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Boftfroao® If mM« to tttf lHWHJIlffliiWit which h&v#

t&koa pl*«o fe#tw#*t» offiom of ttei jNpfrtMIt of Stat* ad

offlel&la of th« Xraalan Htffcatay, itflMWtt I* to tfc* K**»

r&irfiiR of 5th Jtnm&?y 1950 It lit Dapartawnt of 3tat«* and

|« sttbs#^u«nt elarlfylng dissoiisstoni. It Is N&i*9«l that

the follovi&g s«®asrit©s tfc« pria©lp»i points m which «

s©lati©» should be nought*

i. it g&®§ without Mftm that tmm *** m AMM

to int«rve&« in any suitor teat 1» MMtVtly th« a©ne@ni

©f I rjlllli!•<)•• i MM w»t«*a of the ii.fMKl Blror arc of

oom&oii con«#m. Any project, no a*tter whmm mrrUd out,

that affects fkt flow of water* ©©*!»©» to the two countries

Is the concent of each. Xelther country Is entitle* to put

§uch a projoct into operation without first ro&cfalaf agreement

vith the other or agreeing to arbitrate the matter* la the

absence of agr*«aont ©a tfct division of vator, It is not

conducive to friendly relations or to negotiation of I fair

tgfNMftt for » third country to finance the ncana -by vhlch

cue of HM tvo rlytTtiWW can ecsatreel sad pat into operation

a project that will lessen the flow faijnlfll the other»
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2. Each riparian is entitled to Ml equitable

proportion of the cobkob supply• This Includes not only

cunts heretofore put to ceaefleiaa urn, or previously

allocate^ but Ml equitable store of the total supply not

heretofore used by either country* The location of storage

or diversion sites on either eWt of the border Am$ not

alter the duty of both aides to share equitably any new

uires made possible Ifefsuih engineering works*

3* The Afghan assurances that Iran will not fee

prejudiced by the project® under ©aunt-ruction, part of which

are to be financed with credits frea Mm Government of the

United States, are, thus far, vague and illufory. It is

not said that Afghanistan respects the principles stated

la paragraphs 1 and 2* It *pp#an Ml MM! contrary that in

me Afghan view Iran will ft** be prejudiced so long as it

•receives half of 'the supply tfttat reaches Bandar-i-Kanal Chen,
MM) total amount of that supply t© be left to the discretion

of MM) §«fMMM«Kl of Afghanistan. This Afghan view ceases

to be theoretical when the Afgfcsna are put in a position, by
neans of projects financed in part by the felted States, to
lessen the supply reaching ®*ndar-i*Ea»al Khan,*

LJE»L**J*J»»«**•«-*»»J» Putins the Afghan view m hare
spolcen in terns of the Afghan contention that the pro?i©r coint

EsjmI Hn«a. This should not be taken to mean that Iran conches
that B»rfftr-i-K*BsJ. Khan is the correct point Jf Be«ur«entunitr the protocol of September 1936, »«»sure»ens
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£• bnile this situstlen continues, the financing

of projects in Afghanistan that cm affect the supply of the

eotffien waters rescuing Iras fails to promote a friendly

solution*

5» In Mm first place, it MM not MM would not

fee appropriate to lead any ffftslM&al ss^Utames to Afghanistan

for projects affecting tht waters of the Biraand Elver unless

sad until agreement had been rsaensd between Iran and Afghani-

stan Si t© division of tht water of the river, or the MMtt*

tion had been detentined by arbitration* Tht United States

having already extended t credit to Irg1>illfilling It is

appropriate that no 'future amounts should be permitted to

be drawn iom by Afghanistan under the credit set up by the

United States for projects affecting the waters of 'the Blmamd

River, it least until m interim srrani#»ent between Iran

and Afghanis tea is signed with provision for arbitration of

my issue on which permanent agreement llflllMl later be reached*


