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Note by the Principal Secretary

rolating to the incidents between Isracl and Syria

Durjng the converéation which took place on the evening of 3 May
betwsen the members of the Commission and.the icting Chief of Staff, and
following a request By the Chairman, the Commission was informed“of the
real nature aﬂd the political implicationé of ﬂhe incidents between Syria
and Isrsel in £he area of Lake Huleh and Lake Tiberias.

The information given to the mambe?s of the‘Gommission by the

Acting Chief of Staff in the course of that conversation confirmed in,the

A

olesrest and most unequivocal manner the fact that a grave political
orisis between the two countries is ihvolved. The incidants in question

have nothing in ccmmon wmth those Wthh are oiten llablu to occur on a

frontier ss & result of negllgence, blundprs or &ven 111 will on the part

of local civilian cr military authoritles.

The Lake Hulenr case involves a situation provoked by considsrad

governmcntal astion based on a certain intefpretation of the text of the

Aprsistice Agreemsnt.,  The conflict behind thzse incidents concerns

nothing less th&n'ngddefinitioqwof the lepal status of the demilitarized

Zone, this zone as part of

The CGoverrment of Israel appears to consider
Tspasl territory and as such under Isracl sovereignty, with the sole

proviso that it iz a demilitarized zone. The Syrian Government dogs not

sgres with this 113 Drpretatlon of the text of the Armistice Agreement,

and the acting Caief of Staff also seams to think that the demlljtarlzed

sone should not be considered as Israel territory.



The difficultics involved in any territorial dispute ars aggravated
in this instance by the size of the zone. It would be illusory to
believe that elther of the partiss will be prepared to acéept an inter-
prutétion opposed to its own unless such interpretation is corroborated
by thé highest legal and political authorities.

Thié qugsiion, it is true, is at presont being considsred by the
Security Council. It would, howsver, appear desirable carcfully to
determine whsther théi‘faét can be-considered. as an adoguate reason for
the CommiséiBﬁ td‘feel reliesed 6f its respongibility as a body charged
by the Assewbly with the general task of assisting the parties to reach a
settlement of the political cquestions outstanding bstween them. It would
be difficult t& Justify a péssive and indifferent attitude on the part of
the Commission ﬁn the face of a crisis of such political importance, It
is not suggaested that thé Commission should -take any initiative towards
intervening in thé conf1ict; even an offer of its good offices would
probably be out of ﬁlace. The Commission would only be abl: to intervene
officially at the reques£ of the pertics or of the Sscurity Council.  The
Commission might, however, considur immediately, as a matter of urgency, |
 whether it is not desirablé‘to send a special Wprogress report to the
Secretary—Gencrél setting forth its views on the conflict, both from the
point of View of‘procedure and from the point of view of the substance of
thevproblem.

Naturally, in order to avoid implicating the Truce Supervision
Organization,‘the Commissioﬁ miéht state in'its‘report that thz case in
question, by‘reés6n of its mature and its origin, goes far beyond the
limits of & looal.inéident‘caﬁsed by'noh_éompliance with the clauses of the
;‘ArmistiCé Agreéménfly” Tt involves a question.of a political nature caused
by a disputé bétween two'governmentsy the settlemen£ of which would
require the éxaminétioﬁ'of extremely complex legal issuzs.  Ths negotia-
tions should be entrusted to & body properly qualified both politically
and legally. It'might even be consider:d nsccssary to ask for an advisory

.opinion of the International Court of Justice on the fundamental question
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of the legal status of the demilitarized =one.

The Commission might also consider drawing the attention of the
Secretary-General to the danger - of which the prescnt incidents are but
one manifestation - of prolonging a .mnporﬁry ragime such as that seb up
hy thg Armistlice Agrecsments. In this connection consideration might be
given to whether, simultencously with measurés to stabilize the presznt
ragime, a rovision of the armistice situation ought not to he contemplated
in ordeér to ¢liminate the possibility of such danger in the future.

Thers can, of course, be no guestion of the signature of a psace
treaty as such., Some sort of revision of the Armistice Agreements might,
however, be contemplsted, with partichiler reference to the territorial
clauses, with the object of eliminating the démilitarized zone, Whabtever
merits and sdvantages derilitarized zones may posscss in certain cases
(Covernment House and Mount Scopus are two notable examples, thore is
every reason to fear that, in this instance, if the demilitarized zone
between Israel anmd Syria is retained it will be a constant source of

Iriction and an obstacle in the way of better relations between the two

countrias,

T must note with regret that the Conciliation Commission hes not
been kept "informed of matters affecting the Commiseion's work under the

General Assembly resolution of 11 Decembar 1948W (Security Council rasolu-

tion of 11 August 1949).

In Aprjlvlast ysar, whan the Chairman of the Commission (Mr. de Boi-

sanger) visited Jerusalem, agresment was reached with Genaral Riley that

his reports to the Security Council would be communicated at the same time

to the Commission. This arrangement was cerried out during the Commis-

sion's stay in Geneva.
On 3 May, following thc intervisw between the members of the Gom-

mission and the Acting Chief of Staff, I asked thas latter whether he could

revive the arrangement made a y22r 2.0, and he replied in an evasive manner.

T consider this situation regretteble.



