Port Said. ‘

'

Again on 23 August United Arab Republic authorities at Port Said confiscated
eight bags of mail on their way from Australia +o Israel aboard the S.S. Tarn,
flying the Norwegian flag.

,

These continued acts of piracy clearly demonstrate the United Arab Republic's
unwillingness to comply with her international obligations,

Interference with peaceful commercial traffic through the Suez Canal is a

flagrant violation by the United Arab Republic of the Suez Canal Conventionof
1888 which provided that the Canal would'always be "free and open, in time of war

as in time of peace, to every vessel of commerce or of war, without distinction
of flag. The canal shall never be subject to the exercise of the right of
blockade." :

Such‘interferences are also contrary to the Security Council resolution of
13 October 1956 which declared:

"(1) There should be free and open transit through the Canal without
discrimination, overt or covert - this covers both political and technical
aspects.”

"(ii1) The operationof the Canal should be insulated from the politics of
any country."

The Security Council has rejected Egyptian arguments seekingto justify
interferences with Israel shipping through the Csnal. In its resolution of
1 September 1951, the Council called on Egypt "to terminate the restrictions on

the passage of ihternational commercial shipping and goods through the Suez Canal
vherever bound".

foii



s/he1l
English
Page 3

_ blMoreover, on 2k April 1957, the Egyptian Government submitted a declarstion

to the Secretary-General of the United Nations in vwhich Egypt pledged herself to
maintain free and uninterrupfed navigation for all nations in accordance with the

~ Constantinople Convention.
:

The United Arseb Republic's coatinued policy of arbitrary interference with

freedom of navigetion in the Cenal reflects complete disregard for the principles
of law and order in international relations and places her in open challenge to

the world community. Persistence in this policy creates a conétant threat to

peace in the area,

.
I have the honour to request that this letter be circulated to all Members

_

of the United Nations. '

Please accept, etc.

(Signed)  Yosef Tekosh
. Acting Permanent Repregentative

of Israel to the United Nations
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ORLGINAL: ENGLISH

LETTER DATED 21 OCTOBER 1959 FROM THE ACTING FERMANENT REPRESENTATIVE
:

OF ISRAEL ADDREDSED TO THE SECRETARY~GENERAL

I have the honour to refer to the letter dated T October 1959 from the

Permanent Representative of the Uhited Arab Republic to the United Nations

(8/4226).
A document described as "the decision taken by the Egyptian-Israel Mixed

Armistice Commission on 6 October 1959" was attached to the above letter. The

letter fails to mention that the "Egyptian-Israsel Mixed Armistice Commission“ is

not in effective operatlon. Israel has not participated in the work of the

Commlssion ever since 1956 This came about as a result of Egypt's persistent

exercise, contrary to the Armistice Agreement and to the United Nations Charter,

of alleged rights of war against Israel, including the obstructicn of Israel's

levful commerce and shipping in the Suez Cenal.
'

"

In these clrcumstences the Egyptian representatives on a one-sided "Mixed
:

Armistlce COmmission constitute a maaority of its members and conseqpentlyzcan

,automatically ¢carry in that body any "resolution" which they submit to it,

notwiihstahding the neutral United Nations Chairman of the Commission who acts

independently in each case.
:

|

‘

'

|

g

Turning to the allegations set out in the letter of the Permanent

Representative of the United Arab Republic, these allegations give & distorted

version of the facts, which are as follows:

On 7 September 1959 Yair Peled, en officer in the Israsel Defence Forces,

while proceeding alone through the Mekhtesh Ramon area of Israel, was attacked

and killed by Bedouin of the Azazme tribe who had illegally infiltrated into

Isracl territory from the Sinai peninsula. These Bedouin are nomads of a

sub-tribe which normally moves within the confines of Sinai, end are not Israel

citizens.

59-24916 _
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In 1948 they took part in the invasion of Israel by the Egyptian Army, and

retreated with1t after that army's defeaf. In subsequent years these Bedouin

infiltrated from time to time into Israel territory for purposes of robbery;
sabotege and espionage.

‘Following the murder of Yair Peled a search was carried out for the

murderers, Not only did the Bedouln not co—operate in this search; they

attacked the Israel patrols engaged in it and then moved back across the

international frontier into Egyptian territory.

Large numbers of Bedouin have lived and continue to live peacefully in

Israel as full citizens of the State.

Should it be established that the Bedouin who crossed the border into

Sinsi following the search for the murderera of Yair Peled include any

individusls of Isracl netionality, the Israel authorities are willing to

permit their return.
'

I have the honour to request that this letter be clrculated to all members

of the Security Council.

Please accept, Sir, etc.

>

(Sigge) Yosef Tekoeh

:Acting Permsnent Representative
:

of Israel to the United Nations
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ILETTER DATED 25 FEBRUARY 1960 FROM THE ACTING
PERMANENT REPRESENTATIVE CF ISRAEL ADDRESSED

TO THE PRESIDENT OF THE SECURITY COUNCIL

 On

instruction from my Goverrment, I have the honour, furtherto my letter

of 3 February 1960 (5/4264), to refer again to the policy of aggression pursued

by the United Arab Republic against Israel. .

-

Certain communications submitted to the Security Council might tend to blur

the fundamental issues of this dangerous situation. Past experience in Israel-

Arab relations has demonstratedthe perils inherent in the disregafd for the

basic attitudes of the Parties. Diversionof attention, instead, to technical

details of. secondary importance, frequently leaves the real maladies unattended.
The Government of Israel deems it, therefore, necessary to draw the fioifnetta of

the Security Council to the following facts.
.

_

v

A5 Syrian armed forces invaded Israel on 15 May 1948, within twenty-four hours
.

of her establishment, in an attempt to thwart Israel's independence which had

been endorsed by the General Assembly of the United Nations.
,

‘

:

2, On 20 July 1949 Israel and Syria signed a General Armistice Agreement which

provided in its First Articlefor the establishment of peace deralcedfidna that
"no aggressive action by the armed forces - land, sea or air - of either Party

shall be undertaken, planned,bor threatened against the people or the armed

forces of the other.". .

,

Despite these clear obligations Syria has persistently refused to conclude
a peace settlement and has continued to pursue a policy of active hostility

towards Israel. By means of this policy Syria has dangerously undermined the

Armistice structure and deprived the Armistice Agreement of much of its meaning

and effectiveness.

60-04541
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3. The invading Syrian armies that crossed the international frontier in 1948

occupied and ravaged certain areas inside Israel. They were still in occupation

of these areas when Israel repelled the invading forces of other Arab states,

signed Armistice Agreements with them, and was ready to dislodge also the

Syrian aggressor. At the urging of United Nations representatives Israel agreed

not to occupy these areas militarily if the Syrian armies withdrew by themselves

from Israel soil. There were to be no other restrictions on Israel in her
fl

territories thus regained. In order to ensure that Syria would have no grounds

to claim any rights in these areas on the strength of their previous occupation

by Syrian forces, it was agreed that other Israel areas which had not come under

Syrian occupation be added to them so as to constitute together a Demilitarized
'

Zone on the Israel side of the international boundary. Similarly, a small

Demilitarized Zone was established on the Syrian side of the border.

L. Nevertheless, ever since the signing of the General Armistice Agreement,

Syria strove to interfere in the Demilitarized Zone on the Israel side of the

frontier, and to prevent the economic development of the area by Israel.

Thus, in 1951, Syria launched an armed assault against the drainage of the

Huleh marshes. The Security Council rejected Syrian claims and drainage work

was resumed. It was completed in 1957.

In 1953, Syria started a cempaign against the utilization by Israel of the

Jordan waters for the generation of hydroelectric power. The Security Council

voted on a resolution which would have given approval to the undertaking. The

resolution was supported by seven members with two abstentions. It was not

adopted, however, because of thevnegative vote of a Permenent Member of the

Council.

In 1955, persistent Syrian attacks on Israeli fishermen on Iake Kinneret

(Tiberias), situated entirely inside Israel territory, reached a climex,

compelling Israel to take action in self-defence.

In 1957, Syrian forces carried out repeated attacks on Israel farmers and

workers pursuing their peaceful activities near the border.

In December 1958 and January 1959, Syrian artillery positions in the hills

bombarded Isrseli villages in the Huleh Valley. In summarizing the debate on an

Israel complaint about these acts of aggression the President of the Security

Council declared: "We fully recognize the gravity of the action about which

Israel has complained."
)

= i
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5e Throughout this period Israel sought to put an end to Syrla s continuous acts

of h0stillty.
On 11 July 1957 Israel requested the United Nations Truce Supervi51on

Organization to establish United Nations observation posts along the Israel-

Syrian border. It was hoped that they might deter the'Syrian authoritiesffrom
pursuing théir'acts of eggression. These posts still exist, but Syrian attacks

across the border and penetrations into Israel territory continue. Syrian
military positions still encroach on Israel territory, for instance at

Darbashiya, at Telquaziat, and at the mouth of the Jordan on the northern shore

of Iake Kinneret. The continuation of Syrian violations of the Armistice

Agreement in these areas as well as in theareas of Nuqeib and El-Hamma creates

a constant threat to peace.
/ '

On 12 August 1957 the Secretary-General of the United Nations transmitted

t0 the Govermment of Syria Israel's inguiry whether Syria "considers itself bound

by all the provisions of Article I of the General Armistice Agreement and if it

is preparéd, in compliance with that Article, fo confirm that it regards the

Armistice as an indispensable step towards the restoration of peace between

Israel and Syria, and to renounce all acts of belligérency, including the
‘

planning of armed action and the utterance of threats against the'sécurity and

integrity of Israel". The Syrian Govermment did not reply.

During his last visit to Jerusalem in January 1959 the Secretary~General
proposed the marking of the boundary between Israel and Syria. Israel agreed.

Syrian objections have so far prevented the marking from being carried out.

6. The recrudescence of Syrian attacks along the border in recent weeks was

described in detail in my letter of 3 February 1960 to the President of the
Security Council (s/L26h).

’ '

More Syfian acts of aggression have taken place since then; the most serious

of them on 12 February when two Israelis were killed and one wounded in the Huieh
region.

e
'

=

In the Tawfiq area Syrian military positions are still maintained inside

the Demilitarized Zone despite United Nations Truce Supervision requests to

remove them. There are no Israeli army forces in the Zone.
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In order to deal constructively with this tense situation, Israel proposed
on 7 February 1960, that a meeting be convenéd betweenvrepresentatives of the

Israel villageof Beth Katzir and the Arab village of Tawfiq to settle the

differences between them concerning land cultivation. In makingAthe proposal,'
Israel reiterated that "we recognize the rights of éertain Arabs to cultivate
their land in the (demilitarized) Zone and will enable them to do 50, provided
that, in respect of such cultivation as in every other respect within the Zoue,
there is no entry or intervention on the part of the Syrian authorities."

.

Israel, moreover, suggested to the United_Nétions Truce Supervision
Organization on L February 1960 to call a meeting'betwéen Israel and Syrian
representatives "within the procedures of the Mixed Armistice Commissicn or

otherwise, to diécuss peace, complete peacé, or if not that, to'discuss means

to preserve quiet and tranquility along the International Boundary, as long as

nothing pertaining to the Demilitarized Zone west of that Eoundary is‘raised;"
The above two proposals still stand.

Itwould appear that in this situation "decisions" such as those quoted
in the\lettér‘(s/h268 of 19 February 1960) from the Acting Permanent

:

Representative of the United ArabbRepubiic to the Presidént of the Security
Council are of dubious value. They were adcpted at.a:meeting of the Israel-

Syrian Mixed Armistice Commission at which the Commission was 1ackihg its
essential quality - the participation of the two Parties to the Armistice

Agreement.-:Furthermore, in the absence of one of the Parties, only complaints
submitted by the other Party were discussed. In this connexionit is to be

observed that the Report dated 4 February 1960 of an investigation carried out
by a United Nations Military Observer on the basis of the Syrian complaint
discussed at the above meeting, stated, inter alia:

"The main part of the village was circled by a continuous trench about

1 - 1 1/2 metres deep, of irreguler course, but generally forming the perimeter
of the village. The hcfiert was formed by building up a wall with stones to form

a parapet and parados. The bottom of the trench had a straight wall and appéared
to have been made or repaired not more than two weeks earlier. At intervals of

15 metres, firing slots, suitable for riflemen, had been made in the stone

parapet of the trench. At the eastern side the trench ran out of the villége for

i
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a distance of 150 metres until it entered the cover of the wadi at MR 2097 2342,
The village was entirely surrounded by barbed wire entanglement placed about

LO metres from the trench. A seccnd wire entanglement, in the form of a half

circle begihning and ending at the first wire enclosed the second part of the

village +.. There were no signs that the buildings had been used for human

occupancy for several months ... None of the buildings had windows or doors.
The following military oqulpment was found in the above Syrian army

positions at Tawfiq, within the Demilitarized Zome, in the course of the Israel

action on 1 February 1960 aimed at dislodging this illegal mllitary post:
One Czech anti-tank recoilless gun 82 mm.

20 rounds for the above gun
One Soviet anti-tank gun 82 mm..

10 rounds of shells for the above gun

2 Soviet medium machine guns 7.62 mm.

5000 bullets for the above machine guns
6 soviet automatic carbines 7,62 mm,

100 bullets for the above carbines

One field telephone
Military personal equipment
The Chief of Staff of the United Nations Truce Superv1sion Organization was

informed of the above.

T. Syria, as a province of the United Arab Republic, has identified herself

with Egypt's continued acts of warfare against Israel on land and on sea. The

ytirficeS Council is aware of the fact that the United Arab Republic has been

intensifying her policy of hostility against Israel and that her campaign of

open incitement to war has reached dangerous dimensions.

The latest in a series of aggressive declarations were made by President

Nasser in the course of a tour in Syria, where he repeatedly proclaimed his

country's policyof war, blockade and boycott against Israel, threatening her

with destruction in a "sacred march".

These warlike threats are accompanied by extensive military preparations,
in both provinces of the United Aréb Republic, directed against Israel.
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In these circumstances, if tranquility is to be ensured in the area, the

United Arab Republic must abandon her policy of hostility. It must cease its

campaign of incitemént to war and desist from acts of aggressiong Only
‘

renunciation cf this‘policy; which is contréry'to ail international obligations,
could make it possible efféctively‘to bolster United Nations authority and to

secure compliance with the provisions of the United Nations Charter. It is

therefore essential to direct all efforts tovards terminating this illegal and

dangerous policye.
)

ok

The Govermment of Israel wishes to reiterate that as an immediate step

toward the elimination of tension, Israel is ready to meet with Syrian

representatives to discuss measures for'ensuring peace on the border, and with

the villagers of Tawfiqg in order to settle differences regarding land cultivation.

I have the honour to request thet this letter be circulated among all

Members of the United Nations.
.

Please accept, etc.

(signed) Yosef Tekoah
Acting Permanent Representative
of Israel to the United Nations



Dear Mr. Tekoah,
_

In pursuance of our telephone conversationof this

afternoon, I return enclosed the letter dated 9 February
1959 addressed to the President of the Security Council by

AubassadorEban concerning the Kerem Avshalom incident of
L, February, which, umwuficérmobath

never sent.

HMr. Yosef Tekoah
Deputy Permanent mmm" at Israel

to the United Nations
'

11 East 70th Street
New York 21, N.Y.



Dear e, Tekoah,

mwmm.k%bmafifimlgfimxm

me‘im’t«mfil; Immluctmmm

- Delegation.
’

'

 Yours sincerely,

Mr. Yosef mm
:

Deputy Permanent kpmmtivuof Imvi
to the United Nations

11 Bast TO0th Street
'

Few York 21, FN.Y.



mmmmmmw* uqxtfiMI
'

mmamaflumm:wmwmmwm
about reciprocal arrangemonts.

In preparation of such an approsch I would imvite you to infors me
more fully about the Isreel instructions and their implementatiom. It
is to be foressen that from the Ngyptian side attention will be drawn to
various cases, some of them quite recent, in which asction has been taken
by Israsl military or pare~militery personnel vhich availsble informetion
mmwumummmmammm

xmmmmmxmmwmm
wu%MHWWuflfi&n&wm#%w
applied, at least, for action comtrsxy to instruotions. I note, further,that, regerding the incident of 17 February (in which a UNEF men was
injured by firing from an Israel group), an explanstion and expressions
of vegret have been ivanamitied, but I aleo have to mote that, whatever
the woather conditions, the sction of the lsreel soldiers seemSto have
been contrary to the imetructions. Pinally, in a couple of cases, our
mwmmmmtmmmmmmm

7%»%«;%;@&%
;

tmmmaMumMfl%finilfiM
full explanation can be given of the instructions snd their implementation,
will considerably wedken our chances of getting satisfuctory resulis as
mfimmmmm cannot be expected to go beyond
mm*wwmm

,

You are, maturally, sware of the fundsmontsl weskness of the kind
ummmmmm, that i thet we ave likely to ses a

repatition of situctions where somebody shooting would elaim that he
444 so in self-defense, according to the instruction, without any possi~
bilityfor us to prove the rights and the wrongs of the case, unless the
situstion is as clear as 1t was in the inoident of 17 Febeuary.

lire Yosaf Tekoah
Doputy Permanent Representative

amwmwmmm
1l Bast 70th Street
Yew York City, B.T.



- ¥ith reference to lr. Ben-Gurion's letter of 16 Pebrusry for
which I send him my warm thanks, I have for the moment only twoobservations
which I would be grateful if you would trensmit $o the Prime Ministor.

:

, namfimq-mummwmmmnmamawsm
to any such lmmediste practicsl messures which might improve the situation,
among them obviously, in the firet place, sppropriate instructions fimmly
implemented. 1 wish to assure the Prime Minister that I will be happy
end willingto clarify and, ifnecessary,to straightenout the situstion

nwmmmmmwm;mmzmmmm& :

us a besis for further practicsl steps. Taking for grented Israel instruc~
tions, as explained by your repressniatives, nm&amxmdumw
and pars-military persomnel are not permitted to shoot sorcss the line unless
fiumfiumxsflwmwflMfiaMNWlfi!fiaM :

& view to sn assuranoe sbout reciprocal arrangoments. :

- However, muxmmmmsmmuumunuw
|

%mxwumuutmmmzummmmwun'
mmflmwawnmiwaw,mfimmm%wflmtla

‘

 thus remains unchunged. :

'

ummmuhmamzmmmmm:mmtm
4_

is no difference of views. mbmnaafimmmuM
isy of course, that people "should be able to work in peace and seewrity”,
and naturally this has s general application.

'

,

I note the clarificutionof the PrimeMinister'sstend on Article VIII
and will pureue the matter with the Jordsm side. I shll heve an oocasion
mnfirnmwmam%mnatmnmhmt'hffimlamhuma&w
King. |

mwtnma'whtmmmwffimwwtumI
tmmmnnmummmmfimmfium:mm
4!@&&7%%&%!&&#:&‘:#&“%%%%#

¢Mwfimx“mtwtwmmwfiMWfiM&d&fi'
'

Please tell the Prime Minister once again how much I appreciste the
mmmmmmmhtflmfinmfiwaufimz&uwimwm'
mfimwmemm&m

18 February1959



' areh, an orel reply to my lstter to
A

'

the Porelgn Ministorto wish me to
nugotistionswith the authoriiiss of the UAR, as

this I will not do.

zost natural for them to ask me what tho
were to argue on that basis.

m:,lmst:vitmhwmupummthe papers, short of which I can pursue the matter
the general prineciple of freodom of passage.

Dag HammarskjSld

How M, HaXo



M&i w‘

mmmhfim‘iflm’-‘mmwammk
mwmwsmmamm ~PrimMinister re-affivmed that what Israel intended to take

the Jordan water system was clearly within the limits of the
&

ures of the Jobnston plan. I pointed out to him the sericusness -

ammmwm&ab.umtmnmumw&%

- MMuammmmxmmam— |

. sibleto make,
:

1) What total figure for Israsl's use of water from the Jordan
‘mwmmmmmmmmm
by Yr. Jobhnston?

 2) s,if any, condi _aceording to understanding,
were atbached to :&i’m Hre .zm’?fm gquartity?

)mmmmmuummwamm
Mumwmmmmwm i

,

would Israel intend b

|

Jwtx
:

-_'c}mmwmcmmwm)* i
; 1 would sppreciste your ecoperationin providing us with these
MMmMWMWMWMM»
VMMR&;M%WWM%*»MM@W



Desr MHr. Tekoah, s
,

,mmmwmawmmmnfimuuufix,mmu
mMW#M&&W%MIhWWWW-tive independentlyof any specific dovslopmentsin the field. You also
_fim@vmwmmm1mmmz¢mm~
aa.n.mmmwmmmmaxm m =

spplied Yo the Suez Cansl. '

mmmmmwmmmmx
= mmummm,mmwmflmm

of the Covermment of lsreel as regards an Hgyptien fishing vessel seized
in Moy by lsrsel. You will remesber thet on the basis of yourM
%filmm,mhmammI@MS‘MM
I had "gvery resson to believe that after s shert detention the vessel :

(m)hw,xmmxmwwwmm s
Government Por such a speedy relesse and I (thought wM(W);
be heeded provided it (was) not ecunterscted by

:

: mmmmmummmrmmmwm'
w:ummmhwnuwmmmmt :

Mhmtlm ustifiestion for thedetention.
- mmmawmmwnfimtmmmI
even more %o, an indicetion of intention by Israel which later cn has
been followed mmmmmwmvfi~
thus addingto the difficuities mfimw”mmnm
regarding ny mu&umammzmh‘m'amwmamwmmmmm
tentions regarding the fishing vessel be carried through and a legallymmammmmm
. 'he situstionbeing what it i nwmmmwwm i

-mmmwmm; debate thet wight then come about, :

mwmmmmum&mmmxmbe forced to go on record with mym%xm, obviously,mysell have to
eover fully and with complete objecti m;tfimu«mm .

wmammm-ww



Execrpt» from verbatim record of & meeting of the Secretary-General wit{z

Mr. Tekoah (Israel), held on Wednesday, 3 February 1960, at United
Nations Headquarters, New York.

cesnsoe

"In this emtexb, I should perhaps point out what again and sgnin hu ,

m distorted in the public debate. I was very bappy to note that Mrs. Meir

was cuite correct on that point. There has never beenany agramtin the

technical sense of the word between President Nasser andmyself — neither
an open nor a secret one - but simply an indication from him of mnditim ,

under which goods of Israeli origin might pass the Canal. This indication ==

n

: nave acted in good Paith — has always been one way. You know it

hu never been approved or in any sense endorsed by me. It has been tmsai%-

ted through me to the Israeli authorities for obvious pnetia&l reasons and

as anact of natural courtesy, but never as a proposal calling for their

nppmm. That means that I have not served as a mediator or as a kind of go-

between negotiator of any kind for an agreed line of action. I couldn't do it.

I couldn't do it short of a formal invitation by the two parties, which would
 give me this peculiar position which is not included naturally in the role

~ of the Secretary-General:

seds00p



uwumadmhwumffipm the Seeretary-General with

M, Tekosh (Israel), held on VWednesday, 3 February 1960, at United

- Nations ,fleflW Hew York.

veswsoe

“mmumm,xmammmmhmmtmmmm
been distorted in the public debate. I was very happy to note that Mrs. Neir
was cuite correct on that point. There has never been any agreement in the
technical sense of the word between President Nasser and myself . neither
mfiflmtemmmitaummyfludmmmmawmm =

m«mmmazmmmmmmumm This indication we
‘“immmmmmmmmmmm«mm.mmn

-

hun rbeenapprovedor in any sense endorsedby me. It has been transait
ted through me to the Israell suthorities for obvieus practical reasons and

;

rdmwxmmmmaum&wb,yuoflmflrflaadtmmu :

approval. That means that I have not served as a mediator or as a kind of gow
..ttofit*mI.mi&aamwmwtmwtawtuagmmh
I eouldn'tdo it short of a formal invitation by the two parties, which would
,gnm&iummitimmmnmimmmmmtbamh

ssssees


