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The Egyptian delegation has brought to the attention of the Security Council·
an alleged armistice violation concerning the demilitarized zone at El AUja.

I take this opportu-~ity of furnishing the Security Council with the following
information which the Egyptian delegation, in its diversionary manoeuvre, has
distorted or suppressed.

'!he complaint now mentioned in the Egypti.a:n cOIUnunicatiou has already been
discussed in the Mixed Armistice Co~~ission and settled in the following way.

(a) 'The Commission rejected the Ero'Ptian complaint that the establishrc.ent of
an Israel village near the road jl:Dction in the area of El AUja Village
violated the amistice. The legality of this village has thus been
confirmed and no appeal has been lodged within the appointed time. It
would thus be a breach of judicial principle for Egypt to re·open a" case
which it has effectively lost (General Bennikets Report, Document
s/pv.6,0, p. 18, 27 October 195').

(b) The complaint of alleged measures against Bedouin and that the existence
of "an Israeli armed force and regular Israeli police I1 in the Village
Violates certain articles of the Armistice Agreement has been sustained
in the first instance. However, Israel is convinced that this remote
Village should have some protision for its security and has therefore
lodged an appeal to the. Special.Committee appointed for this purpose
under Article X of the Agreement. This appeal is still pending, the
matter is thus still. sub judice and no situation contrary to the
Agreement now eXists.---rt wou:d be a breach of the judicial principle
and of the Armistice Agreement for Egypt to evade the verdict of the
Special Committee and seek a discussion elsewhere.

The frivolity of the Egyptian position on that part of its complaint which
has not yet been rejected e~erges clearly from the exchange between General Bennike
and myself in the Security Council on 9 November 1953 when the Chief of Staff and
I reached full agreement in defining the precise procedural situation as I have
done here. I enclose the relevant question and answer verbatim. I draw special
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attention to General Eennilre t s last sentence au.d to his statement that the
complaint is sub judice and the first verdict not final.

The complaint now sutmitted by Egypt thus consists of two part.s - an
Egyptian complaint alre~dy rejected by the Mixed Armistice Commission (Report
of General Eennike, 27 October 1953, para. 45)j and a complaint described by
General Bennike as sub judice according to correct and normal process (sjPV.635,
para. 6). ---

The C-overnrnent of Israel considers that any discussion in the Security Counci]
of a question sub judice in the Special Committee would be prejudicial and
cont.rary to the purposes of Article X of' the Egypt·Israel Armistice Agreement.
The Security Council has always in the past refused to discuss the substance o~

cases when they were still pending before an organ established by the Armistice
Agreements (S/l907).

Should this matter, af'fecting about a dozen civilian policemen in a small
village, not be settled in the Sre~ial COr.!.'1littee, the Gover:nment of' Israel WOUld,
of course, be glad to pa~ticipate in a discussion o~ it in the Security Council,
if it were so decided.

I request that tbis letter and its an~ex be urgently circulated to the
Security Council and be brou~lt to the notice of its members in connexion with
any discussion on the propriety or otherwise of including such a matter on the
Security Council's agenda4 The Coun~il may wish to measure the consequences of
different decisions being reached simUltaneouslY on· the same matter in the
Security Council on the one hand, and in the competent Armistice Committee on
the other.

Please accept,. Sir, etC.

(signed) Abbe Eban
Ambassador and Permanent Representative

of' Israel. to the United Nations

I
•
•



8/3174
English
Page 3

Annex to Iette~ addressed to the President of the
Security Council, 4 February. 1954

., (E}:cerpt from

Question from

• rDOClliuent S/PV.o55,

the Representative

9 November 1953, pp. 33-34)

of Israel

6. I refer again to the Israel-EgyptilL~Armistice situation, in which connexion
the Chief of Staff's re~ort quotes a resolution adopted by the Israeli-EgJ~tian

Mixed Armistice Commission on 2 October 1953, regarding alleged military
activities in the demilitai'ized zone of El Auja. In accordance with Article X
of' the Israeli-E@yptie.n Armistice Agreement, I ll.'1derstand that a decision of the
Commission is not final, if it is appealed, until the Special Committee has taken
a decision on the appeal. Pn I right in stating that there is an appeal which
was submitted on 2 Octoter, and would it be correct to deduce that this resolution
is therefore still sub 2udice and that a ~eetin6 of the S~ecial Committee will be
convened as requested by" Israel in order to examine this appeal?

A.'1.s"jer: I have mentioned in my rep02"'t (page 18) tbat the Israeli
representative has su"tmitted &"1 appeal against t:1e Tesc,lution of the Mixed
Armistice Camro~ssion, requesting that the case ce brought before the Special
Corrmission, in accordance with Article X, parae 4, of the General Armistice
Agreement. This paragi:'aph ree.ds, inter ~, as follows:

"0n questions of principle, appeal shall lie to a Special COIn."Uittee,
composed of the United Nations Chief of' Staff of the Truce Supervision
Organization" and one mereber each of the Egyptian and Israeli delegations
to the Armistice Conference at Rhodes or some other senior officer, whose
decisions on all such questions shall be final. 11

In view of Israelts appeal to the Special Corrmittee, the decision of the
Israeli-Egyptian Mixed_Armistice Coomission of 2 October 1953 is not final. The
situation with regard to the convening of the Special Corrmittee bas not changed
since my predecessor '</Tote in his report to the Security Council dated 4 November
1952 (S/2833, para. 10): llRepeated efforts have ceen made to convene a meeting
of the Special Committee to consider these appeals (seven by Egypt and three by
Israel) which are from decisions tween by the Mixed Armistice Commission between
May and October 1951, but no date has been found mutually acceptable to the .
parties. 11

I intend, when I return to the Middle East, to approach the parties with a
view to convening the Special COffimittee.
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