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The Governmsnt of Israsl is much concaerned at the course

taken by the armistice nsgotiations with Syria. The -dele~-

gationg have now held four formal m3etings, apart from a
number 63 conversations oonductéd informelly,vand it has
gnfortunatély'baooma clsar thet the Syrien Government is
unwilling to agree tb the withdrawal of i1ts forces .occupying
Israeli territory. In the armistice negotiations with the
Lebanon, ths Government of Israsl accepted the principle
that the polltlcal boundary should rank as the armistice
demarcation line, although that line was not consistent

with the military situation then existing, and consequently
agreed to withdraw all its_forces from Lebanese territory.
This withdrewalwas promptly carried out in. accordance with
the terms of the armistice agreement. The negotiations
with Syria can make no progress unless thpASyrian Government

is prepared to accept ths same principle. At the present

moment the Syrian delegation appears to be using the
armistioe negotiations, and ths fact that Syrian troops are
on Israeli sdil, as & means of bringing‘pressura on Israsl
to egree to what are liable to become permanent alteratlons
in the frontier bGtWeon.the two countries. The Government
of Israel cannot agmes to qnythlng which is cﬂlculsted in
effect, to preJudlom the issue 1n this vital respoct and
Teels bound to insist upon the w1thdrawal of %yrlan troops

to. th@lr own territqry a8, An cssentlel conditlon for ths

conclusion .of an armlstice egreement Thu “oting Mediator

and his rapresentatives gave strong support to thls pr1n01ple
in the armistioe neaotlatlons between Israel and the Lebanon,

when it happened to operate in the 1nterests of tho Lebanon,
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and the Governument Bf“Israél hopss that the principle will
receive equally strong support now, although‘iﬁs'appiibétiOnfu
may not bevconvénient to the Government of Syria.

[Tt is their _/Government's declared intention of
mobilizing immediately twenty thousand additional men to serve
in the Syfian'armed forces, This mobilization is justified
by the %yrién'Pfémier on‘thb ground that a-dangerous situation
exists on the frontis r between wyrla and - Transjordan. My
Government, hOWever, inclines to the view thqt thls may
merely be a cover for new aggrcssive action oontumplatbd
against Isrsel, and tékes a rmost serious view of the fact
that a step of this kind should have been taken at a time
when armisticeAnegotiationS'are in progress and when a
peace conference is about‘to'begin This moblllzatlon of
twenty thouSand men ig also, in ny Governmsnt ! s view, a
serious violation of the terms of the truce.

Under th&se circumstancesg the Government of Igrael sess
little profit in discuosing a final settlement thh the
Syrian delegatiq@lat Lauvsanns . Although formally thisg has
~ perheps not been.stafed, it iS'nevertheless'patent that the
talks at Lausanne represent a post-armistics Stage in the
settlement of the Palestine problem. The Govérnmsnt of
Isreel is deternlned to explore every pOSSlblllty of
reaching a final peaceful settlement with the Governments
of Egypt, Transjordan and the Lebanon, with which it has
dur ing recent months concluded armisgtice agreemsnts. On
the other hand, so long as no progress l1s. invthe,present
armistice . negotiatlons between Israsl and yria; owing to the
Syrian Government's refusal to accept tls polltlcal boundary
as the armistice»demarcatlon line, the Israell delegation
to the Conference. at Qausanna will be instructed not to
enter into . oonversatlona formal or informal W1th the
representatlves of %yrla v o

My Governpment ‘would greatly ﬂpprecﬂate it if you would
use your good offlces with thoe Syrian Government to move that
Govurnment to a speﬂdy conclusion of the‘armistlce ne'gotis -
tions, such as would brlng about an amicablo settlement of the
guestion of armistice lines along that front and meke possible
the active inclusion of Syria in the cqnversat;ons at Lausanne.



