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LETTER DATED 19 SEPTEMBER 1956 FROM THE PERMANENT
REJPRESEN'rATlVE OF ISRAEL ADDRESSED TO THE PRESIDENT

OF l'HE SEOURITY COUNCIL

I have the honour, on instructions from my Government, to refer to the

case of the Israel vessel Bat Galim Wllich was seized by the Egyptian aU~horities

at the southern entrance 'to tl~e Suez Canal on 28 September 1954. This matter has, ,

been. the subject of communications by me to the Security Council on

28 September ~954 (S/3296), 4 October 1954 (S/3300)', 27 October 1954 (8/3310)"

30 November1954(S/3325),,20 Decembel,~ 1954 (S/;;3;), 14 February 1955 (S/3362) and

10 August 1955 (s/3420), and ha.s also been considered by the Secur:i,ty Council at
. . ~ ;

its. 682nd, 683rd., 684t.h, 685th, 686th, 687th and 688th f.eetings, at .the end of

1954 and at the beginning of 1955.

According t.o a report appearing in the Egyptian newspaper "Al Akhbar" of

26 August 1956 the Bat Galim ha~ been .confiscated by the Government of Egypt and

incorporated into the Egypti~n N€!>vy. Th~ n~WSPaper reveals that this s'eep was
taken because no purchasers could be found for the vessel when it 'was put up for
sale at public auction,

It will be recalled that the Bat Gal1m, carrying a mix.ed cargo of meat,

plJi'Wood and hides,'from Massawa in Eritrea to Haifa in Israel, w~s ~~rCiblY

detained by Egyptian authorities 6n 28 September 19511-, ''Then it arrived at Po;r't

Tewf1q. The captain and crew .were'arrested'and imprisoned on the allegation that

they had. shot and killed Egyptian fishermen near the entrance to the canal. This

SIJuri01!6 charge waS la'ter withdrawn by the Government of Egypt after investigation

by the. Mixed Armistice Conunission had esta.blished that it was entirely without

founda:t1on,' . 'llhe crew was finally re1eased from imprisonment and returned to Israel
, '.

on 1 January 1955. But despite the hope expressed by the majority of the members

in the Security Council and contrary to assurances given to the Security Council

56-24677

\,

---;-~~.- .----,----

UNITED' NATiONS.

SECURITY
CO U Ne I L

Distr.
GENERAL

S/3652
19 September 1956

ORIGINAL: ENGLISH

LETTER DATED 19 SEPTEMBER 1956 FROM THE PERMANENT
REJPRESEN'rATlVE OF ISRAEL ADDRESSED TO THE PRESIDENT

OF l'HE SEOURITY COUNCIL

I have the honour, on instructions from my Government, to refer to the

case of the Israel vessel Bat Galim Wllich was seized by the Egyptian aU~horities

at the southern entrance 'to tl~e Suez Canal on 28 September 1954. This matter has, ,

been. the subject of communications by me to the Security Council on

28 September ~954 (S/3296), 4 October 1954 (S/3300)', 27 October 1954 (8/3310)"

30 November1954(S/3325),,20 Decembel,~ 1954 (S/;;3;), 14 February 1955 (S/3362) and

10 August 1955 (s/3420), and ha.s also been considered by the Secur:i,ty Council at
. . ~ ;

its. 682nd, 683rd., 684t.h, 685th, 686th, 687th and 688th f.eetings, at .the end of

1954 and at the beginning of 1955.

According t.o a report appearing in the Egyptian newspaper "Al Akhbar" of

26 August 1956 the Bat Galim ha~ been .confiscated by the Government of Egypt and

incorporated into the Egypti~n N€!>vy. Th~ n~WSPaper reveals that this s'eep was
taken because no purchasers could be found for the vessel when it 'was put up for
sale at public auction,

It will be recalled that the Bat Gal1m, carrying a mix.ed cargo of meat,

plJi'Wood and hides,'from Massawa in Eritrea to Haifa in Israel, w~s ~~rCiblY

detained by Egyptian authorities 6n 28 September 19511-, ''Then it arrived at Po;r't

Tewf1q. The captain and crew .were'arrested'and imprisoned on the allegation that

they had. shot and killed Egyptian fishermen near the entrance to the canal. This

SIJuri01!6 charge waS la'ter withdrawn by the Government of Egypt after investigation

by the. Mixed Armistice Conunission had esta.blished that it was entirely without

founda:t1on,' . 'llhe crew was finally re1eased from imprisonment and returned to Israel
, '.

on 1 January 1955. But despite the hope expressed by the majority of the members

in the Security Council and contrary to assurances given to the Security Council

56-24677

\,



S/565'2
English
Page 2

by the Egyptian representative in his letter of 23 December 1954 (S/3335), the ves~~l

and its cargo ~"ere ccnfiscated and have now. been :i.11egal1y Ciisposed of by Egypt.

The detention, seizure, confisca.tion and conversion of the Bat Galim is an

act of piracy committed by the Government of Egypt agains.~ a m~rchant vessel

attempting to e.xercise its right .of lawful passage throughthB Suez Canal. It is

a flagrant violation of the resolution adopted by the Security Council on

1 September 1951 (S/2322) ~'fhich "calls upon Egypt to terminate the restrictions

on the passage of international commercial sh1ppingand goods through the Suez

Canal wherever b.Qund and to cease all interfere11ce withsuch shipping beyond that

essential to the safety of shipping in the Canal itself and to the observance of

the international conventions in force."

At the same time Egypt r s conduct in connexion vTUh the Bat Ga.lim is an

indisputable breach of her 'obligations under the Constan·tinople Convention of

1888 which, after stipulating in Article I that lithe Suez, Maritime Canal shall

always be free .and open in time or' war a's in time of p~ace~ to every vessel of

commerce or war, w'ithout distinction of flag, "that "con~eqtierttly, the High
, • ;. ~ . 1 .,' . : '\. '.:. .

Contracting Parties agree riot in any way to interfere with the free use of the
'~ . .

Canal, in time of war as in :I:.ime <:Sf peace" and that lithe' Canal' shall never be
, •••.. , •• ',:t . " ".,' "". ,-,\'

st.lbjected to the exercise of tlie right of blockade;" provide's in Art:J.cle XI that

any measures which Egypt 'may be entitled:to undertake urider Articles IX and X of

the Convention "shall not interfere with the free use of the Canal';.

The 'confiscation of the Bat Ga11m by Egypt also contra.venes the expressed

wishes of the majority of the members of the Security Councj.l which were summed up

by the Presidept of the Council at the last meeting held on this matter on

13 January 1955. At that time the President sunmJed up the general trend'of the

discussion in the Security Council on the question of free passage of ships and

cargoes of all nations. 'He said tha,t the View of the ma.jori ty of the members of'

the Council was that the Security COill1cil resolution of 1 September 1951 was of

continuing validity and effect and that the question of the Bat Galim had been

considered by them 'in this· context and that of the 1888 Convention. They had also

express.ed the hope that a continued attHude of conciliation on 'both sides would

bring about an agreement on arrangements for a speedy release of the ship and cargo

which were still in Egyptian detention •
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~o[enty months have passE:ld since then and instead of releasing the Bat Galim

and its cargo to its rightful o'iners, the Government of Egypt has now put a seal

017, its lawless conduct by confiscating the Vessel and incorporating it into the

Egyptian Navy.

If further proof were needed of. the worthlessness of Egypt!s protestations of

fidelity to the international compacts guaranteeing unrestricted freedom of

passage through the Suez Canal, the case of the Bat Galim provides it.

The Government of Israel has instructed me to protest against the

arbitrary and illegal a.ctionby Egypt and reserves its right t.o pursue this

matter further.

I have the honou:1:' to request that the content of this letter be brought to

the attention of all members of the Security CO\ll'lcil.

Please accept, Sir, etc.

(§1B!}.~.9) M.R. K~.dron
for the Permanent Representa.tive
of Israel to the United Nations
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