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(PERT A)

1. At ite 1312th meeting, on 28 October 1966, the Security Council, on the
suggestion of the representative of Jordan, requested from the Secretary-General
a report on the present status of the Demilitarized Zonmes in the General Armistice
Agreements. A first part of this report (Part A) was to ve submitted as soon as
possible and would deal only with the status of the Demilitaerized Zone (p/Zcre) in
the north between Israel and Syria. The second part of the report (Fart B),
degling with other Demiliterized Zones, would follow some time lgter.

2. This first part of the report is based on factual informestion provided by
the Chief of Staff of the United Kations Truce Supervision Organization in Pelestine
(UNTSO) and covers the prevailing situation in the northern D/Zone as regards
encroachment, in addition to these violations reported in the recent inspection
of the Zone (see S/7561/Rev.l).

3. It must be pointed out that in seeking a report on the northern D/Zone the
representative of Jordan stressed that he did not expect an exhaustive examination
of the subject, but only the present status of the D/Zone which was related to
the present discussion in the Security Council.

A. Portifications in the Demilitarized Zone

4, During the week from 15 to 21 Qctober 1966, the Israel delegation submitted
to the Chairman of the Israel-Syrian Mixed Armistice Commission (ISMAC) seven
compleints alleging that "Syrian fortifications and strong points encroached on
the D/Zone at the following approximete mep references..." The Israel delegation
pointed out twenty-eight map references (MR) in this comnexion: 2125-2326,
21242321, 2122-2323, 2121-2324, 2112-2319, 2105-2320, 2108-2320, 2105-2322,
2105-2323, 2101-2341, 21C0-2345, 2102-2548, 2111-2368, 2113-2378, 2107-2463,
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2077-2557, 2093-2666, 2091-2671, 2093-2675, 2093-2685, 2092-2699, 2095-2705,
2096-2708, 21C0-2717, 2123-2019, 2125-2603, 2128.2928 and 2134-264€. In eddition,
the Isrsel deiegation, éuring the seme pericd, complained daily that “continually
during the day, Syrien soldiers cccupied positicns on Tell-Azaziyat®, in the
northern sector of the DfZesme.
5. On the other side, daily during the period from 15 tc 21 Octokter 1966, the
Syrian delegation forunrded to the Cheirmsn of the ISHAC a complaint, the text
of which is ag follous:
"Israel fortifications and strongpoints encroached at the

following poinis: Dardars Faim, El-Ehoury Farm, Cadct, Mishwsr

Hoy Yarden, Tell-Aswad, approzimstely MR 207900-266775, Tell-Abu-Rish,

Magbarat Banat Yacoub and Shajarat Benat Yecoub.®
Thege locations ere in the central sector of the D/Zope. During the same period,
the Syrien delegation also deily complsiped that:

*Igrael fortifications end strongpoints encroached st the following

pointe: Tel Ketzir, Bin-Gev, Alat El Hisn, Qurein Jeradeh and Heon.”
These locations ere in the southern sector of the DfZone.
6. The above-mentioned Israel and Syrisn complaints have been submitted Gaily
for several years. Isrsel authorities bave requested no investigetion of their
complaints allegihg encroachment by Syriapn fortifications upon the DfZone. Syrisn
authorities have asked for the investigation of thelr above-mentioned complaints
in respect of Israsel fortifications in the DfZome.
7. No investigation of the Syrian complaints has been carried out. Ian his repor:
dated 27 June 1957 (5/384k, paragraphs 6 and 13), the Acting Caief of Stsff of
URTSO referred to the difficulties experienced in comnexion with the investigation
in June 1956 of & Syi-isn complaint regarding the erection of fortifications in the
Israel settlement of Hogovrim in the centrsl sector of the D/Zone and at Susita
in the southern sector. Investigstions were allowed only after a delay of several
days. Since June 1956, United Naticns Military Observers have been prevented from
carrying out investigations in the Hagovrim and Susita areas. Access to the
Dar&ara area, in the central sector of the DfZone, kas also been refused to United
Nations Militarj Observers. Such restriction on the freedom of movement of United
Nations Military Observers has prevented the investigation of recent Syrien
complaints relating to Israel fortifications in the D/Zome. Israel contests the
right of Syria, which it asserts "has no lccus stendi in the D/Zone", to forward
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such complaints to the Cheirwan of the ISMAC (zee report by the UHTSO Chief of Btaff
dated 6 Janvary 1955, S/3343, paregraph 20).
8. The pxacticel result is that the daily ccaplaints lodged with the Cheirmem of
the ISMAC by the delegetions of Israel and Syria concerning fortificaticns are, so
to speak, stending cosplaints in which each party reaffirms its position sgpinst en
"illegal® gituation which is peither considered by a Mized Amistice Cozmission
which does not meet nor even investigated by United Hetions Military Cbservers
acting according tc the Mized Armistice Commissioa procedure or under erticle V,
peragraph 5, of the :wmmeral Armistice Agreement.
9. The simultaneous inspections of the D/Zone and of the defensive areas srranged
from time to time during pericde of temsion by the Chief of Staff of URISO do not
allow en adequate visit to alleged fortifications im the D/Zone. Like the previous
one, the last inspecticn carried cut on 19 October 1966 (S/7561/Rev.l) dealt
exclusively with “eccusations of a2 build-up of forces emd equipment". Iuring the
course of this inspection, the United Waetions Military Observers saw & number of
Isreel and Syrian military positiocas in the DfZone, although such observations did
not come expressly within the purview of their inspection.
10. In 1956 the then Chief of Staff of UNTSO reported that “certain fortifications
which the United Nations Observers have seen at Hagovrim and Susita go beyond
what is required for the protection of civilian life®, that he "requested the
dismantling of the fortifications in question™ and that Israel did not comply with
this request and "continued to extend the fortifications in this area” (Report
of the Chief of Staff of UNISO of 5 September 1956, S/3659, annex, paragraph 23).
In the same report, the Chief of Staff indicated that “investigation by United
Nations Military Observers showed that some minor Syrian works of fortification
vere encroaching upon the demilitarized zone™ and that “Syrian suthorities, when
requested by the Chief of Staff to demolish these works, replied they were ready to
do so when the Israelis demoliched the permanent fortifications in and near Hagovrim
and Susita" (S/3659, annex, paragraph 2h). Israel still refused to dismantle these
fortifications, on the ground that Syrie openly threatened Israel's security and
that Israel settlements in the D/Zone could not therefore be denied "a maximum
of elementary defence facilities" (Report of the Acting Chief of Staff of UNTSO
of 27 June 1957, S/384h, paragraph 12).
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1. Although 1‘:he nresent ectent of Syriaen and Israzl fortificetions in the
DfZone has not beon investipated, & comperison of the compleiats lodged in thais
respect by the parties in 1996-1957 with the recent complainis mentionsd in
paragraph b of thie report iende to show that the pumbar of fortified military
positions in the D/Zone has probably incrensed.

B. Implementation of article V, parag—aph 5, of the Gemeral Avmistice Agreement

12, The “return of civiliaus to villages and sebtlements in the DfZone and the
employrent of limited numbers of locally recruited civilian poliee in the Zone
for interral security purposes® wers provided for in article V, peragrarh 5, of
the General Armistics Agreement. . .
13. In October 1952, the then Chief of Staff of UNESO, Li.~General William E. Rile
reported (S/2833, paragreph 58): “with the exeeption of Nugeib, AL Famma and
Shamalne fvhich were under Syrian control/ Israel police, acting under orders
from police hezdquarters outeide the Demflitarized Zone exercise coutrol over
practically the entirc Demilitarized Zone®. The Syrians continue to complain
practicelly every day sbout the presence in the DfZone of armed "soldiers”,-

who Israel states ars Israel Borxder Police, a force which should not enter the
D/Zone (erticle V, paregrash 5, of the General Armmistice Agreement).

14. The problem of ihe use of lands in the D/Zone still comstitutes ome of the
wmain preoccupations of the Chief of Staff of VRSO and of the Chairman cf the
Mixed Armistice Commission.

15. In a report which was submitted to the Security Council after the Almagor .
incident of 19 August 1963, reference was mede to previous e7orts to reduce
tension by merking on the ground in the southern sector of the é,_'Zone the limits
of & status guo of cultivation aceceptsble to both parties (S/5401, paragraph k).
The establishment of agreed limits of cultivation hos been sought a.:ﬁ continues
to be pursued by UNISO. .

16. The part of the central sector of the D/Zone which is cn the eastern bank
of the Jordan River is a marrow strip of land, generelly controlled by Syria,
while the western bank, generally controlled by Isracl, is a large area, On the
western benk Arab villsges have been demolished, their inhabitants evacuated.
The inhebitants of the villages o Baggara and Ghannawme returned fcllowing the
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Security Council resolution of 18 May 1951 (S/2517). They were later {on

30 October 1956) forced to cross into Syria where they are still living. Their
lznds on the western Bank of the river, and Khoury Farm in the sgme ares, are
cultivated by Israel nationals.

17. With regard to the use of land in the central sector of the D/Zone, the
Syrian delegation to the Mixed Armistice Commission has continued to complain that
Israelis cultivate “the Arab lands of Bagqara, Ghannsme and Khoury Farm". The
Israel delegation, on the other hand, complains of Syrian cultivation and grazing
in Israel, in an area west of the D/Zone, the Kibbutz Almagor area (MR 2085-2590).
The Israel delegation has 2150 complained of the presence of “Areb herds and armed
shepherds" in parcel four of block 13027, east of the area of the former

Leke Huleh, vhich has been reclzimed by Israel. Arab farmers have continued to
use parcel four, which they do not oun, and Israel farmers have continued to use
land which they do not cwn in the same area. Disputes sbout cultivation have
occgsionally resulted in serious fighting incidents.

18, Claims and counter-claims have been made concerning the exercise of cwnership
rights in parcels located in this area and which have been used “in adverse
possession” by Arabs or Israelis. UNISN is endeavouring to find a practical
arrangement to cultivation problems in this and other areas in co-operation with
Israel and Syria.

19, On 27 July 1966, the Secretary-General communicated to the Security Council
2 "note on efforts of UNTSO to relieve tension along the line between Israel and
the Syrisn Arab Republic® (S/7434k). ‘This note dealt in particular with the
acceptance by both perties of an unconditional ceese-fire esnd with arrangements
for an inspection by United Nations Military Observers of the D/Zone and the
defensive areas on both sides. Such an inspection tock place on 13 June 1966.

The unconditionel cease-fire and the inspection helped in creating a favourzble
atmosphere for talks aiming at a settlement of certain cultivetion problems,
particularly in the area of the D/Zcne.

20. The development of the current tension between Israel and Syria has interfered
with the progress of the talks relating to cultivation problems conducted by UNISO
in Israel and in Syria. However, the problems to be discussed have been cleared
to a certain extent and it is the hope of the Chief of Staff of UNTSO that the

conversations can be resumed after the Security Council concludes its present
debate. P ST T ey




