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£ .

Jerusélem, June 7th, (Jewish Telegraphic Agenocy).

The Report drawr up by the International Commission
appointed by the British Government with the approval of the
League of Nations to determine the rights.and claims of Jews
and Moslems at the Walling Wall in, Jerusalem, and presented
by the members of the Commission to the British Government
in D&cember, will be ‘published to-morrow, the J.T.A. learns.
Coples of the Report, it further learns, were handed this
evening of ficially to the-Jewish and Moslem authorities here,
with en injunction, however, that nothing contained there 1s
to be published before to-morrow. )

FINDINGS OF COMMISSION: WAILING WALL IS MOSLEM PROPERTY BUT *
T .- NOT_MOSLEN SA =

CONSEQUENT] )
EXPLICITLY OUARA] TEW‘EWS “BY PALESTINE MANDATE “AND
: I TONG ESTABLISHED PRACTICE CONSTLTUTING &

RIGETAE AWETQUO.

London, - June 8th. (Jewish Telegraphie Agendy).

The Wailing Wall as being an integral part of the
Haram-esh-Sherif is manifestly Moglem propexty, but it is
not & Moslem sacred shrine, and so far as it is known the
pavement in front of the Wall has never been & place for
lioslem prayers. This is one of the important findings in the
Report of the Commission, nonsi.st:l.ng of M. Eliel Loefgren,
M. Charles Barde, and M. C. J. Van Kempen, which was appoint-
©d by the British Government with the approval of the Council
of the League of Nations to determine_the rights and claims
of ‘Moslems and Jews in connection with the Western or Wail-
ing Wall at Jerusalem, which has been published here to-day
by His Majesty's Stationery Office, & note at the end of the
Report stating that "the Comnission is unanimous in its pro-

. nioungements and decisions"

< The Commission does not consider that the pavement "
in front of the Wall can be regarded as a sacred place from

a Moslem point of view, the Report declares. At the time

of the Prophet it formed part of an open site and nothing in
the. evidence heard before the Commission goes to show that

‘‘any.special part of that area was of old marked out as sacred

to ths Moslems.
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Of Jows To Ruins Of Temple
T S 5 _Prosence Never Departed
Tan Be Traced Back 16 Fourth Century: Long Before Wall-
Ing Wall Becamo Noslem Wakf Lamenta fo‘xﬁ"And'\TEra%ers of
Jews Were Heard From Precisely Seme Spot in Front O
Wall As AT Present Day. ?

The question as to

what right the Jews can claim in

2 place that does not legally belong to them is a separate
natter dealt with in another part of the Report, the .
jommissionérs proceed, but it is proved by the evidence that
she Western Wall of the Temple aréa for many centuries past
a8 been an object of religious veneratioen to the Jews, and
-~ when there was-nothing else left of the Temple 1tself, the

reguler pilgrimages

‘Jows to-the ruins of the old Temple

gave place to visits.of the devotees to the only remains, the
Wall, from which the Divine Prasence was believed by them

.never to have ddparted.

Evldence to that effect can be

traced back to the Fowth Century, so that long before the
Walling Place became a Moslem Wakf the lamentations and pray-
ers of the Jews weré heard from predisely the stme spot in
front of the Wall as at the présent day.

1on that

' The Commiassion 1s therefore decidedly of the opin-
the place in question must be-Yegarded as being a

"peligious site", which is used as such exoclusively by the
adherents of the Mosalc creed, and consequéntly free access
to the Place for devotional purposes is expliclitly guaran-
teed to the Jews by Article 13 in the Mandate terms, which,
inter alia, states:. "All responsibility in connection with
religious buildings or sites in Palestine,. including thet of
gsecuring free access to the religious buildings and sites is
assumed by the Mandatory".
given in the Mandate, the Commission holds that in support
of the.claim of the Jews to free access to the Place, there.
does. exist a practice constituting a right ab antiquo.

Irrespective of this guarantee
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As regards the Haram area and the adjecent Wakf
property in thelr relation to the Jewish devotions at the -
Western Wall, the Report continues, the Commission passes ver-
dict that the present status quo of the Wall and of its immed-

~date surroundings shall, as far as possible, be preserved,

~with a view to not causing any more serious disturbance """

the Jews ' manner and prastice of worship. then-haes occurred in
the past, or than may be inevitable by reason of changes in

the prevailing conditions at the Wall.

Consequently the -Mos-

‘lems shall be entitled in.the Wakf properties adjacent to the

»
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'vall to construct or build any desirod erection and to demolish
or repair any existing bullding, provided only that 'such work
shall not encroach on the Pavement area or impair the right of
the -Jews to aceess to the ¥all, or involve any disturbance to
the Jews that:is avoidable during their devotional visits to
the place near. the Wall.

If the recently constructed door at the southern end
of the Pavement i1s not to be closed for good, measures shall
be taken of the same kind as at present in forée to ensure 1its
“veing kept looked from 6 p.m.:.on the Eve of the Sabbath and on
Jowlsh holy days that -are recognised as such by the Palestine

and throughout such.days until sunset.
. The Commission also confirms the prohibition in the
temporary rules against the driving of animals alcng the Pave-
ment at certain hours.

For avoidingz annoyance to the Jewish worshippers
t}'-e Zikr ceremony ahall not, during the usual hours of worship,
be carried out so close to the Pavement as to cause -annoyance.

The conclusjons arrived at by the Commission on the
basis of the reasoning and evidence may be summed up. as follows:

To the Moslems belanz the sole ownership of, and the
sole. proprietary right to, the Western Wall, seeing that 1t
forms an integral part of .the Faram-eshiSherif area, which is
a Wakf property. To the loslems there also belcngs the own-
ership of the Pavement in'front of' the Wall and of .the adjac-
ent so-called Moghrabi (lioroccen) Quarter opposite the Wall,
inasmuch as the last-mentioned property was made Wakf under’
Moslem Sharia Law, it being dedicated: to charitable. purposes.

—« Such appurtenances of worship and/or such other Ob=-g,
Jects as the Jews may be entitled to place near the Wall either
in conformity with the provigions of this present Verdict or
by agreement comé to between the Parties shall under no circum-

. 8tances be considered as; or have the effect of, establishing

for them any sort of proprietary right £o the \Ial]. or to the
ad;}acent Pavement.

% ¢ On the other hand the Moslems shall be under the
obligation not to construct or build any edifice or to demol-
ish or repair any bullding within the’Wakf property (Haram
area and Moghrabi Quarter] adjacent to the Well, in such a
manner that the said work would encroach on ithe Pavement or
impair the access of the Jews to the. WaIl or involve any
disturbance to, or interference wich, the Jews during ‘the
times of their devotional visits:to the Wall, if it'can in
any way be avoided.

The Jews shall have free access to the Western Wall
for the purpose of devotions at all times - subject to the ex-
plicit stipulations hereinafter to be mentioned, viz.,

1) The temporary instructions issued by the Pales=~
tim Léministration at the end of September, 1929, relative
to "appurtenances of worship" are to be made;permanent, sub-
Ject, however, to the one modificaticn that it shall be per-
rrissihle to plaes near the Wall the Cabinet or Ark containing_
the Scroll or Scrolls of the Law and the Table on which the
Ark stands and the Table on which the Scroll is laid when be-
ing resd from, but only onthe following occasions, viz.,

(a) at uny special fast and assembly for public prayer that
the Chief Rabbis -of Jerusalem may order ‘to be held in the
consequence of same public dis*ress or calemi';y, provided

due’ notice shell have heen glven by them t:o the Administration;
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(b) on New Year's Day and on the Day of Atonement, and also
on any other special "holy days" that are recognised by the
fiovernment as such days on which i1t has been customary for
the Ark containing the Scrolls of the Law to be brought to
the Wall, Savs as provided inthe articles of this Verdict
it shall not be permissible to have any appurtenances of

“worship in the vicinity of the Wall.

(2) No objection or obstacle shall be raised to
the Jews, in their individual capacity, carrying with them
to the Wall hand«books or other artigles customarily used
at.their devotlons either as a gensral thing or upon special
occasions, nor to thelr wearing such garments as were of
0ld used at thelr devotions. (3) The temporarily enacted
prohibitions against the brinzing to the Wall of benches,
carpets, or mattings,-chairs, curtains and screens, etc.,
and against the driving of animals at certain hours along
the Pavement are to be made absolute, as is also the ine
Junction as to keepin: the door at the southern end of the
"all locked during certain hours. The right, however, for
Hoslems to zo to and fro in an ordinary way along the Pave-
nméent shall be respected and remain inviolable as hitherto.
(4) It shall be prohibited to bring to the Wall any tent or
a curtaln or any similar object with a view to placing it
there - even though for a limited space of time. i

(5) The Jews shall not be permitted to blow the

" ram's horn (Shefar) near ths Viall nor causé any other dis-

turbance to the Moslems that is avoidable; the Moslems on
the other hand shall not be permitted to carry out the Zikr
ceremony close to the Pavement during the progress of the
Jewish devotions or to cause annoyance to the Jews in any
othar way.! (6) It 1s to bs understoodthat the- Administra--
tion shall be entitled to give such instructions as they may
think fit respecting the dimansions of each of the objects
that 1t 1s permissible for the Jews to bring to the Wall,
rospecting the particular days and hours above referred to,
and also respecting other detalls that may be necessary for
the adequate and complete carrying out of this prosent Ver-
dict of the Commission. A

(7) It shall be prohibited for any person or per-
sons to make use of the place in front of the Wall or its
surroundings for all political speeches or utterances or
demonstrations of any kind whatever. (8) 1t shall be
held to be a matter of common interest to Moslems and Jews
alike that the Western Wall should not be disfigured by
having any engravings or inscriptions placed upon it or by
having nails or similar objects driven into 1t, and also
that the Pavement in front of the Wall should be kept clean
&nd be: properly respected by Moslems and Jews alike; it is
herewith declared to be the Loslems' right and duty to
havethe Pavement cleaned and repaired, if 'and when that is
necessary, upon due notice being given to the Administra-

~‘tion.  (9) Owing to the Wall's character as an historical

. Palestine Administration, so that any repairs 'to-it that

monument its fitting meintenance shall be éntrusted to the

may be necessary shall be carried out by them and under
their supervision-thcugh only after consultation with the
Supreme Moslem Council and the Rebbinical Council for Pales-
tine. (10) If eny repairs to the Pavement that are necess-
ary -are not attsnded to by.the Moslems in due time, the Pal-
estine Administration shall teke the necessary stops to have
the"Wwork done. (11) The Chief Rabbis of Jerusalem shall be

srequired to nominate one or more officials to be their -

" " suthorised rep: ntative ‘or

tives for. receivin
the instructions and -other oomm\Tnioationa that will be 1a§ued

from time to time by the Palestine Administration regarding: the

-Western Vall, - the Pavement in front of 1t, and the formali-

tiee to be observed with regard to the Jewi
the vall, Lo s S =" qe"ua}' e

i 0
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The Commission ventures to entertain the hope that,
having regard to the actual position of affnirs and of what
is dependent thereupon, both loslsms and Jews will accept
and respsct the Commission's Verdict with that earnest de-
sire. to attain' matual understanding that is so important a
pro-requisite ‘both for the furtherance of the common inter=-
‘est of the Parties in Palestine and for ensuring a peaceable
development in the World at large. :

Place "here liohammed Tethered Kis Steed Rl Burag Is Not
TItuated Within part OFf WAll Skirting Pavemen Hall-
Tng Wall Of Jows But Fur thel Sout ccess 1s From
}Tﬁ'ﬂ‘m Lrea_Proper Not From Outside: If liomory OF
Mh?mea'shV1ait _Enough To Make Wall Sacred To }os-
ems_Why -Snould Not Respec 6 _Attached. Likewise To
Veneraﬁ% on_Jews Have Shown For Lany Cenbturies To Same
Wall Which Thoy Belleve To be Last Remains OFf TemEIe
ind FITTed With Divine Presence?

The evidence that was forthcoming in the metter
6. goes to prove that from the lioslem point of view the pave-
ment 1s chiefly looked upon .as a passage existing for the
benefit of the inhabitants of the:private dwellings erected
“originally for the purpose of serving the needs of the
Yoroccan pilgrins, the-@Gommissioners write in, the course of
their Report, in discussing the respective claims brought
before them. The Moslem party contend that there does ex-
ist a reason for the sacredness of the place, which is that .
the exterior part of the ¥Wall encloses a small Mosque set up «
on the precise spot where Mohammed, the Great Prophet, is
bvelieved to have tethered his steed E1 Burag at the time of
his visit to Jerusalem on his célestial jourhey. The -
~Commission understands that it 1s the belief of the majority
of Moslems that the Prophet's steed was actually tethered
at that precise spot. It 1s, however, to be .observed that
the said place is not situated within the part of the Wall
which skirts along the Pavemsnt of the Wailing Place of
the Jews but in its sxtension to the saith, and that the
access to the small Buraq Mosque is from the Haram area
@ vroper and not from the outside.
| It may bs that the Zawiyah, which since 1929 has

_ been located close to the pavement, was used for its pres-
ent highest purpose previous to & long period of decay,.but
as regards the pavement i1tself it has been used by the kos-
lems from ancient times for entirely mundane purposes, and
is so.also at the present time. So far as.is known,it
has. never been a place for Loslem prayers. Notwi thstanding
its-use as a place of prayer by the Jews, it has always

" been ‘& thoroughfare for Moghrabis, either on foot, or when
driving camels or donkeys. The Commission is prepared to
acgept the statement of the Moslem side that the %all as a
whole, by reason of lohammed's visit with his steed called
El Buraq, is sacred to the hoslems. But in the opinion of .
the Commission, this fact does not exclude the malntenance 4
.of the ‘sanctity of the Wall to the Jews as well.

. If the venerated memory of the Prophet's visit -
. notwithstanding the fact that his steed E1 Buraq was tether-
| ed at a certain distance from the Wailing Place of the Jews -

" has made the Western Wall sacred in its whole extent -to the
Moslems, why should not respect be attached likewise to. the
veneration that has for many conturies past been shown by -

7.~ the Jows towards the same.wall, which, according to their “
< belief, reprosonts the last remains of the old Temple, and
. which thav bolieve to be filled with the Divine Presence?




J.T.A. BlgLIETIN. -6 - 9/6/31.

Jews Possess Right Sul Generis At Wall Basis Of Which Is
Ancient Custom: In pasy llos.iows Prohibited Christians
Toming Near Wail But Lllowed I1t.To Jews As Specia
Favour: Commission Comes 10 Conclusion ThAat Er 56 _Access
Of_Jews For Devotional Purposcs Been Kecognised By
MosTems Themselves As Ri h% Ab sntiquo.

On the Arab side it has been vigorously contended
that the Jews have only had eaccess to the Wall accorded to
them out of tolerance, the Commissioners proceed. That cone
tention on the part of the Arabs would, at any rate, seem to
justify the conclusion that the mere access of the Jews to
the Wall has not been. held by the Arabs as an infringement
of the Moslem law, for if it had the visits would long ago
have been prohibited. The Commission considers that in
this instance there exists a right sul gencris, the basis
‘of which is an ancient oustom that has arisen under the pro-
tection :of one of those "tolerances" that are wont to serve
as origins for what come to be legally valid customs..  Even
if no special statute can be adduced in support-of the fact,
yot it can hardly be denied that in Palestine established
right and prevalent usage, more especially with regard to re-
ligious matters, have come very generally to recognise the
principle that one party may have a limited right in the pro-
pert:{ of another. Inthe whole system of status quo, "toler-
ance" plays an importaent role for deciding what, at any given
time may be considered ‘to have grown into an "exiating right',

Why should there be this scrupulous application of
a fixed status quo and why should there be this fear of the *
prejudice that is assumed to follow as an inevitdble conse- ..
quence of any act or omission that alters the actual existing
state of things, 1f "tolerance" was not regarded as a poss-
ible basis for an altered legal position? As regards the
right to pay visits and to perform certain religious acts
there without any sort of claim to ownership, precedents are
known to exist in respect to the Christian Holy Places and
the origin of those rights is certainly based on old practice
and not on any agréement traceablé in documentary form.’

In this conneotion the Commission drews special
attention to the fact that during the previcus regimes in the
past such prohibitions as were sometimes proclaimed never
touched upon the right of visiting as such, but were directed
solely against such steps on the part of the Jews as were
held bty the Moslems to pre judice their proprietory right or
as were considered as an extension of sanctions arising from
previous praotioe in the neighbourhood of the Wall.

Since it has been emphasised from the Areb side
that those visits were tolerated Jjust as the visits of foreign--
ers or others without any devotional purposes, it should be
noted that during a very long period in the past Moslems prohib-
ited Christians from coming near the Wall or its surroundings,
but that this was allowed to the Jews as a srecial favour. -

In .the opinion of the Commission, there was only
anxiety to prevent any future claim by the Jews to ownership
or possession, but at the same time the long~standing prac--
tice in 1tself was expressly recognised. After considering
the eviderice produced by the Arab side, the Commission comes
to the coclusion that the free access of the Jews to the
place for devotional purpoaes has been recognised by the -Mos-
lems themselves as a right ab:antiquo. The questions that
have given.rise to dispute in earlier times have been the
fharacter and tho extension of the Jewish practioce of carrying
on devotions at the ‘Nan.
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If Western Wall And Pavement In Front Of It Ought To Be Pro-
6cted In Religlious Interest of Jows Due Considers

on
Ought Alsc To Be Paid By Jews To Thelr Hosts The Hoslems:
ongregational Jowlish ‘Xox-ih': L‘.VIEh Wlnyan At Wall Recog-
filsed By Commission.
On the strength of these considerations, the Report

N conbinues, the Commission finds that the place in question is

a religious site, saocred to the Jews, and that they have a
right to access to it for certain dévotional purposes. How-
ever, .the Jews also claim & right to decide, without any in-
terference from others in what form and to what extent their
devotions at the Wall are to be held. Their-ergument is that
by the explicit terms of the Mandate they are guaranteed
"free exercise of worship", from which should follow the
right to arrange their prayers according to their own rites
and to bring to the Wall all the appurtenances they deem fit.
They hold that even i1f in ancient times their worship had
the character of individual prayers and lamentations, the
development in later times of their prayers into a congrega-
tional and orgenised service has as a rule been allowed to
continue without interruption. Any interference on the part
of the Moslems with the ritual of the Jews was also in prin-
ciple forbidden by the Firmens produced. On the Jewis
side it 1s also contended that the real status quo had for
a considereble time been in conformity with the present
claims and that in such respects as the actual administrative
prescriptions did not agree with the said claims, these re--
gulations diverged from the existing rights. of the Jews.

After having carefully considered these poinba of -
view, the Commission declares its opinion to be:

f the Western Wall and the pavement in front of 1t
ought to be protected in the religious interest of the Jews,

“due consideration ought also to be pald by the Jews to their

hosts, the Moslems, whose sacred shrines have been guaranteed
immunity by the terms of the Mandate. Hence the Commission ™

" concludes that the established custom should be a proper

basis for deciding the existing rights of the Jews at the
Wall. It does not follow that the Commission must go back
to the primitive forms which characterised the prayers and
the conditions at the Wall at the earliest steges. . On the
other hand, the Commission thinks that usage, in order to
serve -as-a bas:l.s for a real righb, must be of fairly long
standing. ~

Even Cenburies Ago cul].aotive Prayers Were Held At Wall.

It appears from the evidence that even centuries
sgo ocolleotive or "arranged" prayers were held at the Wall.
The. transformation from one form to another has been favour-
ed by the Jewish ritual, which from ancient times required
the .presence of as many as ten persons (minyan) for holding
a complete service, and allowed & minyan to exercise the same
sort of worship in any place, just as in a synagogue. As & #
matter of course, one or mco@ groups of such minyans were
formed at the Wall, too, performing a more or less nomplece
service, and at all events they often prayed collectively -
and not only individually. As men end women could not on
account of the local conditions be separated from each !
other, as in synagogue, the women kept apart in & -peparate
corner. The Jews bBrought with them, too, certain of the
attributes that are usually employed at their service, and
“they gup ~dres ¥ ts appropriate to their ritual.

a
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The Scroll of the Law (Torah), with the Ark needed for the
carrying of it, and with the table required for its support
when being read from, was at first only brought to the Wall
on extraordinarv occasions, when the Rabbinate had ordered
fasts and prayers to be held, for instunce, in times of
drought and other calamitles, but suecessively the Scroll
of the Law was brought there more often, especially at

‘great religious festivals and in later times also on the

ordinary Sabbath. It seems that this development of prac-
tice was not objected to as long as the Jews did not take
any steps of a nature that might possibly give rise to a

‘cloim of ownership; such as efforts to obtain the right of

paving the Place or bringing benches, or separating men and
women by a screen, thus introducing a substitute for the
women's gallery in the synagogue, or by attaching a tent to
the Wall for protection against the sun and other measures
tending to indicate a claim to possession of the place.

The statement of the Jews that at different times they have
paid the cost of maintaining the pavement in repair has not
been substantiated in such a way as to prove that they have
thereby acquired any possessory right to the Place.

It may be assumed that at certain times no objec-
tion was made to the Jews bringing benches, chairs; screens
and similar appurtenances to the Wall, and that they have
occasionally. seen to the cleaning or repairing of the pave-
ment. But by these facts it has not been proved-that such
an-uncontested practice of long stancding has existed in these
respects, or that any legal claims can be baged thereon. As
regerds the appurtenances of worship as dealt with in' the
teriporary instructions 1929, it i1s of interest to note thatw
to judge from the evidence, the Moslems did not make any ex-
plicit complaints against the bringing of such appurtenances
to the place until a-late stage in the oontroversy between .

'ﬂI‘BbS and Jews.

In Limiting Rigt Of Jews To_Bring Ark And Scrolls To Wall
ComrifosTonts Alm Not Been To intorfere With Jewish Ritual
“But_Only To Ensuro Against Inovalion That NMight Be Used

To_Support _Plea That Jews Wer 66 To lransform. Place

Ih.,o Syney % F:\e That Eventuality Wust Be Obviated For
\.1!‘ 1| ntenance UT FSEOS And ﬁaar. .

The Commission notes that_ the reading of the Law
from the Scrolls is requisite also for a complete service in
a_synagogue on lionddys, Thursdays and Saturdays. The bring-
ing of the Scrolls of the Law and its appurtenances, how-
ever, is only permissfie according to the present temporary *
regulations on the ordinary Sabbath days, from Friday evening
until sunset on Saturday. The practice on which the regula-
tions in this respect have been based is in all probability
of a somewhat recent date, and it has not been shown to the
satisfaction of the Commission that any continuous usage with
respsct to it existed before the War. It is true that some
witnesses whose trustworthiness was in no way open to sus- .
picion gave positive evidence that the -objects in question
were in use near the Wall during a certain period previous to
tha, Mar. Other witnesses, however, who, so far as could be
Judged, .Wwere just as trustworthr deposed that ‘although they
were frequent resorters to the Wall they had not any conscious

‘rom’ambrance of having ‘seen the Ark and the Scrolls near the

"all on any ordinary week-days or even on Saturdays, until
Ghe period .subsequent to the- War. In:this respsact tho:same
reasoning holds good, &s has been adduced by the Commission _
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vefore, relative to benches, chairs, etc., that it is con-
ceivable that such objects may at times have been used by
the Jews without any objection being raised on the part of
the Moslems, but that no unprotested-against practice of
long standing can be said to have been thereby established.
The eovidence heard before the Commission on this point has
been contradictory and does not authorise 'a confirmation
of a Jewish right to place the Ark with the Scroll at the
"all on ordinery Sabbaths. ' -

In limiting the present right to the brinzing of
the Ark containing the Scrolls, the Commlsstoners declare,
our desire and aim has not been to interfere in any wey with
the ritual of the Jewish devotfons, but only to ensure that
no objects that might possibly be taken to indicate some sort
of possessory right for the Jews should be brought near the
%all unless it was justified by reason of long-continued
practice. To the Commission this has appeared to be of very
especial importence at this particular juncture.
innovation that occurred might be mede use of in support of
the 'plea that the Jews were left free to transform the

“Plece into & synagogue - and that eventuality must b ob-

viated in the interests of formel justice and for the insur-
ing of a maintenance of peace and order.’ It.1s presumably
impossible to conteat the fact that a regular bringing to

the Wall of objJects such as the Ark containing the Scrolls

of the Law might give rise to a miscomprehension of that
nature. Nor would that either seem to be called for, when .u
due consideration is paid to the primary and traditional
character and purpose of the P;I.aoe.

ALL QUIET IN ZLOCZOW BUT JEWS STILL AFRAID TO LEAVE HOUSES
AFTER DARK.
Warsaw, June Tth. (Jewish Telsgraphic Agency).

. Thanks. to the intervention of the administrative
authorities and the police, the excesses at Zlooczow Were put
down the same day that they-oococurred, the Jowish Community
of Sieradz, the district town of the area in which Zloczow
1s situated, has replied to an enquiry made to it by the
J.T.A. here. All 1is now quiet, the statement proceeds, but
the nemes of the victims and the extent of the ganiage have
not yet been established. .

Although quiet has been completely restored, the
panic-stricken Jewish inhabitants of Zloczow are still afraid-
to leave their homes after dark, che J.T.A. learns. One of
the teachers of the elementary sfhool-in Zloczow, a certain’
Halber, who is a member of the antisemitic National Democrat-
ic Party, 1s stated to hdve been the ringleader of the agita-
tion against the Jews which led to the excesses and the Jews
have stopped sending their children to the school as a pro-

- test against his attitude.

POLISH ZIONISTS ELZCT THEIR DELEGATES TO CONGRESS.

Warssw, June Tth. (Jewlsh Telegraphic Agengy)-\>-—
i The results of the elections which have taken plaee
to-day in Congress Poland for delegates to the Zionist Cone

'. gress show, as far as the figured arc already available, that

in Warsaw theé Revisionits have polled 1,021 votes, the ¥ig«

.rachi 913, Al Hemishmer 874, Labour 663, and Bt Libnoth 221,

0dz; Lebour hus polled 668 votes, the Revision-

. -In ‘L
_i‘éggu 628, the Mizrachi 466, It Libnoth 456, and Al Famishmar. '

B
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LABOUR_LIST LEADING IN GERMAN ZIONIST 3LECTIONS.

Berlin, June 7th. (Jewish Telsgraphic Agency).
The Labour List is leading in the elections for

. delegates from Germany to the Zionlst Congress,.which took

place to-day, about 50 per cent. of the shekel-holders.en-
titled to vote going to the poll. It appears that of the
delegates ‘Germeny is entitled to return, three will be
Labour, three General Zionists, one Revisionist, and one

: Mizrachi whils it is not clear yet to whom the ninth place

will go.
THE RESULTS IN CZECHO-SLOVAKIA.

Prague, June 7th. (Jewish Telegraphic Agency).

The returns from about 30 districts with a total
vote of 5,466, about 30 per cent. of the elsctorate, show
1,700 votes far the General Zionists, 1,300 for the Labour
List 1,200 for the Revisionists, 886 for the liizrachi, and
380 for the Redicals. According to these results, it would
seem that Czecho-~-Slovakia will be represented at the Congress
by 3 General Ziq‘nists, 3 Labour, 2 Revisionisks, 2 iizrachlsts
and one Radical. At the last Congress, there were 6 Gsneral
Zionists; 2 Mizrechists, and one Radical. The results which
have_still t6 come in from the provinces are not expected to
bring any change ‘in the oomposition of the Gzeche-slovakian
delegations .

HOW_SALONICA VOTED. | ¢ o
selonica, June 7th. (nahish Telegraphic Agenoy).

The General: Zlonists have polled 339 votes in Salonica,

the Mizrachi 211 and the Revisionists 9. The resuits from tl;e
provinces have not yet arrived. :

MEETING OF JEWISH BOARD: OF D"PUTIES

London, June 7th. (Jewish Talegraphic Agenoy).

Mr. 0. E. d'Avigdor Goldsmid, who recently consent-
ed to continue in office, was re- electeﬂ unanimqusly as Pre-
sident of the Board of Jewish Deputies at the annual meeting

lof the Board held this afternoon. kr. Goldsmid expressed
his' thanks to the members of the Board for the honour and
trust given to him by re-elscting him as President, and said
that he hoped he would serve the Board as he did hitherto.

. He congratulated Sir Montague Burpon, the member -for Harro-

gate, on the knighthood he has received in the Honours List.
In view of - tha forthuoming biennisl meeting of the

Jewiish Agency. Council, dop, Gold-
14, J than, Laski, Ve o O e ﬁhéﬁﬁfﬁ:gxffégééf OGEN

; TS 4n
foonomlc Board for Paldstine,. Were electe as the. 'non-Zionist"
representatives, of the Anglo -Jewish Community on the Jewish
Ahgency: Council.

A discussion- took place on the confilict between lr.
A. ‘iHalevi<Hurvitch as representing the Russian Zionist Merkaz
and 1ts Assoclation of Creditors and the Zionist Organisation
with regurd to deposits claimed to have been paid into the &
Zionist banks on behalf of a large number of Kusso-Jewish A
families, some in Palestine ana 'some still in Russia. A re-~
solution was adopted that "the Board should endeavow' that
this conflict should be settled by an arbitration.

The report of the Joint Foreign Committee, which was
adopted, dealt with the: situation of the Jews:in Mexioco," the
elections. in Roumania, and the question of calendar reform, in
.which regard. the Secretary of the Board, kr. J. M. Rich,.has
been authorised to accompany .the Chief Rabbi Dr. Hertz, to
Geneva, “to present the Jewish oase before the meeting: of the
“Leagne. or Nations: Committee, which'ds opening to-morrow.

(NO'I’ FOR PU’EL‘[CI‘TJ ON UNLESS BY PR"‘VIOUS ARRANGT"‘!F'NT).
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