
KEEYBiG WITH KUOK U3J2ttl< *AGN BHTOIKE
Konday, 2S Septnr.ber 1953

Present! Kr. K. Sharett
Aluf Kosho Dayan
Kr. Gideon Rafael

Mr. Joseph Tekoa
Sgan-Aluf A. Shalev

Major General Vagn Bennike
Kr. Henri Vigier
U.Col. William T. McAninch
Kr. Axel Gerup

MR. SHARETT: I wish to thank you for your letter which I got yesterday and
which made it possible for us to meet this afternoonf I hope

in a friendly spirit and in mutual quest of a practicable and honourable
solution of the differences which have unfortunately arisen. I am afraid
I have inflicted on you a fairly lengthy letter - I am referring tq my reply
to your original communication - but I still have a few words to add which
I did not put quite explicitly in my written document. As .1 said, we were
considerably disturbed by the contents of your communication - and on this
occasion 1 shall indicate more precisely why.

The crux of the whole position that you seem to have adopted is in
the conception of the need for an agreotiflnt before the work can be allowed
to proceed. You did not expressly say that you meant an agreement with the
other party - with Syria. But you came very close to giving the impression
that that wa3 in your mind.

To us the idea that Syria's consent or approval should have to be
sought for any work of development that we might want to carry out in the
Demilitarised" Zono is utterly unacceptable. It would give Syria a strangle
hold on development work in that area. As youa-e aware, it is not merely a
question of development in the Demilitarized Zone itself - development projects
vital to the State of Israel as a whole depend on what we can do in that
[articular corner. That means actually placing Syria in a dictatorial position
in relation to a very large part of the future irrigation and power develop
ment in Israel. For us, in these circumstances, to comply with your request,
moans to sign, with our own hands, a death warrant on all such development
projects. We do net think that in fairness we can be expected to do anything
of the sort. From the legal standpoint, we must deny that we are under any
obligation to do so under the Armistice Agreement. But in any case this is
not to us merely a technical matter of tho implementation of this or that artiv. .,
Of the Armistice Agreement. What fa at 3take are fundamental problems bearing
upon the economic future of our country.

I would very much appreciate it if we could achieve clarity on this
fundamental point. If you would say that we are not completely and exclusively
masters of tho Demilitarised Zone in tho sense that we can do there anything
that come3 to our mind - if you feel there are matters in which you should have
a say - that would be a different thing. If you say that certain things must
be agroed between you and ourselves, that can bo discussed. I hope that we
would then be able to reach a common language on this. But if you expect us
to accept the position that wo have to f,o to Syria and beg for permission to
do this or that in the Demilitarized Zone, we might just as well spare our
selves the trouble. They will never consent. These people are bent on mis
chief - I am not moralising - it is a political fact. They are determined to
make the life of this state a misery. Thoy will use every and any pretext to
put difficulties in our way and they will use every and any pretext to cover
up their motives, invoking private rights, strategic considerations and what
not. It would bo utterly idle for us to expect them to agree, and therefore
it would bo idle for anyone to oxpoct ua to seek their agreement.

What aggravated the position in our mind was that when you asked for
the interruption of the work, it is time you did not indicate any date or hour
for stopping it, and I apireciate that, on the other hand you indicated no



duration for the stoppage, and the spirit of what you said conveyed the im
pression tliat you expected us to stop the work, if necessary, indefinitely.
That again was something wo could not possibly accept. In the past, as you
are no doubt aware, situations have arisen when your predecessor fe^t impelled
to call upon us to stop the vork, but it was always for a definite period of
short duration, to enable him to cloar up certain points. We always, complied
with such requests, with or without a prior give and take. If you hod said -
and you are entitled to say it - that you would like us to stop the work because
you wanted to investigate certain aspects, I would not say that you were right,
but that would be an entirely different situation from that created by your
first letter.

Coming to your motives in requesting us to stop the work, if I am right
in thus summing up the points you have made, I think they are three in number:

first, you 3ald you cannot take our word for it that no Arab land is in
volved, that you must investigate. It is perfectly reasonable for you to say:
alright, you say this, but 1 must bo satisfied, on seeing tho documents, that
this i3 really so.

Second, that you cannot accept our word for it tliat the rights to water
established by usage will not be adversely affected by tho work we are planning.

wi. 3ENNIKS: It is not a question of ry feelings - it is a question of Syria's
feelings.

"ft. SSlARiiTT; I wish you had said that it was you who had to be satisfied on
these points by reference to documents and other data. The moment

you say it is the Syrians, you raise a vory serious issue. I wish you would
leave us under the impression that since you have your own technical advisers,
you would like this to be established to your own satisfaction. Once you put it
on that piano, I say there can bo no objection on our part. The moment you
raj.ss tho question of Syria, it is a different matter on which I am afraid there
can be no agreement.

The third reason is more complicated. You say by digging that canal and by
our ability to switch the water over - whatever may happen to tho water - we
fundamentally alter the situation in thu Demilitarized Zone and we are liable to
make it le33 capable of fulfilling 1{fco function in the Zone, namely, to serve as
••. means of separation between the armed forces of the two sides.

I believe it is for the flr3t timo that we are faced with an attempt to
interpret that particular article of tho Armistice Agreement in this manner. So
far we always thought - and I think this stands confirmed by previous utterances
•ind ruling3 of U.H. representatives - that it was correct for us to read the
Armistice Agreement in that respect as follows. It was felt necessary to create
a Demilitarized Zone to separate the armed forces of the two side3. The very
existence of a Demilitarized Zone .13 such means of separation. The fact that it
nust stay demilitarized is an obstacle to a meeting, a clash, an encounter be
tween the two sides. It is not a certain physical condition of the Zone that
.nerves as a bulwark - it is the existence of the Zone as such. This was called
a Demilitarized Zone - it was not called a no-nan's-land. A no-man's-land has
been created in Korea. A no-man's-land cannot be entered by anybody. A demili
tarized zone i3 different. Normal life continues there - and normal life is not
static, it is a process of constant change. rhe only way it diffors from any
*Wwm» area i3 tliat no military forces can enter thure. This io not a newfangled
coneefHon which evolved as the result of the differences between Syria and
£sr»«^__U is a well-established conception in international law and practice.
7"j,e»-e (Mvb<! no justification for insisting that certain features of a demili-
4-a»-V*.eJ J*** ihould remain intact. Thoro is no such provision in tfc< ftf-miatice
frar****"!, m>A»\/3 there is a very clear injunction in the Agreement ftvr k0
y»vti+»»y•£»«•«*» w«.y enter. There was once a question put to you, rA-.Wu*** , and
jl>t^ Aef'taiiy W)d+-)»e same tiling - nore or less that the very e»*pte*i«« H^>
£..«.* o-^>W •*"!<*»»•» forces i3 what ensures the fulfilment of \+s. atiecJfC,
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-vrfanTfc!.^ ~» T acertai» 3t"5" challenged by the other side. The
rtoWt h? fco "^V** *C*3S °n that score against the Huleh drainage
™ wh. L "^K^u^ C°Uld 9a-V nothln« with «8^ to "»* section 5 theswamp which even by their admission was I3rael territory, so they raised the
question of that part that lies in the Demilitarized Zone. Tney said that if
the awaEn disappears, then an obstacle disappears, and it will not serve the
purpose of separating the forces. This was reflected by your predecessor, a^d
hi. stand was confirmed by the Security Council. The issue figured in the
proceedings of the Security Council and the upshot of the discussion was that
the Security Council uphold the principle laid down by General Riley that the
.vrians had no leg to stand on, within the Armistice Agreement, in putting
forward that clato. To use an a fortiori argument, if the elimination of a
huge swamp is right and proper, then how much more is it permissible to dry up
a river bed. It stands to reason that it is more difficult for heavy armour
to cross a swamp than to getwer astream on a bridge which can be improvised.
™rS& fc*VMier t0 cr°ss " if there is no water in it, but it is still
nore dirricult to cross a swamp. I an, afraid on this we must agree to differ.

On tho question of the suspension of the work - the whole idea of a
temporary suspension of work is not such as to make us faint, we have done it
before; but we do not think that arequest for even asuspension is justified
in this case - that is, suspension for afixed period and for adefinite pur
pose. We feel convinced that there is no case for even such suspension,
ouopenslon might bo justified to clear up certain facts. We were once found
to be in the wrong in certain respects - the resolution o£ the Security Council
reprimanded us because of certain thirds - we learned a lesson and we have
taken good care to abide by the principles then laid down. What was expressed
xn that resolution was the fact that while development projects are perfectly
legitimate and we were entitled to proceed with development work we cannot be
allowed to do so on 1and owned privately by people without coming to terms
with the*. In the initial stage of this project we did work on Arab land. We
were declared to be in the wrong in that respect. We w»re called upon to stop
and wo did. We proceeded with the work without touching that land. Then
•ener.il Riley said: "You say this land is yours, Iwant to verify it. Please
stop the work while I do." In his report to the Security Council after the
adoption of that famous resolution, ha said, in Paragraph 13:

"When it was learned that the Palestine land Development Company
could work on certain Israel lands without infringing on Aran
land, the Chief of Staff then requested the Palestine Land
Development Company a.gain to stop all work on 5 June 1951 in
the demilitarized zone jn accordance with S/2157 until the
Chairman had the opportunity to check as to whether lands on
which work va3 resumed on 2k May could be considered as Arab-
owned. This investigation was completed and as lands were not
considered to be Arab-owned, permission was granted to the
Talesjiine Land Development Company to proceed with work on
11 June 1951. This action wa3 based on article V as interpreted
by the final paragraph of the explanatory note of ?.6 June 19A9."

The suspension was decreed for that purpose. What was the logic of that sus
pension? It was as if to say that while I investicate you must not work, lest
m the meantime you create facto which would make my investigation futile.

I maintain that such a contingency does not arise in this case. There
••re two complexes of private rights here involved: ownership of land and wator
rights. As to the first, we can satisfy you in a few minutes that there no
Arab land is affected. If that is the worry there is no need of suspension.
The situation nay bi more complicated with regard to wator rights. But in order
to investigate the water rights there U again no noed to stop our present work,
because in tho courso of our present work no facts are likely to be created
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" canal into which eventually Z »?. \ tensity of It. *e are digging
certain purposes. 1,^1;? SSSV? «»« -*«SuB?«" -in,, nothing is happening to tho river itself

••'«^^<ZV:^^£^ri< *» ****** *U. While therevocable nature which would r^j\diCe the ^8 "5 Cr°&tinS faCt3 of an K i'to do anything of the sort. Vh4 is n^M^T" ! V™ n°L ln a Potion
ej the work as earri,u on* at preset Sch L uK?** the natur<5 and 8C°P° ^
in that regard, so that the work cs \™°Y ^ ^ t0 PreJudic« the issue
vitiating the inquiry, and the L, P ? * Calmly' without in the least
•-> are also ready to^iv" you «J^SllS" ^"^ WUh°Ut Par^ing the work|.-ith the eating rights.' X crSfi^ of^haTce^^ *\Wl11 Stamper"*-
"»Purpose of this investigation. You ah^S i ^"^ 3h°Uld in ei"f8Ct be•;• view to devising the kindoj grantee "rom us'wm tJgate, th° situ*tion with
to jou. i.e do not see any real* £5£cuS for S T^ b<5 oati«factorythat purpose. * Justmcntion for the stoppage of the work for

of the-'Sd^be'sltSe^in^rtiL0 *%~ £» J** *"*** *>• question
few days and the primary operative u* * of'tha^" °f Ji" Hater "»^ -devise a satisfactory form - n, «raK h investigation should be to
the realm of practicability -0?l SrS. »J£ 2fS be abl° to •*• ""bin
w«ter rights of the owners in e S !S*5 W°Uld satisfy you that theTfected. This co.pltfc ij ^^^^J^ "^ ^ BdWM*
^H^SiaaS, can , hare . C0J?:, „f Uie rf.ccrd ^ ^ ^ ^^
^i. gfl41ffi.Tr. Certainly.

^ ' """ Uk' " »»• -™"' —— - U. «i» ,ou .„ „,„.r.
L---'~'l,J"'iII! Then wh would meet again?

^^ilAiifilKEj, or I would send it ln writing.

&t^iSM3£: I should prefer that we meet arain »— ••
t-y become J^A^g**-* ^^^your tt*£?»«* the quest of . Jo!^1^^^^^^^! &ce.
flKaJflOU. Ufter c^sulUt, jth M. jjg adviser), Another solution
your statement of to-day. C ^ l ^ ^tter and aftervards discuss
UIB. T~ Canc-Ui,Oy s^ ^
I l«« made the effort to LS»^e^^£d *'" XWiU "*V'! ^oke» in -in.
C^L-IEMU^ I would consider another mooting.
ffif 3IIAJigrT: I would suggest that you delay rivl™ .

1 think I was more axclicit in T your ""W to my letter -
•o t:,.r. The main points are: first If" it is f V°rbal exPlanaLion than in my

thlBW Wagreement with the Syrians is Wother^^E?"^ With >'°U' lfc ia cn°of -work ia involved, for how £$ IIhlnfJ„ intSS'tf*°,rf' *f a"Wion
without n suspension of the work T «™ £,.i« lnv<sftigition can be carried out
-,' on the resolution of he ScurityToun ? W 2°^ "f1" °f Proc^"nts-solution as considering it rorfec^^Lte^lt %&£-"
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Denilitarizrd Zone on the full understanding that there can bo no
development work which doc3 not alter tho face of the country, which does
not produce changes in its physical condition. The particular prdject to
which the Soourity Council referred in its resolution wrought a vast change
in the face ofthe land in that it eliminated a swamp which was there since
time immemorial. The Security Council said, in effect, that this wag
legitimate. It also said that we should not tamper with the rights of
private owners. 1'he Seority Council never admitted that Syria had any
rights In the matter and that agreement with Syria had to be sought. And
that Is what we are now basing ourselves upon. Syria is here completely
ultra vires.

If you want to think it over, wo can fix a time for another meeting.

GiJii. KKKKIKK: I would prefer to wait a little.

;;;?. gjlAjagg; We c>yi then expect to hear From you.

ijj:-li. 3JmiKii: In n v^r.v few days.

I'Ji. J'I'kKSTT: The General suggested that it the end of the meeting our legal
adviser and his legal adviser should meet to work out a Joint

cjmiiunlquo to the press on this meeting.

The meeting lasted forty-five minutes.


