
Replace the existia? text by the following -L-------I 

7. Durin,g inost of the reportins period, loqistic support of the Force 
continued to be p-oblenatic. %strictions imposed by the Israeli forces on 
UNIFIL freedom of movement had been inaintained, with the excegtion of land 
communic~~tions between 1ljIFIL headquarters at Nqoura and the area of 
deploymen~t. in particular, LJNIFIL continued to be restricted in its 
movements north of Tyre barrncks. /is a rule, the Force had been prevented 
from re--establishing its normal con-tats witi? the Lebanese authorities in 
Beirut and, generally speakin-,, from reopening its norm1 loqisticnl channels 
With the Beirut harbour and <ts Lebanese ?rocurement sources. The 
systematic curtailment of road and air corunications betrreen &qowa, the 
various battalion areas and the rest of Lelbanon, includin? its c&t&l, had 
been a most disturbing example of the constraints to which UdIFIL had been 
subjected by the Israeli forces. ITowever , practical arranrawnts were 
recently reached with the Israeli authorities, which resulted in some 
improvements since 11 October 193. In oarticular, Ui!IFIL has been able to 
rcsure helicopter flights within its area of operation au??, follorriq the 
reoneninr: of the &irut internz*tional nirnort, tlwo daily flights have 
normally been alloved to 3cirut. On 12 and 15 October, .tr,ro road convoys 
w2re sent to Beirut. Ret+nninfl 10 October, 1flsJIFIL expects to start sendinS 
larger convoys to Beirut three times a week. It is q earnest hope that the 
Security Council'!: call for co-operation with the United Nations forces in the 
area as eqx-essd in paragraph 6 of its resolution 521 (~902) nill, in future, 
be fully heeded an3 that full co,-qerattion will be Extended. by call concerned. 
to Li~!TIFIi in the fulfilment of its tns!;s. 


