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I heve communicated to the ProvTsional Governme& of Israel the views 

expressed at the 340th meeting of the Securi%y Council oa 27 Duly on the 

question raised by the United I?i-n$om representative with respect to the 

trial in Tel Aviv of five employees of the Serusslem Electric Ccr,n3zdioQ. 

In my letter of 29 July, I conveyed information receive2 from the Frovisiond. 

,Governmert of Israel showing that t5is incidxk had no bearing on the 

s-t&us Etlla immunity of United Iktions premises. On the legal aspect of this 

question, I now have the honour to submit the following facts, bssed 01). 

information received airectly from the Foreign Minister of Israel: 

The laws in force throu&out the ten'itory of Israel and territory occupied 

by Israeli forces are those enacted by t'ne Brz 'tish Mandatory Power auring its 

tenure of the Mandate, excefl with respect to such legislation as has been 

enacted or repealed bithe State Council of Israei since 15 May 1948. in 

the Gfficiel Gazette, No.1, page 3, published by the Provisional Government 

of Israel, the following announceme& occurs from which I quote in part: 

(a) The Provisional Council of St&e is the legislative authority.... 

(b) Legislation based upon the White Paper of 1939 is here3y repealed 

~~ASecames void. (There follow specific references to legislation on 

land wchase and immigration). 

(c) So long as other laws are not enected by or on behalf of the Council 

of St.&e, laws velia in Palestine till 3.4 May 1948 remain in force in the 

State of Isrzel. 

It follows that the law governing the trial of these five men is that in 

force during the British &'&date, since no new enactidents have been made 

relevant to this brazxh of legisl&ion. The following measures which the 

courts of Israel sre now applying are therefore based entirely on British 

mandatory laws ma proceaures: 

1. The question of the jurisdiction of the courts of Israel over these 

men wiil be considered and decided by the appropriate court at the trial, 

should a t355CL take place. 

2. Should. a trial bc authorized, it will take place before e regzlff 
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crimik!. cow-t composed as &zing the mar&&e, in accordence with the 

lax end procedure hitherto in force. 

3. In accordance with British mendatory law now valid as the law of 

Israel, the accused ere under remsnd by order of a civil magistrate. 

4. Cherges were laid on the 2'7 July under the Official Secret- Act 

and the Emergency Defence Regulations. The magistrate held that the 

prosecution had not yet prcduced evidence adequate for trial, and 

adjourned the hearing for fifteen days. The prosecution is being conducted 

under the personal supervision of the Attorney General. 

5. If=. J. Sheringhem, representing the British consuler a.&hcrities, 

has been given copies of ihe cherges and has been able to interview the 

accused in private. The Provisionel Gover.nment of Israel has also 

promised visa end entry facilities for British counsel should their 

services be required by the accused. 

6, The Attorney General is now m.eking an effort, before the lapse of 

fifteen.days, to accelerate the resumption of preliminary investigation 

before the magistrate, whereupon the magistrate will decide whet.hcr or 

not the accused will be brought for trial. 

The Provisional Government of Israel regards this case as being 

sub judice, and accordingly considers that it would be contrary to legal - 
principle to comment on the merits of the case itself. 

(Signed) Aubrey S. Eben 

Rerrresentative of the 

Prcvisionel Government cf Israel 
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