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PRELININAKY OBgURVATICHS O ZEINEDDINE!S SPREA
AT TIE G35TH MEETLNG OF THE SECURITY COURCIL ON
10 HoVINEER 1083 (8/P.V.836) '
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; Thera is no methed of pleading & case thst;is_ucre
_j reprehensible than that of diatorsing facts to onéis 1lking
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i o  go that they may 1t into the desired cone_luai.onlf} '!h!a is .
i pracisely the mothod to which Zs ineddine riooreoafjalﬁordnyo
AN Tt He falsified the position of larael, misinterpreted and aven

. misquoted Bennlke, and minconotrusd the pi’pviaim ctﬁhl

B o
PALSIFICATION OF INRADL!S PORIZION B G L Vs

7eineddine suwusarised Israel's bosihio:f',ﬁi; Pollowas 3

% %o right on the par of Syris %o objedt &r sondent :

. o lsraellitae action. _ R PO

™o real authority of ths United nauou': Chisf of y
gtaff such as %0 maks them abide bY his desialonse ', ° : ] b

- Armistice Agraonent.
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e fyo restorantion of normal eivitisn 11rs ko the
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'?’?" g : ' pamilitarized Zone excoept to asgure Lts gpntroxw ;aruh 5
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A TR R R :
e "yo intsrnational rights of other sountries on the ;
e {nternationsl river. X ek it
"flo relavance of military coniidcntioﬁn iri én :‘
Armistice.’ e % i
®thig ia a aset of negotiations which laads to only
: one ponitive result. That result 1s tha possibility for :
Isrnel to act unilaterally in the vhole matter and %o proceed P
B in the Demilitarized Zono to take the Jordsn River away from !
At 15." (pago 6) fad :
déat) : ' 7 Ta : Ao :
ol ~ flehinu oach one of \those aistorbedly presented points

looms Syria's suprers uttﬂcmpt‘to underaine whatever in legiti~
matoly constractive in Article V of ths Armilstice Agresemsnie o
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Indeed, Zeinoddino'l firat ﬁsintu:oully refara %0
Israal!s refusal to subject development in &hn Damilitarised
Zone to.n dyrian veto alrsady judged in the past dy the
Security Council as illagliiimate.

7ainsddine’s secend point ia an utter :alairicntion
of Isrnel's attitude. Israel does not Question the Chief of
gtarf's authority. It is, howaver, fully entitled under
Arsicle V to exanine joinitly witthha Chief ug;atirf the late
tcr'a interpretations of his roaponslbllitien.'lhﬂ in case of
c&rrorencoa of opinlon to refar the dooiaion to approprate
organs of the Undted NMations, a8 indeed the Zsrael dov-rnnont
and the Chief of staff apresed %o do in the ennp ugdcr oonti-
deration. For quits obvious reasons, Syris 1¢;in6iroae;d to

begrudze Israal aven this slementary right undsr the Armistice

Agreemsnt am ceneral principlss of {nternaticnal lawe
Ao for the restoration of normal oivilisin life,

" Syria's attituds 1s well known. Her destructive demands %o

A

prevent the eatabllishmont of new settlements, the Hule dralnage '

work, and othar such devolcpmene of hha Dcmilitarlzed Zone is
recgorded in the offlelal documonta of uha Hixed Armistice
Cormission and the °eonrlty Couneil,

Zeineddina's fourth point refers o bhe quostion of
Jdordants bsing an 1nternnt19nnl rivers This has been dotlb
with at greatar length in my cbservations on the Syrian repreo~

sentative's previous spesch. ;'”““l R denied the



- legitinate rights of other atates to the Joruan., On the
gontrary, it has on & mmber of occasions, and in varicus
foruma, includini the Jecurity Counoil, expressed its wil-
lingneas to enter into discussions with the Hashemites Jordan
Kindom on ths problem of the Jordan river. Indeed, the
Jordan flowing from Iasrnsl into Haghemite torrikory, the

two countries are riparian ntuﬁes, and ahc Jordan

an international river as far as they uro ocncarnad. Byrln,
hovovur, is not a riparian atate and has no legislnato olaima
upon the Jordan as an 1ntarnutlona1 river. The faok that

the Frnnoo-nritiah Arroemoucs of the Binotoon r'nntiun acoom
Sertain »rights to Zyrlana to use Jordan vatorl does not alter
thln sifuntion. Thus, ia this poin® also, 2linaﬂdino not
only takes 1t upon himself to misinterpret Iarasl's position,

: bue also artfully velils the real design behina his misrepree
. santation - Syria's ambition %o becom & riptriun atate on the

Jordan, an ambition that oan only be fulfilled by terrifiorial
expanasion,

~

Zeineddine 1 guilty n this poxnt;or & rather inept

ii&or-ﬁienn' attempt to predent Israclts rejection of military hd?antlgu

335
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olaims a8 a view that military considerations lre irrelevant
under the Armistice Arreamant. Ws are quite prop-red to we-
aflfirn the understand ing axprossed in Artiols 11, paragraph B,
that the Agreemont waa dlotatsd oxclusiVely by military, and

not by politioal, considerations, If so, howevur, thare 14
hardly any justifloation for Syria's interference in the normal
eivilian 1ife of the Namilitarized Zone, or introdustion of
problems extraneoua to the Ammistics sush as the FrancosBpitish
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Agreements, or her thwarted ambition to bbvocndjl-ripuriun

atate on the Jorden fiver,

VARIARCE FROM BENNIRE'S POSITION

&) The Qifferencs batween Syriats atsitnde and
deneral Bannike's posltion, te which I drew attdntion in my
lagt memorandum, is also apparent in this spsach though‘

.~ %¢ineddine makes aure to declore thnt there sxista no such
differenca., On page ¢, he savs ) v ) =1

"1t appears, howaver, that there are no differences
of visw batwsen Hyria and the aompetent United Hations authoridy
in the area, ¥e taliove that General Dennike's decision, so far
as it zoss, i3 right. We hold, howsver, that 1% does not go far
enough’ to meet the natual circumstanceas " : :

This is undarstandable . Genorn;fnannikp.requ:ated
@ suspsnsion of wcrk until agreemens is r@iehnd, lnd,hik we
may be allowed tr interpret his 20 OGtobb§t1953 liﬁtir, until
dafinite obligati;:ns are entered into by iiri&l. syrh, of

o gourss, would have preferrsd that agreemsnt with her were made

® specific conditiocn of the project's sontinuation, General
Bennile can bo anid to be looking for a ialutian that woulda
permis the continuation of the projest 1;l§oeordannc vitﬁ ghn
Amistice Agreement; Syria would have lsknd to ses the projeot
8imply olassifted nn an infringement of thﬁ Agreement and
unequivooally bannsd by the cgiar of Staff without any pos-.

- 83biliky of finding an appropriate basia for its eontinuasion

within the existing frameworlk of hﬁa Armintice Agreoment .,

Genural Benniks rejuested a guspsnsion of work tpr an indefinite
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but linitad period of time (until apreemant is reached)}
7eineddine has made it clear that Syria wﬁnbs the suspension
%0 be definite and unlinmited. gyria, of écurass, $8ill hopes
her view that Coneral nennike's deoision aid not go tar'
enough woald be accephed by the gecurity Council, 'hieh, .
guch svent, inatead of guiding the Chief of staff Soward a
adluticn that he and larael are seaking, end inatesd of o B
eognising the request for auaponaian of work as & stage in a
normal progess of‘nlaririnntion and adjuatm«nt, would smes. 1h
1¢ the final cdevelopment that r-quirca noro conrirm-hion.- Iﬂ
woull rale cut of a request, Eho fulrillmnut of vhioh vnn as
dafined by feneral Bemnike in a letter ea Hre amrsu o
. 86 [eptember 1953, "ro facilitate the propcsnd elanring of

moot points, snd 1f nescesnayy, the exemination or thl 1nuuc
by the 3ecurity houncll” the unnatursl aolution or e probllm,

which thess congerned thousht of resolving by having & payth ¥
g‘ : v marked Out for then by the Security Ceuncll. | £ : l
.Iltlcl armod b) In hias previous spaech, zlinsddinc misquoted -
,§ oroon ln.DoZ-ocneral Pannlko'a rafarsnce to the :onesbneuming a wasteland

unlese definite chlizations were onbaraa into 13p¢nsnrc supply

5 ; of water for irrirantion. This time, he miaineo rets a pas~
g ' sags out of the Chief of Staff's letter of 20 catober 1053 in
an efrort to ncors o point by proving khat Iur-ol'a foreen

}
Eig ~ " pave entared the meilitarlzed Zons 1in viclnticn of the

Armistice Agreement. On page 9308 he statest
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Mwhy 1004 Isrnel bring in its para-military forcoa
to the demilitarized zons? Deneral Bennike referred to that
when ho zuids : ' _ 4

tInranll workuen have orossed it.ho build: the dyke

in.the woatorn branch of the river, thair power
shovels, placed in the river bed and also on Aradb
lnnd, heve piled up boulders and soil on 16 {thase
have baon to dnte removed to & largs extent)j heavy
nachinery has ovarturnsd the groundy tres#a have
besn fallsd,.! ; e ' ey

And then he comes to he most important alement of
ttab quotation whers he mayst - e T 208

tIsrnall police guarding the sitc hava usod In old
Arab mill as a bivounc,!® ; ‘_ j' e

The isrmell police to 'hich Gonorll Bannika rurarl
are local peclice cf the Mislmar nlytrdon police lﬁltlm. . The
Acting Chalrman of tle Mixed Armiutiao 0cunisl£on lont  nege
sage ¥o the Jenler Iarnsl Nolsgate on 4 September 1081
requesting ths remeval of the police rrcq. the Demilitarised
Zona, After he had racelived oxpl&nntionu?}ugnrdihg the afe

fifation of the peclices with the local polﬁb' itntion_.in the
Demilitarizad Zone, the Acting Ohairman formally ii.tthﬂru the
measage on '7 feptember 1081. 81noo then no rcaervltionn hlvo
. been made by tha Chlef of Staff ooneornzna 4he prunenco of
the plice in the aores. fianoral Bannike uaﬁ.u his statement .~

only %o demonstrats that some use was mada by Infnciis of

[




Arab land., Teinsudins seizos upon it for sngirely unholy
purposen,

@) #han cemvaniont, Zsineddine ignores completely
Osneranl Dannike'n findinge, #s in the questicn of Arabecwned
land, inventigated thouroughly by United Nations sbservers,
ﬁrtar Syria had transnitted to them all the olaims lﬁd alleged
land titles. a

d4) On onye 26, Zeineddine aayst

“The map ahows some Arab mills, which sre 8slled -
abandoned mills. One might be led to belleve that those - -
»ills had been abanroned by their cwners and ceased. to opsrate
a long time &yo. It is fitting, however, to explain that theaze
mills were only recently in oparation, in his now of 24
sSeptember, Mr. Sharett referred to one of them a8 not% being
operativa for a long time.  HWe thus opposed his viewa % these
of General Bsnnike on the matter. The fRef 13 that these mills
weres only latoly abandcned eithsr becmuse theiy osmers wers . -
driven away or becanse the Isrselites had deatroyed ths dama
tn %he Jordan river which channeled the waters to these mills
and furnished thenm with motive powar." ] : »

However, feneral pennike's views. ave iéﬁiﬁhﬂﬁ dife
farsnt from thoss suzgested by the Syriin raprouontaéivs. In
his lotter of 20 Uctober, he dsslarsds :

"gg I had indiceted, my investigation on 14 September
had beon 'rapid?! and I hncd accepted She explanation given to
me as rersly 'plausible’s I am now in & posision to sommenty
both on ny staterent end on your observatlons conserning 1%«
Your observatlons are corrsct with regard Lo one of the two
mills. On the othor hand, the other mill, Tahunat Hajmal es
Subh, hes been in opsration thia season”. (3/3128, page 7)

The Tahunat Rajmad es Subh dppears on the map end

¢ ¢

18 not marked as abandoned,
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— he Nigzhts
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HISINTERPRETATIONS 4f THY ARMISTICH AGCREEMEZNT :

Syria's prinnipal aim in her Armibtieo relationa
is %o creats for Haraelr by pregsurs, niuintorprotaticn and
repertad dabnte in the Sacurity Ponnoil, & status within the
pemllitarizad 7caa that was clearly denied her at the signing
of tha Armistice rvraamant,. .
Overestimating the unawnraness of thosa:aoncorned,
nainaddine resorta himself %o a sinple methed, He preasnta

the equalization nf Iareel and Syrianrights in the Demilitarized

~ Zons a3 & postulats (pp. 39, 41). Oné¢s ha haa done thﬂﬁ, he

procaeda to eriticize Israel for not sharing in his falsification
of tha Armistics Acresnent.
The fachka ares
1) Artfcls V prants Syrian no more rights in the Denmi-
litartized Tone than she has by virtus of other
Articlas in non-danmilitarized tarritery on the Isrsel
alds of the internaticnal border.
2) T.. "aplenatory Rote of Dr., Bunche's makes 1%

- glaar that Jyrin has no statis whatsocever in the
Damtlitarized Zone, The Yots rofnrn'to Iarasly
oiviltans and Aranb, not Gyrlan, civilians, s apeaks
of Iarnnll vllinqon and Arab, not Syrian, villages,
The ol¥1l administration is to ba by Isreella and

Arabs, not by Israelis and Syriana.
Az I dencribed in greatsr detail in ny note of



26 Oetobsr 1053 on "Agresment with Syrim," the

Lo Me Lareadeer Hz40
Syrian dmlegnticqﬂdid mak67;n unsucoesnsful attempt

to slininate tha diaginction between Israel's and
Syria's nositions in the Zcne by suggeating that the
tern %Isrnell civilians®™ should be substituted by
"Jewinh cilivians® ete. It 1a significant that it 44a
not evan proposed to modify "Arab sivilians® to "Syrian
e1vilisns." Tha bond between the Zons and Israsl and s
the abeance of 8 bond batween Syria and the Zone was
thua realized even by the Syrian delegation. The
enly way to aqualire Israel’s and Jyria's atatus in
e ons waa nel hy sugpgesting to Iintroduse fiyria into
he danlen of the Nenilitarised Zone by/by eliminating
Iarnel,
3) Tha =moat important avidencs ot»tho @lear under-
standinc that yrie has no status in the temilitarized
zens *hilla Jeranl does, is to be found in ths following
parezraph ef I'r, Dunche's latter of 20 June 1948 to
Er. Oharetty

"I oall attention to the fact that In the Isrmeli=-
Trens=Jerdan Armistlee Apreemant, in Article vV, para-
graph ¢+ and in Artiels VI paragraph 2, the armiatice
demarcatleon llnes agreed upen involved shanges in the
then axliating truce lines, and that this was dons in
both canes without any queaticn haing raised as to
goversinnty over or the final dispositicn of ths ter-
ritory lInvolve:l, It waa taken for grantsd by all

csoncernad that this was a matter for finel pesce
sathlonont. The same applles to the proviaion rﬂgcgho

e B2 A0 18, *RRe GV RE AR IAITRS L G R0mERE




tifficulty has besn %0 mseh Iarnel's unquallf led

demant thut syrian forcon 08 Witharawn 1rom raiestins.
g [1uve now w VoI« Iroat o orn rsuaudoa aQ

Nl re - ange
WOLUlL DO WOrKel Out BALISIACLOrLL1Y il OO DrACGLORL
QnOTE LA0R 0L S/ acnerid .

he above paragraph does not appesr, for obvious
reaannd, in Zr. Puncha's latter sent at the same time

te the  Xinistorfor Foreign Affairsa,

4) It 3in the Chairman, and not the Hixed Armistice
Cermissfon on which 8yria 18 representsd, that is
respensible for ensuring the 1mplam;nuncion of Article
Vyse Thin has hean the suthopitative interpretation
throvphout, ne reported by General Riley %to the
Sacurity Councll on 81 xerch 1951 (8)9049, pege 1)

and ro?tarﬁtnd on scveral cacmsions in sessafons of

tha Yixart Armistics Comission and Inlaorroapandoncg"
hatwaen the Chairman and Inruel, Th; feocurity Council
Kesolution of 18 May 1951'mukna apacific provision

for this exception %o the powers of the Armistice Com~
mizanion (ploase sos my note of 23 Nutobsr 1053 on
"Inrnei'n refasal to debate in the MAC 4uestiona of

Clvilirn Life2 in the Nemilitariged Zens™),

Jelneddine sutmits on thias qusation a not very ef-

feotive/woven weh of fraudulent sasumptions.

*oustond tan®

The lfzonm in sufflclently ilmportant to him $to jJoin

one distortion to annthar. Ha tlavotsa considerable space

(pp. 20=39) to allare that the reforence im dr. Eban's speech
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at the 633rd meoting of the Security CQunoillﬁd the Shairman
of the Mixed Armintice Cormission os "oustodian of private
intoreots of tle inhubitants of the Demilitarizad Zone (u/P.V.
638, pace 35), atlpnels #lo edoption by Ia;aal of a new theory
that the Chairsen ie "the custodian of the righss of Syria
and tha Arabg, while not beceadng the custodian of the Iarnelite
authoriting and the Terneliteg,M" Avcording to Zeinsddine,
"Izrnel sneks to deform and dsnature the authority of the
United Hnti-nn Cl:lef of SEnCf with o view to gubstitubing 1%
with eun nuthority of 1ta cwn which ke Goes not possess®

It Is &o ba obsarved that Ye, Lban mads no mantion

vhatsoever of the Chelrmenta beling oustodisn of 8yriats rights.

‘Cnee arnin we heve czusht 7aineddine employing the dubious

mothod rf exprmasing chinsctiona o a theory whose disﬁorted
deseription in 1trelr fpporrs to tale for granted 8yria's
unfoyndad claina, '

Ae for the nubstance of the refarsnce o the Chairman
&s custodlian of privets inierests of the inhabitanta of the
Femilitnrinad one, thiag faseription portraya exactly the .
enrdlnal responsitllity of the Chalrman in thre Cemllitarired
7cne.

The bipg fellacy of preasenting Syria as peasessing -
& status within the Penilit&rﬂged Zene, lesds to amellap theugh
no less omincua AJetortions. He thus referas to ths Denmilitarized

zone ag on "Arab <ron” (pepe 4) mnd "a buf'exr” zone, ) concapts

entirely forafun to the Armiatics Agreesment (page 42),



I turn now to the basic lssues of Arab land, water
use, the invooation of the I'ranco~Rritish treatiss, military

advantage and the Hule precedent,

ARAB LAND

_ “einndidine repeats the olaim volced by him at the
pravious meeting that 99% of the land in the Demilitarized
Zons 1s Arab-owned. 1 maede some first comments regarding that
claim 1n ny ohaervations on Zeineddinse's preceding speeche I
en sti1ll swaiting Infermation on“this matter from Israel.

718 story about burnt land titles (pages 85¥35) is
aimply ludicrous. I!'ad thers really exiated any additicnal
rightful titlss %o land, the Syrian repregsentative coculd have
easlly had them confirned in the Safad Iand Regdstry Offlce
throu~h {Jenaral RBenniks. Indeed, we cre awars that uom; of
the clains to land-cwnerahip in the Demilitarized Zone, sub=
mitted to den:ral Pennila by Syrian representatives, were
founid to be fidtitioua after an inveatigaeion by United Nations
observers. Cne n' thase claims to an filand in the Jordan
river-bad was dilapcsed of in his lotter of 20 Ostcber. The
General raported that the examination of the filea of the
relevant land Reglstry Office had proved that the island does
net appear on tha Safad landnmnp or lnnd.booku (dmting back
$o0 the ¥andatery period), and the Arab refugees who slain
ownerahip hava produced no titlea, This frauvdulent claim was

imposad upen en=ral Tennike Irmedistely upon the cormencement



WATER ULG

of the project. The Hyrinnas asserted that the island wes
Arab-owned snd hacame flocded immedimtely after the con=-
structicn of tha temporary dam in the Jordan priver-bed, Their
aim was to psrsua:e fTenernl Bormike in the light of this
agoertion to ban the project on the grounda that it iInfringed
upon Arab land, Although tﬁa Chiaf of 3taff, in all his
innococenge of Jdyrian mnthoﬂs,jtruaq;;hn:uyrian claim, he did
not oonsiﬁar the allegerd flooding of the 1aland as suffiscisnt
cauan to request the cessation of work, Hs asked only that
workf;g on the da= should stop. (Gsneral Bennike s letters
to Ur. Gytan and 3pgan Aloof Shalev on 8 September 1963).
SBoon enough i1t hecame clesr that the island was not flooded,
and that, in any cnse, 18 ia not Arab owned. i '

foneral Rennike has already learnt a significant
leason in the cnsm of the fSyriesn olains regarding Arade-
omeaid~lnnd as well as in the cass of the watsrenills. In
aprarent ochlivion, the fyrian representative now imposes the
pame daceptions upon the Sacurity Council.

1t 1a to bs noted that the descripsion of Arab-owned
land on tha map submitted by ﬁa, roflsats precisely the con=

clusicna of lensral Pennike!s inveatigation in thias mattor.

\]

Thatevor may be the exsct area of land irrigated by
Jordan water, the fundamensal issue 18 not the slze of the land

byt the quantity of water raquired.
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It was an United NMaticnas survey in 10B), under the
Chairmanship of Celonsl Taxis and nibh“tho participation of
3yrian represantatives, that established that the uteiha farm
would require only lég.of the volume of Jordan water. There
would bhe no prohlom whatsoover to enaurs thia amount of water,.
for lnstanoa by conatruating a zpesial reservoir which would
always remain f11llod with a guff{icient volums of Jordan water,

‘ (k hnve requested information on the area of land ir- o
riratad by Inrﬁmlia by meansg of Jordan water as comparad with
the land Airrizsated by ayrians;) o '

¥ith regard to Zslneddine!s psrformencs as a defender
of the TVA schame, there ia of scurss the lettar received from
Kesars., Dashore, Savags, and Wolman that could be mede use of
in rebuttal.

The diverting of water frem the Jordan into the B'not Yanrkov
Canal ahd ita utilination for goensrating power would ncithcf
diminish the volume of water nor changs the direction of its
flow. The saro amount of water would continue to flow bstween
the Hple and Loke Tiberims. I¥ would always be tapped, as 1%
can bo today, for use in the TVA or any othor regional project.

fowevar, it hardly behoves ths Syrian representative
to remort Lo such antics as he does whon speaking of the ragional
gohare, It was only a weak ago that the Syrian dovernment
joinsd other mambers of the Arab Leagus in condemming the TVA

schere and yo uzing te parsicipate in any joint project with

Israel,
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1t was the Syrian fovernment thet concluded an agreement with
tle Jordan Jovermment providing for the diveralon of the Yarmk
river in a mannsr dopriving Iarrel sattlements of watesyr mod by
tham for ths ﬁnat 26 yemrs, Iarael, 1%t 1a to be recalled, 1is
a riparian state on the Yermuks Syria 13 not & riparian state
on the Jordan.

gyria's reprassntative now solemnly declarest

"whanaver a watsr GOX'29 has international implication
we do not proceed %o use tlese wators by unilateral action” (p.de).

Yo, it was Syria who, desplte strong proteats from
Israsl, deprivet ILaraal cultivatora of large quantities of
water flowing in Wadi Duffila from Syria into Isrsel, north of
Lake Hule, ant then completely divnrtdd the vniﬁrs.or the strean

into Syrian te "ritory,

THR FUAHCO=-BRIT 181 ACREEMENTS

Zeineddine Invokes this time the mgreements of 1633,
1023 amd 1928.

Tha 1623 instrument is in fast "The Final Report on
the Nannrcatlon of the Frontisr bstween the Oreat Lsbanon and
syria on the One 7ide, nnd Palsatine on the Other Side, from the -
Mediterransan 3an to Tl Hamme (in the Lower Valley of tha Yarmuk)
in Fursuance of Artlcles 1 and 3 of the Conventfion of Paris of
Docember 23J, 1920," N

Thia repcrt wna annsxed to the "Uxochange of Notes
Conatituting an acresnent botwaen the British and French
covernments Respecting the BJoundary line hetween Syria and

palestine from thn “fediterranisn to X1 Nemme. Paris iarch 7, 1923%
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The 1072¢ acaoord isg "Agreement (1) of Good Reighbourly
Relatlons Coneludad betwesn the British and Frensh Governments
on behnlf of the Tearritoriss of Palestine, on the onse Part, and
on behall' of ‘iyria and firaat Lebanon, on the Other Part,

Signed at Jarusalom, February 2, 1026."

The azresrsnt whldh he does not mention specifically
is the "Frlnco—nrittnh Convantion on Certain Points Connected
with the Eanﬂn*ae for Syria and the Labanon, raleatine and
KResopotamia, Airned at faris, Decenber 23, 1920.

' Thers wna no provision in the Syrinn Yandate that
would have bound indapandent Syria automatically to treatles
goneluded on her behalf b France, (Neithor was thorefpro-
vision of this kind in fha 'alestine Nendate,)

''''' The position of Iarmel on thia problem is &hat "ig
eould be gald that on the basis of the generally recognized
prineiplen éf iIntarnational law, Israsl whioh wag a new
internsticnal personality, wana not aucrmatically bound by the
treatles to which Palestine hed been a perty and that its

v e

future treaty ralntions with foreign powers were %o be regulated
directly betwaen Iorrel and the forelgn powers ocncernsd." (See
Israel's reply tc s jusstionnaire on the Law of Treaties from
the International Law Cosmlasion, A/cl.4/19, 23 Harch 1950,

prze 49), This conslusion waa appllod in prectice in bilateral
‘agreements coneluded by Isrrel with various powsera, and in
Israel'a accedins de novo to a number of international conven-

tions repardless of whether praviously Paleatine wag formally
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party to them or whather in some other way their provisions
had been maca applicable to Falestine.  8yria, & party o
aome of thesa conventionas, never ralsed any prohlems regarding
the appronch adcpted by Iarasle

Wa are unaware of any official pronouncamant on the
part of Syrin %o the effect Lhat treaties oonsluded by France
or by tha French Hanidatory Adninlstration are autormtiorlly
binding upon Syrin teday. '

In fact, 1t has not been made olear by Ze fneddine
even whether Syrin ectually considers herself bound by the
treaties of 1025 nnd 1526, and doss not confine her call to:

their implemantation to Israsl abono.

. lowever, if Syrin's positlon is, in faet, that

these troatiss ara velid, not by virtue of an ad hot hgracnonc
with Isresl, or a specific cormitment by Israsl, but on the
basis of the theory that the oblipatlions of the Mandatory
Administrations devolvs antomatieally upon Isrsel and Syria,
Syria shoald be bound aqually by other treaties between
ralestine and Oyria nuch as the trade agreements and customs
conventiona,

Syrin'a ralations with Israel in facd and in law
show no indicaticn whatsocever that the adoption of such a
positicn eenld be entnrtained at all by the Syrian Goverrment.
Thers ia anothar quastions whiah 7aineddins i1a sompellerd to
face If he supasata thnt the Security Council should seriously

conaider his invoeatinn of the Pranco=-Aritish treatles. Syrin,



1ike all cther membars of the Arah League, conbinuen to

maintain that she 18 in a stats of war with Israel, Tha \
effact of war on treaties 1s sither to suspend or terminate

thalr valldity bmtweon the helligerants. Syria has heen

g1ilty of 1llesltinately applying this principle to the extent

of refusing co-oparaticn aven within the framework of 4 V
humanitarian and tsoclinicel eonventions to which both she and

Isrnal are pertiss.

The ~ore ona dslvaes into the sikuabion Syria has
oraated and mintalilned of hsrf;;iitiun, the more one bescomes
convincad the% “sineddine'as referoncea to the Frnnno?nritiah .
Acreements was another arrogant athtempt to mizlead the Council,

Indded, Syria cannot demand the implementation of
the treatles by Izrael without accepting the conaéquoncos of
guch a dermarul wilth regard to herself,

: Hor 1a she entitled to inioue certain parta only of :
the trentiean. TIhs Intagrity of internaticnal treaties is =
fundamental principle of treaty law,

Ycraover, she 1is not in a position to assert that the
rights of individuals recognized in %the above.trentios remnain
in forcs even when the treaties themsslves do not oblig@ta any
longer the sliinatory partiea. The agroements in question are
internaticnsl trenties of & distinoct political nature and it is
obvlious thnt a Fartyyy, and partfcularly its nationals, are
not antitled te inveke only certain of their provisions against

tha other terty 1f the treaty sz a whole does not remain in foree,



The rights of individuals, recognized under the
Franco-"ritish treatios, though they may have exiated prior
to the International arresmente ars not indepeniant of them.
Otherwise 1t would not have bean neceseary to contract mm
e specifioally.on them.

Inless Zsinadiding dnclares that Syria no longer

‘oonaidnrs herself in a atate of war with Iarael, that she
recognizes ss verli} all international apreementsa betwaen
Faleatine and 8yrin, or that she deaires to give specific
and particular recc-nition to ﬁho Franco-British dgresnents,
the rafarences to the arreementa in the feourity Couneil ean
be conaldarern ué nothing but defiant abuses of the raticnality
of nembars cf the Jacurity Council. ‘

in any avaont, should there be agreermond on all sides
that these treaties are to ba glven application, it i evidens
that the Bfnot Yaakov Canal Projeact woult not in any mamner
whaiscevear be contrary to them. Indeed, one of the baato
purposes of thesn tranties wns the—desivre to prevent that the
Jordan Rivear should rine itiself in any nends within Syria's

roalm,

AILITARY ADVANTAGE

Zalneddina hardly adds any new arpguments on this
matter,

iz main contontion 1s besad cn "the control of the
couras of the river and tha rosaible use of the canal to be

mads by Israel sn a nillitary Cactor,"
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It is probably necessary to dispesl oo and for all
*@%% 11lusiona about the valus of the Jordan nsba military
obatable today.

Zeinaddine uccoptad in his laat speach, ocur view-

point that the canal wou:ld constitute an additional obstacle
He loew Hut On Hr
(page 6 of nmy cbaervatlons.) p F ’ (/' f,/

The renmalnling question is the allaged uontrol by
israsl of the Jordan watara @3 & result of a diversion of a
lnrge voluae {nto non-demilitarized territory. It is %o bo
reacalled, con thils point, that there is & ohaln-of canals on
the esatorn bank of the Jordan diverting water into fiyrian
territory. These canals divert an inccmp«rnbly smaller amount
s of water than the 3'nct Yaukov Canal, howaver the principle is
the sarme. Thias bocomes eviéent when it 1s realized that by
widenins or despening tiese canala, the volume of water chan-
neled through them could be sonsiderably increanged. The
principle 6f control ls thus another ¢onvenisnt fabrication
by Syria. The only issue arlsing from an\Iareeli sompany's
undertaking what the Syriane are alresdy doing, 1s A, questicn
of the volume of water dlvsrted not the principle of diversion
cut of the Demilitarized Zenes This, however, is a technical,

quantitatlve problem which muu? be solved on the basis of the

‘water requiraments within the Demilitarized Tone.
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It appsars also nscessary to point out the
sophistry in the interchangeable reforences of
7aineddine to Articls II and #» Article V, General
Bennilke made 1t c.ear in his letter of 20 Ootobcr that
he aooéjg;ue his examination of the Lasue on Artisle 1I,
paregraph 1. Zelneddine cannot deelare arbitrarily that
the provislonas of that erticle apply £2§ the Demilitarized
Zons only and thmt such nilitary ndvn;tagoa as "training
more troops, bullding up crmazents, establishing industrles /
for increasing the military potential, and the 1iks, are
. not under discussion.,”
(p«43) Article 11, 1 dcos not draw such & dintinction,
and the 8yrian repressentative is hardly ontitled to do
that simply in order to rebut Nr. Bban's arguments.
eineddine is also precludad from extending e
concepts of Article II to interpxet the provisions of
Article V, Article V is very apecific and olear when 1%
states that tho Demilitarized Zone has been defined with
a view toward separating the armed rorcoa\b: the two
partieas, The Article deoss not confine itaelf to the
general definition and dsacribes how the separation
should be =ffsctsd in tﬁe Demilitarized Zons, Paragraph
Bea Of the Article declaros "interdisfs " eennall be
"establizhed as a Demilitarizad'Zono from which the armed forces
of both psrtiss ashall bLe tbtnlly oxciudod, and in which
no activitles by mllitary or para-military forces shall

be permittad,”
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An attempt toO rend into this dorinihioﬁ
any other concepts su:ch as thovmilitary value of the
gone to tha Pnrties'is entirely unfounded.

The only anthoritative and binding definition
of the npmilitarizad character of the gone is that
odntaingﬂ in the above paragrnph B a., 1t is this
paragraph of Article V thnt dotorﬁiﬁca the perticular
featurss of the Lamilitarized Zonse other parngrlpha
do nnt refer exclusively to that zone.

Thus it cannot ve ignored that the full
vext of parapraph 270l Article V 18t '

ny, 1In pursuance of the spirit of the gsecurity
Council regolution of 10 November s the
Armiatioce amarcation Line and the pDamilitarised
Zona have besen defined with & view toward
separating the armed forcea of the gwo Parties
in such manner as %o nininize the possinility of
friotion and incident, while provigding for the
gradual restoration of normal civilian 1ife in
the area of the pemilitarized Zone, withoud
projudice to the ultimate gettlement.”

Not onl7 the namilitarin-d Zone, but the
pemarcation Llne {taelf, has been dafined with & view
to ssparating the armed forces of the two Parties.
Would Zeineddline agrea thet whers there is no
penilitarized Zone along the pemarcation Line, the

ration of the armed forces would
principle of separati™:
prevent the addition or the elimination, in non=
demilitarized tarrttorg,i errain faatures whioch may

pe of military value?
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Then, there are also the defcnu;vo Zones
which as far as their nilitary agpsctas are csonocerned
vary only 1in 8t dgoree of dcmilitarization from the
Demiliterizeq Zona.  Is Syria prepared to recognigze

"Israel's right to veto the construction of Ganals

in thege large areas of Byriif"

sontinued
(Halsh precedent and Syrian conseny)



THE HULE PRECERDENT

Zelneddine lints seven "fundamentsl differences"™
.botnoen the drainage of the Hule and thnln'not Yaakdv Canal
Project-(pp. 18-17).
1) "First, the nuls drainage of 1951 does not divers
- the waters nor does it sanalyze the river into
- Isrnel-held territory, away from the Demilitarized
AONE where 1t separates the two sldes. The preasng
project clearly diverts the water" (p. 18). :
In additioniﬂ to what has already besn said adbout the _
technical aimilarities between the work in the Demilitarized
Zone on the present canal projeat and the work in the Demili-
tarized Zone incident tp the drainags. of Hule, 1t eould in
truth be stated that tho main result of the diversion of water _
into non~-demilitarized territory, opposed today by the syrians,
that 1s Israel's control over ths flow of the Jordan, obtains
in the Hule drainage problem as well, Indeed, the drainage
of ths Iule awarps is being carried cus by means of the aonstrug=~
tion cf a serica of canalas outsids the demilitarized mone. The-~
canala would g it Isresl the sare kinq‘or oontrol over the
"Jordan watera as the pressnt canal would, Syriats objecticns
to Isrsel's control over thae Jordan waters msulbing from the
diversiocn in the vicinity of the Bfnot Yaakov Bridge are either
consciocusly or 1nadvertontlx devold of all appreeiation of the
a1rend5 exlisting situation which is that along large seatdrm of
its courae the Jordan flows already through non-denilitarised
Israel torritory. The real 1lssus facing the Security Couneil
teday 1is not whother 3yria 18 justified in raising objections

to Isrnelta mcquiring control over the Jordan, but whether
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in spits of the control Israe) ia in a position to sxercise
already, an Isrnell oompany 1a to be prevented from engaging

in & project for nalking benef10ial use of the Jordan vaters,

2) "3econd, the military and other eonsequances of
the lule scheme take place almost completely
oitalde the Nemilitaricedn Zone smA not insids the
Lenilitarized Zoney that is, they take place in
Inreel Y-hald territiatly. . It 1s evident, therefors,
that the diverailon of the Jordan destroya ons of
the very fundamental objects of the Armistice
Acresmant, namely, the Demilitarized Zone." (p, 1s)

Tho following atntemanﬁu nads by Syria in the Seourit, :
Council ocould wnidcubtedly £1% into Zeineddine's pronouncements ‘
ragarding the N'neot Yaalooy project. They ware nede, however,
by Paris El-Ihour! in 1951 and refer to the IMMule works, #

"I have already explainaed that in Fabruary last the
Palestine Land Development Company, under the
authorlty of the Isranel (overnment, atarted gigantis
works in the Demilitarized Zone ," IB/P.V. 641, p. 10)

"The project is to be ccnducted in e demilitarized
gons, Ih a tarritory not under lsrasl domination, a
torritory administered undsr the provisions of an
Internaticnal convention conoluded by Syria and Igread
under the auspicen of tha Becurity Counsfl, 1 staff
of ohsorvers was appointad by the Unitead Rations and
sharged with the task of controlling the arsa, whei
neither Syrian nor Israsl soversignty exists, This
showa that neither party aould exaeroise the authority
to undertake suah large and smaill enterprises as wide=
ning and daepsning the bed of the Jordan River betwsen
liuleh an¢ Tiberias in the demilitarized zone using
lend belonging to other, withoust having provioualy
obtalned the sxplicit Rocord of the othey signatory

# The complaint submitted by Syria to the Becurity Council wasg
Al

"Viclatliona of the Censral Armistice Agreemsnt (gtap-
ing ang centinuing operstions fop draining the Huleh
awamps within the demilitarized zone against the wishegs
of ®wyria, Arnb lendowners and United Nations Super~
visers, thus viclating repeatedly the terms of the
hrmintics Arresment and defying ths recommendation

and advice of the United Rations Supervisers, )"
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to the Armistics Agreement and the authorization

of the United Nationa reprssantatives supervising

the arplication of the Agreement and administering
ths demilitarized zone whers ths drainage operations
were to be conducted, and bsfore having ocbtained

the free ccnssnt of the owners of the « The
gonsent of nme of these three elsments waas obtained.®
(3/p.v, 6541, P. 11)

M,eedyria 1s a signatory to the General Armistice
Agreserent and cannot permit so great an anterprise
to be worked out within the' demilitarized zone with-
out jts beingz conaulted." (8/P.V. 541, p. 13)

"It is not & mattsr only of draining the awamps. _
It 13 a matter of work being done in the demilita-
rized zone and, further, the demilitarized Zone
wculd be affectsd by the reault of the drainage to
such an extent that the interests and position of
Syria weculd be endangerad. Had this work besn
outside the demilitariszed zone and in Isrsel ter-
ritory, no one would have objested. I is not a
natter of seven acres, it 1s & matter of the reaction
e on 8yrian interests in the demilitarized zons, and
Syria could never accept the ignoring by Israsl of
the fact that it 1s a so=signatory to the Armistice
Agreement., ‘

"The worlt 1s teing carried on in t -he demilitarized
gone, and the sovereignty of this territory has yet
to be dacided, Syria is elaiming rights within the
demiliterized zone, and that work might change the
situation. The demilltarized sone was oreated to
act as & buffer zone between Syria and Isrsel, in
order to prevent any collision between the two
belliperents during the psriod of the Armistice
Avrecmsnt, This buffey zone sertainly would be
affected by the drainage work. The effsct of the
buffer zone would be weakened, and a collision might
then very esasily ocosurs« A confliot would be irminent,

.and 3yria would be obliged to establish great forces
there." (3/P.V. 547, pa 28-29)

Soms of thesas sxpressic‘ml are almost identical in
substance and form with Zsineddine's argumsnts: They 1llustrate
alearly that although it wana known that the Nule swamps them-

selvas are situatsd outsids the dsmilitarized gpne the main
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1gsue was then, as it is today, the work and its sffect within

the Zone .

3) "Third, the liuls projsct does not make it posalble
for Isrnelites to use the watsrs of the Jordan in
Israel for irrigaticn and other purposes. Israsl
nipht says MHers 1s the present project and its
purposas as pressnted by & map. We have much
questioning regarding the map and will offer infor-
mation which the Isrselite representative has noy
revanlad,” (p« 17)
It 1s, of course, incornect to say that the Hule
project dces not anvisage the utilizatlon of the waters drainec .
fyron marshes for irrigation purposas. The eanals in construction
at present to the north of the demilitarised sone would serve
not only for the channelling of the Hule waters down into the
Jordan river-bed, but also for irrigation of gultivable land,
It i3 to be recalled that the primary purpose of ths B'not
yaakov Canal projeat 1ltself is first of all the generation of
hydraulic power and then only irrigation. ' '
In fact, 1t ia really irrelevant to eompare the mothodi
bp which the water would be harnessed in the respective project- .
Ye ares concerned with the effaats of ths worka and nod with g
gheir technical operatlon. ‘ N
1t =ng made olsar in the deabate of 1081, as it 18
beinz emphasized today, that thile ths immediate issues are
specific projects, the background of the debats ia the question

of tha possesaion of watey sources and the divarsion of surplus

water into arid zones.



4) "reurth, the Huleh project has hardly any inter-

. national implications when compared to the pressnt
case, %'e implications of which are exceeadingly great.
That ig the roason which led lir, Eban to dlscard so
erphationlly international obligations involved in
tha present cass."™ (p. 17)

Syria apparently thought otherwlse in 1061 and ever
ﬂainco then. If taken litorally, the above atatement would
slgnify almost the abandonment of 8yxia's traditional attitude
on Hule. It 1s remarkable to what lengths zeineddine is prepar °
o go to aclisve # striking argumentative #ffect, sven ir 1t is
to be of shorid dugation onlye : | -

§) "Fifth, the Hulsh project do#s not affect, to a
large degree, the acquired rights of irrigation
in tlie demilitarized zone and in Syrian territory.
To the extent that the flood gmtes of the Muleh
projsct affected irrigation, Isreel was compelled
ol e to stop work on them, as Censeral Bennike mentioned
. in his report, and sven General Riley decided to
stop them., In fact, the trial of these gates
amounted to & desremss, by about 70 per cent, of:
the watsrs going into the Butaha region in Syrian
tarritory. The Jordan, in the cases now before ths
gouncil, ia the lifa-lino of the demilitarized sone
and nlso of ths area in asouthern Syria which 1a
watered by 1t. Its diversion to Isrsel, whare no -
ons can really tell what would lmppen to 1ts waters .
once they are diverted, creatss serbus ccnaequences
the first of which would be the control of the
waters by Isrsel."

On 17 April 1651, Faris Khouri stated:

"The fourth reaason for which 8yria eannot remain
tndifferant to the project of Ruleh drainage 1s
that despening the bed of the Jordan River Would

e : render impracticable - or rather impoasible -
the irrigation of Arab lands now watered by the free
flow of the river through lands dsrived thsrsfrom,”
(s/P.V, 541, p. 13)




With ragard to the ohecking-gates souyth of the
Binot Ysakov bridga, three Iimportant facts have to be noted.

e) The entire problem of the shecking-gates must
be considered agalinnt the baokéround of Israel's donalstent
poliey of avoiding any action that could prejudice the supply
of watar to the RButeiha Farm, Thia applied to the Butsiha
lands as & whole nearly ell of which are situated outside the
demiliterizad zona. Isreel's obligations under the Armistice
Agresment refer to that small part of the Parm which 1ies
within the zone. :

b) The closihg cf the Checking~gates ;ould have
resultad in the cormplete crying up of the river-bed during
certain perlods of time, » :

6) The ownsrs of the FParm werse novurcbjlonc prepared
to agree to an arrangsmant for ths contrelled oporntibn of the
chsokinz=gates on ccndition that compsnsation for losses in-
gurred would bs pald to them, As dontinumdion of the work was
possible sven without the oparation of thess gatss (bheugh
under mors onerous conditions), Israel chose not to operats the
gates at all so ‘s tc avold en arrangement that would have
given formal recognition to claims of ths Butelha Farm owners
to the Jordan watsr. In any case, the significant fact is that
the ownars qr the I'arm wers prepared to agrse to an undertaking
that would have actually prejudiced the irrigation ef the
Butisha landas on ths understanding that they would receive

compensation. Thre affects of the B'not Yaakov project fall

far short of this. It mar very well bs that Syria's interest
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in the abovs arranmersent with Butelha emanatsd from her dasirs
to have Inrael renognize by an overt act her‘rcsponaibility
for ansuring the supply of water to the Fnrﬁ. Today, Syria

suggesta that th ¢+ respensihility is to be taken for granted.

6) “sixth, the Huleh proi;ot, acoording to Mr. pdan,
hes nct met with any intarnational challsnge since
1861, This 1a umtrue." (page 17).

The only international challenge was that of 8yria,
who asted in disrepard of 1a kay 1951 Resolution #nd ths ruling_
mada by the Chief of Stafy regarding i1ts implementation,

T) "Lastly, the importance of the two projects ia

far from baing the 5ams, The present issus and
its international implicatiens ars of far grsater
inportance,” (Page 17). :

Sea 4) above,

In the lixht of the above, 1% 13 evidend that the
alleged differences hatwean the 1951 and 1953 projects ars nog

. &% all well foundad, Indeed, though 1% 1g poasidble to point %o

oertaln technical differences, there 1s no doubt that ths lsauve-
involved, even thas Argurents used by the gyrian repregentative,
then ars Ldentical with those of today, The 1951 precedent

cannot be elliminatai Ly Syrle's ohings of heart about the ime

portance of the Hula dralnage projacs,
Zoinedd ina eontends that "Mr, Eban di4 not explain the
a;-called precedont of 1951 by the deuision of 18 May 1081 itselr,
83 one night have expected, because that decision is not in his
favor. fe largely avoided that @scision heoause ihraol did not

implement 1%, and, in fact flouted is.” (ps 18) '
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Ths first part of the above passage is simplVy
tnonrrect,

As for the implemsntation of ths 18 May 1061
Rasnlutlon, its basiec provision soncarned the arrangemsnt
for bthe contiuuhticn of the [lule drainags work. Thia was
fuity Laplemsnted in fnco of strong and persistent Syrian
opjeotions, which In frnet amountad g the rojeobion of the
autnority of the 1ecur1ty Council and that of the chiof of
geal'f whom the %eourity Ccuncll entrusted with reaponnibiliey
for 8iving effsct ko the Regolution.

Wlth regard to the other provisiord Zeineddine
would flnd no support for hla elalm, that Israel flouted
the ﬁoaolution, in denaral Riley's repoifl. Of sourse, at
leawll €1 cne point 3yria too contributcd to the implemsntation
of W@ Resolution when she decorated for bravery the soldiesrs

and orflcers that lial talen part in the Tel~el~-Mutilla aggression.



'8<RIAN CONSENT

1) Under the provisions of the Armistice Aéreomont
'Sytil does not possesa any stutus in territery, whether
demilitarized or not, outside 1ts establiphed international
toundary,. j o

2) Tho Security Council deoision of 18 May 1081
and.ita auvthoritative interprat-tiong&ng implementation under
the Chief of Hteff nf the UNTSO aonfirmed this litultian..

3} ‘The hintory of Armistice relations hetwaen Iarael
and Syria i3 filled with a loné‘toquinoc of l}tanppd»by S8yrisa
to modify her situation hy croating poli£1011 pressurs and
international tension., The saliant ones of those attempts wers
Sytian complaints in o vember 1949 against the establishment
of new Isrnell settlaments in the Dsmilitarized Zone and the
complaint against the NMule drainage works in 1981, All Syrian
afforts to nnquiro.a status like the one she 1ia claiming to-day

have heen re jectad,

g)Zaineddine quotea (Gsneral Riley's repnrt of 21 March
19561 which aaidy T

MIntil such time as a yutual agreement is preached
tetween the Governments of Syria and Israel with
respoct to the work now being conducted in the
demilitarized zono in connexion with the draining

of the Lake Nuleh marshes, the Palestine Land
Development Company or any succssasor are, in the
opinion of the Chief of Staff, not justified in
continuing such work.'(3/2049, sect.IV,aub<paras,3(B))*

%% It 18 to re remomiersd that it was preclaely thia
gonclusion that was aprealed arainst by Israsl, and that the

Chief of S8taff hivmelf, in his statements before the Security



Counsil in 1961 and then the Resslution adopted on 18 May
Alsoarded the thought of Israsl-8yrian agreemsnte The
Resolution provided for "an agreement sees through the
Chalrmen of the yixed Armistios Cormission for sontinuing
this project.”

g) The abaence of any Syrign pighta within the
pgmi1itarized Zone has found cupther confirmation in the practice
of Israsl's refusals to debate any Syrian aorplaints regearding
oivilian 1life in the Zones Pureiou;nrly ever sinae the Securlty
council dobate'in 1951, 8yrimn gomplaints soncerning life in the
pAmilitarized zZone putmitted to the Cherman and yransmitted by
him to Israel, have always heen returned on the grounds that
gyria hes no rights to intervane in mahﬁorn of the Zone. This
has becere thse normal procecure reagarding oomplainta of this lind
forthcoming from Syriae

g) It 13 noteworthy thmt in the 1051 debate the Syrian
representative geclared at ona point thas ... the S8yrian Govern=
ment has always claimed the part where. the demiltarized zone
now axists to be Syrian territory becauss® yxhig territory was
undar Syrian occupetion ap until the time the Armistice Agreemsnt
gare intn forca” {s/r.v. B41, nags 3), @e latar qualified this
wtatament by declarings fThe to;ritory comprising the demilitarized
gone had been for the moat part under Syrisn occupation, 8s I
have already stated. Vhen a final peace agreaement has been
conaludad, Syria will cartatnly insist that this territory ahoﬁld
ha returned to its control.” (3/P.Ve 541y p;lﬁ and 8/P.V. 645,
ps 20). Syris did not put forward thess glaims this tim;. It
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1s quite evidant, howeverj; that she oontinué- in the tradition
of invoking rights in the Demllitarigzed Zone which have no
basis in law or in fact.

ntil té-day Syria has remained extraneous to the
Demiliterized Zone., In view of the fact that this has been the
accepted interpretation of the agrsement in:the past, the
fundrmsntal question of whather 37ria dosa or doss not have &
apecial status in the Dorllitarized z;ne oannot be subject
$0 reintsrpretation by resort té the routine pfoo.dﬁro of
Article VII. It 1s cloar that any modifioation of this position
would rejuire an agrsed amendment of ths General Armistice

Agreement and cannot te achioved in any other manner,




