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Dear Sir Arthur,

I write in haste, hoping that the note riyil1 reach you
before you-r final decision has been tal<en. I vrou-r-ct confine
myself only to three remarl<s :

The f irst is as regards the argument of ,,neyx b1ood,,.
i.:" a1l hope to see a. chnn,3e of re,qirne at the launicipa.lity ofJerusalem. But Mr. solomon is not a representaiir,'e of the
"anclen regime". On the contrary, he f bught a;lainst it andresigned rruhen hls f ight proved unsuccessfr,il. lie is a man of
uni-mpeachable integrity, scuncl jud"gment and progressive
spirit and the fact that he rrrras o.nce a councilror gnd. vice-
L,{ayor and is, theref ore, familiar to some extent vrithlliunicipal af,fairs can only strengthen his chances of success.

Secondlyr &s against the backing given by the
sephard.i community to the oth.er candidite, r vrould pointout that I.{r. solomonts cand,lGature is one'behrnd vrhich the
Vaad Leuml and the Agudah stanC unj-ted_.

Thircllyr \rilith regard to I)r. Khald.irs attitud.e arr r
ean say is that you lcnow r favourecl his selection and aminteresbed ln his succes s ; 1f r am not mistaken r vrra s the
f irst 

. !o- suggest to y.ou the nossibiLity of his cand.idature;r canrt be suspected of supporti.ng the nomination of a vice-
I,[ayor ryho uiou]d not be abre whole[oartedly to cooperate rrlth .

him.

)

f am conf id_ent that
giving fulI consideration
and I feel d.eeply grateful
interpreting Jeruish nublic
nqaa

you v'riI1 bake )rour decrsion a-f ter
to all the aspccts of the problen
for the an,ple opportunity of
opinion you have given me in thlp

Yours very sincerely,
I;1. Shertolr.

H:-s irxcellency,
Sir Arthur G. l',,rauchope,
Governrnent 0f fic'es,
Jerusalem.


