UNITED NATIONS

SE

CURITY
COUNCIL

GENERAL

8/2322
1 September 1951

ORIGINAL: ENGLISH
TRENCE

[

RESOIUTION ON THE PAIRSTINE QUESTION ADOPTED
AT TEE 5561 MEETING OF THE SECURITY
COUNCIL ON 1 SEPTEMEER 1951
The Securpty, coung_} -

1. Recalling that in its resolution of 11 August 19149, (s/1376)
relating to the conclusion of Armistice Agreements botween Tarael and the
neighbouring Arab States it drew attentfon to the pledges in these Agreements
“againat any Turther acts of hogtility betwsen the Parties";

2, Regcelling further tha¥ in 1ts pesolution of 17 November 1950° (8 /x907)
it reminded the States concerncé that the Armistics Agreements to which they
were parties contemplated "the vetwrn of rermenent pemce: in Palestine!', ehd * *
therefore urged them and: the. otlier Statea in the aree’ to také all.such steps
es would lead to the settlement of the lssues between them; .

3. Noting the report of the Chief of Staff of the Truce Supervision
Orgenization ta the Security Council of 12 Junme 1951 (S/219%);

4, - Further noting that the Chief of Staff of ‘the Truce Supervision
Organizetion recalled the stetement of the genior Egyptien delegate in Rhodes
on 13 January 1949, to the effect that his delegation wes "inapired with every
splrit of co-operation, conciljation and e sincere desire to restore peace in
Polestine”, and that the Egyptian Govermnment hes not complled with the earnest
plea of the Chief of Staff made to the Hgyptlien delegete on 12 Juns 1951, thet
1t deslst from the vresent prectice of interfering with the pessage through the
Suez Conal of goods destined for Israel;

5« Considering that since the Armistice regime, which has been in
existence for nearl}? two and & balf yeers, is of & permenent charscter, neither
party can ;'easombly assert that it 1s actively a belligerent or requires to

exercise the right of vislt, search, and selzure for any legitimate purpose of
self-defence;
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6, Finds that the meintenunce of the practice mentioned in paragraph k

above is in~0ﬂﬁistent with the dbjectives of a peaceful settlement betweon the
parties and the establishment of a permenent peace in Pelestine set forth in the
Armlstice Agreement; N

7. Pinds further that such preotice is an abuse of the exercise of the
right of vigit, search and eeizure;' A '

8. TPurther finds that that practice cannot in the prevailing sircumstences
be Justified on the ground that 1% is necessary for self-defence;

9, And further notigg that the restrictions on the passage of goods
through the Suez Canal to Isreel ports aro donylng to nations at no time connected
with the conflict in Paleatine valuable supplisg. rcquired for thelr oconomic
reconstruction, and that these restrictions together with sanctions applied by
Egypt to cortain ships which have visited Isvasl porte vepregsent unjustified
interference with the rights of nations to mavigate the seas and to trade frecly
with oné another, 1ncluding the Arab states and Isracl;

10, Calls.ggg_ Egypt to torminate the restrictions on the passage of-
international commercial shipping and goods through tho Suez Canal wherevor
bound and %o cease all interierence with such shipping boyond that essential to
the safcty of shipping in tho Canal 1teclf and to the obscrvance of the
intornational conventiOns in force, ’




