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TRUCE SUPERVISION ORGANIZATION

Jerusalem, 20 October 1953,

Sir,
: I have the honour,; as requestedby Your Excellency
in the last paragraph of your letter dated 2i September1953,

 to forward my comments on the considerations you have set
forth in relation with my decision of 23 September, In our
meeting, on 28 September, you hed suggested that these
comsents should be delayed while we would continue to loak
togetherfor a solution. At the end of our meeting,on

15 October,we agreed that the matter might be pursued in the
Security Council after I had submitted my reports Iam
accordingly forwardingmy comments to-day. I intendto annex

them to my report to the Security Council, together with my

decision and your letter of 24 September. :

 Eaehof the following paragraphs mwmqy TOuEl

comments on the correspondin g paragraphof your letter of

A You havestatsdthat the substance of myviews and
their underlying assumptions appeared to be “at marked variance
flmrhmwmwmm.r&mwifl«p‘mhtfi

'mmmmm;xohm:mm»mfim«mmm~ ou

Demilitariged Zone". Ihave studied the relevant decisions and

tmm organs of the United Hations since
,

andI think that my position with regard
1i canal project is consistentwith them.

incorporated in the Security Council resolutionof 18 Hay 1951
(8/2157)« You yourself have referred 1o anotbier text, Vize,

 a paragraph in the Acting lediator's letter of 26 Juns 1949,
. addressed to the Governmentof Israsl, in whichDr. Ralph Bunche

- through the ; of theproposed Israeli-Syrian Mixed
.

~

sone will not be a vacuum or Wasteleand,and that M&m
-



oo
life under woTmsl civilian administration and polieing will
be operativein the zone." The same paragraphis contained

~ in the Acting Hediator's letter, also dated 26 June 1949,
addressed to the Syrian Government, The assurance thus given
by the Acting Mediator to both Parties with regard to normal
eivilian life confirms the provisions of the General Armistice

Agreement and his suthoritative comment on Article V. :

: After visiting the area and studying the present
Israeli projectin the light of the sxplangtions given Lo me,
I have found not only that there has already been some inter-
ference with normal civilian life, but also that the completion
of the project, by deriving from the Ilow of the Jordan in the

Pemilitarized Zone the water necessary to generate slectric
:

power of 24,000 kilowatts, was likely to bring about greater
disturbances unless definite obligations wers entered into with

&

viewto avoiding them. In the sbsenceof such obligations,
gome Arab lands, which for many years have depended on the

:

water of the Jordan for irrigation, might become, in the Acting
HMediator's words, "a vacuum or wasteland",

’

3« I have noted your statementthat "underthe Israel-
’ WWMMMMG,WMMdet«

Nations representatives throughout has been to ensure that in
the ecourse of the execution of development projects, established

 private r in the Zone should be adequately protected®s As
~ indicated the previous paragraph of this letter, I have taken

into accountthe obligationto ensure such protection. 1 do not,
however, agree that under the Gensral Armistice Agreement, &

 protectionof established private rights in the Zone has been
#the sole concern of United Nstions representatives throughoutV.
mummumsmn.smummmflmzownA

 drainage | s to which you huve referred in paragrayh 4 of
WMW;MVI'MWWQMV ey Eate g

e 1 shall recall in this connection that al a meeting
 Pebrusry 1951, one month after the execution of the Hulsh =

General We E. Riley, on the question

/] Palestine
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Palestine in the vicinity of the Huleh mershes, Gensral Riley
econcluded that in draining lake Huleh, the Israslis would not

enjoy any military advantages not equally applicable to the
Syrians (Document /2049, Part IV, paragraph 3). The question
of the military advantages which the execution of the scheme
might give to lsrael was thus setiled in ihe negative,
following an agreed procedurs between the Parties (request
addressedto the Chief of Staff), fTheabsenceof an agreed
procedure in the case of the present lsraeli project, which
would considerablyalter the flow of the Jordanin the
Demilitarized Zone, does not, in my view, relieve the (.haimn
of the Mixed Armistice Uomaission of the responsibility of ~

considering themilitary consequences of such a project in the

11@3% of the provieions of the etmral Armistice &mt«.

A8 regards mtcc:uon of established pri.vah rights,
!mequmMmmta:rmnrmmbyw

:

 predecsssor to one of the questions put to him during the
meeting of the Security Council held on 2 May 195le The question
was: "Would you consider the guestion of the righte involved

~ in the concession of the Palestine Land Development Company to
be a question which might fall within the Jurisdictionof the
Mixed Armistice Commission?" GeneralWe E. Rlley's answer was:
“only where it involves land within the demilitarised mone which
is the property of Arab refugees. That is the only part of the
concession with which we have anything 1o dOesees otCeo™ That
answer concerning work already begun wym;\cctsdbythnhlntim'
iand Development Company in the Demilitarized Zone should, it
seems, be considersd in its context: at that time the question .

 of a possible military advantage had already been disposed of,muqiclnrmfamiflumpufimuM
that only some seven or eight acres of land cwned by

mmmmwwmmm;:rmm. swmly,

:

mmmnmnwmmmudmsmms
 does not fall within the jurisdictionof the Hixed Armistice

, aemm”mwmmtmtxmm;mm.mma
»,mmwumamsmvwmmmamtmm-w

ment. The provisions of Article V¥ ineclude the protection of

 the rights of Arab owners whose lands should not be worked wpon,
_wmw,tmmmttnmflumutaa&vm“mfl_j,-
",mmmauwmtawmumaxtmnmm s

/ m
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which flows in the DemilitarisedZons and which has been
usedup to now for irrigating lands, watering co.tm,
omting .mfl :

As regards this question of the waters of the Jordan,
there is betwesn the Huleh drainage scheme and the present
eaml project, a considerable difference. ‘the execution of the
Huleh drainage scheme has not diminished the quantity of water
flwinginthc bed of the Jordan in the Demilitariged Zone,
nor csused damage to irrigated lands — except temporarily.
(I have referred in paragraph 8 (d) of my decision of 23 September
1953 to the temporary damage caused in Uctober 1951 and April ,

1952 by the operation of checking gates.) The construction of
the projected canal would, on the other hand, alter the flow of
the Jordan permanently and, unless definite obligations were

 entered into, it would, in all likelihood, adversely affect,
particularlyduring the dry season, the life of the people

~ depending on the waters of the river. In the case of the Huleh,
 my predecessor stated, at the end of the passage you have gquoted:

- "] am only involved in the normal restoration of life within the
Demilitarized Zone which affects the thirty, forty er fifty
Arabs that own the approximately seven or eight acres of land
within the Demiliturized Zone." The present canal project, the
execution of which would result in considerably lowering the
waters of the Jom, axrqett wm- mbt and m wore

acres af laznd

5o mwmfiwmmm;mu thctmt.’
of the Palestine Eleectriec Corporation or the other private
rights within the Demilitarised Zome to which you have referred
ars not in question. What is in question is the right to start

work in the Demilitarized Zone in comnection with the present
canal project, when the present provisions of the Ueneral

~ Armistice Agreement are in force., As stated in the !iutpw‘
Sei

~ graph of the Acting Hediator's authoritative comment: “Civil.aduinistration, including policing, will be on a local basis,
-

without raising general questions of mumtm.Wsmm,
|

pihmnt&cfi and wfl‘m -

:

wwmmmmelflt*t&thhamt
" that the work should in no wayimpinge upon any private Arab

~ land in the arsa, mrwmlmmezmmxwimutm_
:

»flmmmmmmuammmmanarmxwv e

/aadt.’lwb
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and that. *'.tn thcaa aircmtanc« it wes bnt nm.m'al mt m
Chairman of the Ilsrael-Syrian Mixed Armistice Commission,

 when informed of the commencement of the project on 2
:

- September 1953, should have expressed his concurrence with
ite" The Acting Chairman (there was at that time no Chairman

‘designated by me in conformity with Article VII, parsgraph 1,
of the Armiastice memt, and I had not yet returned from
New York) was informed of the commencement of the project on
2 Septenmber; when the work had already started. After i

another conversation, on 3 September, he received a letter
-

from the Senior israell Delegate, dated 4 September, which
reads: "Following our meetings on 2 and 3 Seplember 1953,
I would like to confirm in writing the following: Chairman
concurs with the Horthern IrrigationProject which started on

-

R September 1953, as outlined to him during the above meetings,
1% being understood that no digging will be effected on W-

owned land, unless an armagomt is reached between the
Projesct Authority and the lsndowners." The Acting Chairman
asked for more data about tho prn}wt and was shown on 7 maT

~ Septsmber the proposed routeof the canal. (n 9 September he
sent to the Senior Israeli Delegate the following note: “In
answer to your letter dated 4 September 1953, I wish to inform

_you that due to the importance of this so-called 'liorthem
 Irrigation Project! and to the fact that I am only Acting

- Chairman, I put the whole matter in the hands of the Chief of
_

Btaff.e.s" It does not result from the above that the nscessary
 coneurrence was expressed with regard to Lhe canal projecte The
 letter from the Senior Israeli Delegate dated L September, :

- following the conversations on 2 and 3 September, when the
© ®Northern Irrigstion Projeci™ was outlined to the Acting Chairmen,
cannot replace formal concurrence expressedafter a study of the
plan and its consequences. As Chairmin of the Mixed Armistice. Commission, I have had to undertake such a study and, in

 eonnection

with it, I have, as you lndicate, rfimm ,

- clarification, while reserving myconclusions as to the Sl
~ legitimacyor illegitimacy of the projectnnul I had mni.m

- the mt’ur under its m@ua aspects, :
;

 #s  1agres with your statement that ny eamluaim are
 based on the examination of the three points you have swmmarigzed

 in your paragreph 6. 1 should 1ike to add in this comnection
~ that they are based on no other consideration., There are in

eym xattor two passages (xut. mb-wragraph of yarsgmph 5, and
/um
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second amtonee et paragraph 9) which seem to Luply that my
conclusions may have bsen influenced by "epen threats of the

* Syrian Government", I should like to repeat here the
assurance already given to you that no kind of threatshave
influenced or will influence my decisionsu4s (hief of Staff
or as Chairman of a Mixed Armistice Commission, You have
accepted my assurance "without reserve" and it is no longer

- necessary for me to deal with the matter,

% I shall now submitmy comments on the observations
aeuuimd in sub-paragraphs 7(a) to 7 (£) of your m.m.

: amabthadindicatoampmarwh?(a)ar
ny ciaeu.ton that the moot point whether work in connection
with the canal project had been started on Arabeowned lands on
the West bank of the Jordan would have to be investigated and
that United Hations observers would studyland titles in the

 possession of Arabs and in the land Office in Safad, United
~ Hations observers would also investigste the question of the

- ownership of the island which, near the site of the work,
divides the river Jordan into & right and a left branche "

- United Nations observers had reported that, as a result of the
construction of a dyke across the right branch the islsand had
been partially flooded. In paragrsph 7 (a) of your letter

~you have recalled israeli representatives? assurances that
fthe project has not so far involved, nor will it involve in
the future, the use of Arab-owned land in the Demilitarized
Zone, and that it has not otherwise affected, nor will it in

 the futurs affect, such land." You have also stated thatmy
representatives would receive the full co-operation of the

 Israeli suthorities in their examination of the files of the
relevant Land Registry Office. The results of the examination
maybe susmarized as follows: the island, whose shape and size-

are variable (it was, whenI saw it, approximstely twentytimes
"

the size mentioned by Your Excellency) does not appear on the
Safad land map or land books and the Arab refugeeswhe claim
ownership have produced no titlese It has, on the other hand,
been proved that they own four plots of land (nearly 20 dunams
altogether) which are located on the right bank of the Jordan,
whereit bends and flows in an Bast-West direction (around
MR. 208,950~ 267.,600)s It is between that part of the right

 bank and the island that the Israeli engineers have constructed f
~ the dyke necessary to start the canal project.According to

, ,thnassurances by lsraeli mromuwma, to whish you hm
|

’

|

/ rqtnrm
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referred, such Arab land should have been neither "used" nor
“otherwise affected” and it should in the fulure neither be
used nor affected. It has however been useds Israsli worke

a8 & bivouacs

;

:

(¢): When, on li September, I visited the east
bankof the Jordan, I was shown two Arab mills which had ceased
working and an Arab land which had ceased being irrigated,

1 mentioned in puragraph 7 (b) of my decigion that the
explanation given, viz. "that lackof water resulted from

- Israeli work in the bed of the river, appeared to me, aftera
rapid investigation, plausible®, In paragraph 7 (c) of yowr
letter you state that the two mills shown to me on li September
as having ceased to work owing to lack of water "have actually
not been in operation for years and that, moreover, the canal

ng to these mills branches off from the Jordan of
~

the point from which the contested new canal is being
dug,

so
- that the digging of the canal and the diversion of water into
Mewldhnmpe»ibhdtwtwthuntmm.* Al

“papid® and I had accepted the explanation given to me as
. merely "plausible", I am now in a position to comment both
,mqmmmmmmmmmmn. Your
observations are correct with regard to one of the two mills,
‘wiz. the one which I did not enter on 1l September bui saw from
a short distance. {It is moreover quite possible thatI

_

misunderstoodwhat was said to me aboutthis mill,) On the
in operationthis season. WhenI visited it, I found that the

 eansl leading to it did not contain enough water for its
‘water level had fallento 1/3 of its former level following
mmmwmwmnmmamtmmnm,
bed to divert water into the canal, In diggingout the bedof~

the river and comstructing the new dyke across its western branch,

Jsraeli workmen destroyedthe dyke constructed by the ownerof
the mill, They have at the same time deprived of water the
irrigatedplot of iand to which I have referreds =

‘



{d) : The question of definite assurances by the
Iarul Goveranment “that the volume of Jordan water now used

by Arab landowners or cultivators for irrigation purposes
will remain available in the future" is one of the questions
which, in my view, should have been discussed before starting
work on the new project. After the explanstions given by

- Israeli officersand engineers, I am convincedthat unless
definite obligations are entered into to protect existing
water rights, the project to derive from the Jordan enough
water to gensrate electric power of 24,000 kilewatts, would
leave the present river bed with very little, if any water,
during the dry season, when the lands would be most in need
of irrigation, This can be substantiated by the following
figures supplied by Israeli engineers: in the rainy season

the flowof the Jordan in this area is 36 cubic meters per
second; Lttallsto&mbiemtmyummw
and 7 cubic meters in Octobere

R I agree that respect for the demilitarization
wummlhtmmhmhhtatgfithumdfimp
exist, However, the value of the Demilitariszed done as a buffer
sone would be different if one Party controlled the flow of the
Jordan in the Zone by means of a canal. I have only considered
the question of the altered military value of the flow of the

- Jordan in the Demilitariszed Zone, resuliing from the comstruction
of such a canal, You have considered another question, that of
the military velue of the canal in which the water derived from
the river would flow. The causal, in your opinion, would only
constitute an obstacle for a party bent upon aggressions You
add that "for its part, the Uovernment of Israel has consistently
abjured aggression, Were 1t nursing aggressive designs, it would
be thwarting its own purpose® by digging the canale. Froma purely

technical point of view, it is not guite clear to me how the :

Government of Israel "were it nursing aggressive designs, would be

thwarting its own purpose” by digging, in an area not affected by
the demilitarisationprovisions of Article V, a canal rumning
parallel to the Jordan river bed. From a purely militurypointof view, the existence of such a canal would permit the Party
meinwmiufmmmmmw
thuMm :

5 -2 have nott& your interpretation of Article n, ;

paragraph of the Armistice Agreement which reads as followss
"The prineiplc that no nnm or ponuoal udmtsso should be

/u‘-nul
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gained under the truce ordered by the Security Council is=
recognized." Another interpretation seems to have been
accepted in February 1951, when, as reported to the Security
Council by General We Ee Riley (5/2049, Part IV, paregraph 2),
"both delegations agreed mutuslly to seek the opinion of the
United Hations Chief of Staff on the guestion as to whether
the work undertaken by the Israeli authorities (the drainage
of the Hulsh marshes) constituted a contravention of Article II
(military advantage) of the Ueneral Aruistice Agreement®,
However, I have not in my decision referred to article 1,
paragraph 1, and such reference was not, in my opinion,
necessary. Lake Huleh and the Huleh marshes are outside the
Demilitarised Zone, while the Jordan, between Lake Huleh and

Lake Tiberias, flowsin the Zone. As Chairmanof the Mixed
Armistice Commission, entrusted with special responsibilities
in the Demilitsrized Zons under Article V, 5 (¢), of the
General Armistice Agreement, I have considered the military
aspect of the diversion of a considerable quantity of water
from the present river bed with reference to the provisions
of Article Ve :

B With regard to the question of Buteiha Farm, you state
that "the decisive consideration here is that the Armistice
Agreement provides for the restoration of civilian life = and
by implication for the protection of private rights -- only
within the DemiliturizedZome, and not outeide it, sither in
Syria or in Isrzel™, I agree with this statement. It implies
that Arab private rights, including Syrian property in the ;

Demdlitarized Zone snd existing waber rights for such property,
shall be protected. 7This settles the question of the water :

rights of the owners of Buteiha Farm in so far as their s

property in the DemilitarizedZone is concerned, There remains
the question of the irrigation of the lands of Buteiha Farm
in Syris, The following provision in the Franco-fritish :

Agreement respecting the boundary line between Syria and
Palestine (7 March 1923) refers to Syrian water rights as
follows: "Any existing rights over the useof the waters of
the Jordan by the inhabitants of Syria shall be maintained
unimpaired,” This is the basis of the Syrian contention that

 they

have water rights outside the Demilitariged Zone not
»

- depending on what, in your opinion, "was an sx-gratis act" on

e



In this ommutfmn you refer to the operation of
the checking gates south of Lake Huleh in April 1952 and
you characterize such operation as being "a matter of the
internal administration of the Demiliturized Zone and not

~

one of concernto Syria; it was not subject to agresment
betwsen Israel and Syria, but was carried out solely with
the concurrence of the Chairman of the Mixed Armistice
Commission, " mew me to qwou in this connection the
following passages m:7'areport to the Security

ggx;mu, dated 30 Getow 1952, 3 ymmphn 59 and

"59» The work of the Palestine Land Development Company
has continued throughout the period covered. As reported
in document §/2389, paragraph 22, a test, in October 1951,
of the checking-gates of the Jordan River just scuth of

Lake Huleh showed that a reduction in the flow of theJordan sufficient to permit the operation of
in the river bed would result in a considerabls loss of
water in the irrigation system of buteiha Farm which
lies in Syrian territory, Bast of the Jordan River andmwkmmtwmmm Un 22

:

l9§2,tm¢haimmmumtuithmmin
whereby the checking-gates could be operated for a period
~of about three weeks iun order to effect emergeucy repairs
to the Banat Yacoub Bridge. On 9 April 1952, emergency

~

repairs to the bridge having been effected, and in view
of strong representationson the part of the owners of
Buteiha Farm, the Chairman withdrew his concurrence to
further use of the checkingegates until another agreement-

should be reached by the two parties, Use of the checking=
",“m,mtmmmmrwvwam
pm,mmmmmm

'66.n:wuxmwwwmmm~of

the checkingegates, a conferencewas held between',Mumecmrmmwnmzw
}

Company and the owners of Buteiha Farm, the delegations
to the Mixed Armistice Commission of both parties and
the Chairman. At this conference,the farm owners
pointed out that the estimated value of the 1952 crop
was approximately US §750,000 and that about 18,000
dunams of land would be under irrigation during the
568500 m:ummmwmmmmmm.;

/[ result
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‘

result in & serious financial lose to the farm owners,
and indirectly, to the Syrian Covernment. The owners

of Buteiha Parm, with the coneurrenceof the Senior
Syrian Delegate, offered to agreeto controlled use

of the checking-gates if prompt payment for resulting
damage was made by Israel. This offerwas not

:

acceptede® :
;

9¢ You have summrized in paragraph 9 of your letier the
reasons why you have refused to comply with the request
contained in paragraph 9 of my decision, that the israsli

authority which started work in the Demilitarized Zone on

2 september be instructed "to cease working in the Zone so
long as an agreement is not arranged"s The couments
containedin the preceding par h:orummmmm
why my request was mades

10s 1 welcome the statement that "it remains the firm policy
of the Govermment of Israel toadhere strictlyto its

obligations under the Armistice Agresment™s You refer at

the same time to your Covernmentds conception of the powers
 and functions of the Chairman of the Mixed Armistice
Commission under the terms of the Armistice Agreements Yw.

a passage from the Israel
at the 547th meeting of the

I quite agree that, as
had not
then he would

functions
 mean anarchy

have mgr

interpret, since Article VII, reads as followss

#g, Where interpretationof the meaning of a particular
provision of this Agreement, other than the preamble and

Articles I and II, is at issue, the Commission's inter-
'

: ].flawrpum}no.fimpr The Commission, in its mcmm :



and as the need arises, may from time to time recommend
to the Parties modifications in the provisions of this

Agreement.”
!

:

o
. With regard to the idea, ruled out by your represent-

ative, that the Chairman of the Mixed Armistice Commission
‘ghould operats by "mandatory requests" directed to the very

- governments which have defined his functions, 1 ghould like to

point out that the Chairman has been operating by "requests” in

the past and that, apart from the objection raised by your
~ representative in the passage you have quoted, there has been

neither on the Israeli side nor on the Syrian side any
‘objection in principle to such procedure. Hy predecessor,
in his reports to the Security “ouncil, has mentioned that such

requests have been msde from time to time. I shall zive only
. two instances, which refer to the perioed following Ambassador

Ao Eban's statemente On 7 August 1951, General Hiley wrote a

letter to Your Hxcellency which is reproduced in his report
o the Security Uouncil dated 16 August 1951 (8/2300, pars-

graph 7)e At that tims, thePalestine Land Development Company,
‘in the course of the execution of the iuleh drainage scheus,
was contemplating to employ a survey tean on the Bast bank of
the Jordan, south of Lake Huleh, and to emplace between the two

banks a dam which, according to information received, would stop
the flow of the river between Lake Huleh and Lake Tiberias about

5 days a week for a considerable period of time, The last

paragraph of the letter which my predecessor wrote in this

connection to Your Excellency reads as follows: : ‘

"Therefors, in view of the responsibility given to the
Chairmanof the Mixed Armistice Commissionby Article V
of the General Armistice Agreement and in sccordance with

instructions contained in the Security Council resolution
~ §/2157 dated 18 May 1951 which authorizes the Chiefof

Staff ‘to take such measures to restors peace in the area
and to make such esentation to the Governments of

Mmmuumw'mw?wwm
view of the consultations on outstanding problems :

envisaged in Mr. Eban's letter to me of &4 August 1951,
I urge strongly that the Falestine Land Development

|

mpany be restrained from dispatching a survey team to
the east bank of the Jordan and from proceeding with the =
proposed esplacing of the dam across the Jordane"

/ There



There was, it seems, no objection to his issuing such request.
It was spparently complied with, since the following paragraph
of his report (paragraph 8) states: “I have Just been informed
that the Palestine Land Development Youpany has submitted a

project which, it is claimed, can be carried out without

encroaching on the east bank of the doprdan and interfering
with normal irrigation.” iy

-

: ,:mxgmvmmmm,mwommmzat
the checking gates south of Lake Huleh, on 8 and 9 October
1951, In this conneetion, General Riley has reported to the

Security Council as follows (paragraph 22 of his report dated
6 November 1951 /5/2389/):

‘

. wihe water loss in the irrigation system of Buteiha
parm (in Syrian territery) was estimsted by United Hations

Observers to have been as much as 70 per cent. The teat

was terminated and the project to reduce the flow of wabter
by means of the checking gate abandoned. It is a matter
of satisfaction that, in this case, requests te cease the

:';ngiom made by the Chairman wers immediately complied
the"

-

: St s

1l. The above are the couments you had requested on the

‘considerations you have set forthe I apologime for thelr :

lengths I have, however, thought it necessary to explain as

fully as possible the motivesof my decision, especially in

view ofthe fact that the issue has been subuitted to the

ajor General Vagn Bennike
LT st eetatf

His fxcellency Nr. Noshe Mtt,
Minister for Foreign Affairs,
Qovernmentof Israele



TRUCE SUPERVISION ORGANIZATION

 Jerusalem, 20 Gotober 1953,
_

8ir,

‘ 1 wish to take t.hit opportmity t.o u&u your
attention to several errors in the transcript of eur

:

conversation of 15 uatobcr 1953.

, First pmgrwh, page 1, "you started the
work and you are still working on Arab-owned land, If
the work now affects Arab-owned land it will do so in
the future. And the work will more and more change the
value of the demilitarised zone from the military point
of visw - separating the two parties. And I fear it is
necessary for me to repeat my request to stop the work
until an agreement is reached", should read: "You

~ started the workon&rab—wnod landand you are still
workingon Arabeowned land, Thework affects Arabecwned

- land and will do so in the futurs. The work will more
and more change the value of the demilitarized gone from
a military point of view for separating the two parties,

© Syria and Israel. I therefore find it necessary to repeat
: ;ay r.quut t.o stop work untn an agreement ia rmh-d. :

?m 3, Mrtl B.mih’l autcmut: ”Aheut- B o
the military question, thers are many things to say, many
details to menticn, Ifyou want to attack, it is always .

good to have your front protected and attack from the flank, e
awauhwm&etmrmmmbamwsha%daogsifl -

attack from the side." This should read: "About the
military situstion, there are manythings to say, mauy =

details to Mim. If you want to -M.ack. .fi isalways
;oad to havej3 m romwd fer ve

o

W
t-d to a hck nox

” ®

of rock

B

B.afcrmt&*. !‘t&w&'a mum,page 16, wherem el
B h‘mm1o br. mh".MWM%JW}QWQ otnm’-_

~ the beginning of these negotiations our greatest wfé.culty e
. m been to meet Imnl'z dcfiuauq:m dmmd mt &rria.n

o5 t‘mu



forces be withdrawn from Palestine. We have now, with
,

very great effort, persuadedthe Syrians to agree to this,
I trust that this will not be undene by legalistic demands
about bread principles of sovereignty and administration
which in any case would be worked out satisfactorily in
the practical operation of the scheme..." 1 au sorry to.

gtate thut after having checked Dr. Bunche's letter of

26 Jm 19&.9, Iam unable to find thc cxtmt Mr, Tekoa

Fiml!y, as to She:passage ralorsad Yo §n the
 foot-note on page 5, Ihaveno recollection of the last

~ sentence, "It is not my job to decide whe is to blame for
;

thm boing no mgotiationa" and it thererornshould be

Kajo: General Vagn #mniks
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