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accept an international regime for Jerusalem because iri practice its Jewish
inhabitants had found that their safety depended on the armed forces of Israel.

Conciliation Commission Proposals
In drawing up its detailed plan for an international regime for Jerusalem
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Apri13, 1949, between Jordan an
of November 30, 1948, running through the city of Jerusalem. The Conciliation
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General Assembly Proposals erusalemu the
When the General Assembly of the Unit o^ Nations °p°ôsals for Jerusalem
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