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ISRAEL

Article 3

We suggest &dding an additional paragraph te this Article, to read as
follows:

(3) The time of the theft shall bé"determined, for the purposes
of this Article, by public documente in the requesting State.

Reason: . In order to allow a pérsoh to bring an action. in a foreign
court on the basis of a claim that an object is a stolen cbject, he must
generally prove that he made a complaint to the local police at the time of
the theft. Proof that such a complaint has been submitted ought to be unly
by means of public documents such aB police files.

Articls 8 S [ .
Paragraph (2)
We suggest that the whole paragraph be deleted.

Reascn; This alternative does not seem desirable. Any dispute as to
the value of & cultural object or compensation to be made in respect
thereof should be submitted to the decision of a competent authority, but
the poseessor of such object should not be allowed to transfer it to a
third party, thus preventing the. raqussting State itself <£from gnining
poaaeaaion of .an cbject illegally exported from its territory.



