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Wesley Egan 1994-1998  Ambassador, Jordan

WELLS STABLER
American Representative - Chargé d'Affaires
Amman (1948-1949)

Ambassador Wells Stabler was born in Massachusetts in 1919. His Foreign
Service career included positions in Palestine, Jordan, Italy, and France, and an
ambassadorship to Spain. He was interviewed by Charles Stuart Kennedy in 1991.

STABLER: Finally in mid-June 1948 the UN was able to arrange a 30-day cease-fire and Count
Bernadotte, the UN Mediator, came to Jerusalem. The guns were silenced and people began to
go out in the streets. I made a quick trip to Amman, using a rather circuitous route around behind
the Old City. During the month of cease-fire, Washington finally decided that the US should
have some form of representation stationed in Amman. Even though I had been in Jerusalem
going on to four years, it was clear that I was the only person who had the contacts in Jordan,
starting with Abdullah. Consequently, I was detailed to Amman. Since we had not recognized
Jordan, I could not go as a US diplomat. The Department came up with a ridiculously long and
complicated title “The Liaison Officer to the American Member of the Security Council Truce
Commission”. I only used the title once in Amman, and after that [ was always known as “The
American Representative”.

In any event, in mid-July I packed myself and my dachshund into my car and headed off to
Amman. Again I had to take a long route because the Allenby Bridge over the Jordan had been
closed. After a long drive I arrived in Amman and immediately went to the Palace to see the
King and to report to him that I would be in Amman permanently. I told him what my title would
be. As it turned out, when I arrived at the Palace, Abdullah was in conference with the Prince
Regent of Iraq, Emir Abdulillah, and with the Iraqi Prime Minister, Nuri Said Pasha. These
gentlemen had just returned from Cairo where the Arab League had decided to resume the war
with Israel that very day. Abdullah was distraught. He implored me to inform Washington that it
must do everything to stop the fighting, since, as he put it, if the Arab Legion should be mauled
and defeated by the Israelis, his position in Jordan and the Arab world would be destroyed. I
promised that I would transmit his views, although at that moment I had neither codes nor any
form of communication with Washington. As I recall, a US plane, either Air Force or Navy,
came to Amman the next day, and I was able to get them to take my message to Cairo to be
repeated.

Incidentally, the next morning after my arrival, I went to see Sir Alec Kirkbride, the British
Minister, whom I had got to know well, along with his family, during my many previous trips to
Jordan. I told him that I would be living permanently in Amman and mentioned my title. Yes,
said Kirkbride, he had seen the King a few hours earlier who had told him of my visit the
previous evening and that, yes, I had mentioned some sort of title. The King said he could not
possibly remember what it was, but that he was glad that I, as the American Representative, had
come to Amman for good. My position there used to irritate some of the accredited diplomatic



representatives, particularly when I would show up for official functions. Some of them
complained, but were sharply told that the King would have whomever he wanted at Palace
functions and that I was welcome.

And so began a thirteen month tour in Amman. For the first months I was all alone, living in the
Philadelphia Hotel. Ultimately, I was able to get a house which also served as an office, and a
male clerk was detailed from Jerusalem. It was a most interesting period for me, since, in effect,
I was, at a fairly young age, a Chief of Mission. I saw a great deal of Abdullah and his
Government, and formed a close friendship with the Crown Prince, Emir Talal. I also met Talal’s
son, the present King Hussein, who was then about eleven.

Q: Abdullah hadn't been around a lot but seemed to have more of a world view then many. Did
he use you as a sounding board to find out what this peculiar place, the United States was?
Because America really had very little influence in that area, the Middle East, at that time.

STABLER: There wasn't a great deal. We began to have a good deal more. We had some degree
of influence, but not north because obviously Iraq was the British sphere, and Lebanon and Syria
were more or less the French sphere. Very shortly after I got to Jerusalem there was the uprising
in Syria and the French were eventually pushed out.

Abdullah was interested, of course, in the political views of the United States. I don't think he
ever quite understood why he wasn't regarded more favorably by the States. The fact there was
no recognition obviously galled him. He assumed, in a way - as he regarded the American
President as an important figure that the American President by like token regarded him
Abdullah as an important figure, which of course obviously wasn't the case. He had that sort of a
vision of the world where he saw himself in a larger role than he really had. This also was
somewhat likened to what he regarded as his role vis-a-vis the British Queen. The British did
look upon Jordan in their way as an important element and he looked at the Queen as a fellow
monarch.

Q: Actually it would have been the King.

STABLER: Yes, you are right. I was flying across the Channel in 1950 when I got word that the
King had died. So it was the King.

He had very little idea of what made our country tick. I think that he was well aware of the rather
strong domestic political influence of the American Jewish community which, of course,
distressed him.

Q: Did he talk to you about this?

STABLER: He never really took me to task about the general Arab view that our policy in the
Middle East was dictated by domestic considerations. I don't ever remember him talking a great
deal about that. He was apt to talk about the larger picture of how he viewed and looked towards
the future and some peaceful arrangement where Jordan would be a bigger state and Israel would



be there, etc. He obviously very much wanted to have a formal relationship with the United
States.

In January 30, 1949, I went down to the Cable Wireless office, near the central Post Office,
where I had to go to pick up my messages--by this time I was alone again, I didn't have any
clerk--and found a USINFO message in the clear put out by USIA which declared that the United
States had recognized Jordan and Israel de jure. Then there was a coded message. I had to go
back to the house and get my one time pad out and laboriously decode the message which said
exactly what the message had said that was in the clear. I was to inform the King that Jordan was
recognized de jure. Then I had to sit down and type the message out, sign it, get into my car and
drive to the Palace, see the King and hand him the note. This was about 11:00 in the morning. He
said, "Yes. Where have you been? I have been waiting for you since 8:00 this morning." It had
been on the BBC. Yet, the Department had seen fit to give me no warning or opportunity to have
at least the advantage of appearing to be on the inside. It had all been made public-yet I had to go
through this business of decoding this stupid message which said all the same things as the
public message.

The King was pleased but I think he would have been more pleased if I had been able to go in
the night before and say, "Your Majesty, I just have come to inform you that we are announcing
tomorrow morning that we are extending de jure recognition."

Q. When you went back to Washington afterwards, did you ever find out why this happened?

STABLER: I am afraid it is just our system which never really functions terribly well with these
things. Part of it comes from the White House which sometimes doesn't tell the State Department
when it is going to do something. The State Department is frightened to death of sending any
message ahead of the White House. Nobody in the White House stops to think about the other
side - that maybe some foreign policy advantage could be gained by doing some of these things
in a slightly different way.

Q: I might add that I have had some interviews with people who were in the middle of a civil war
where we recognized one side or the other in Africa leaving our embassy extremely exposed
because they were under the power of the group not accorded the recognition.

STABLER: I think, as a general rule, we have been extremely lacking in using our information
sometimes to our best advantage. We don't tell our people in the field sometimes what they ought
to know. We don't tell them in a timely enough fashion. We generally view the ambassador as
someone who is there but not really considered as a priority matter. The British are much better
then this. They consider the ambassador an important person and a priority member of the team.
He is told what he has to know in plenty of time. I don't mean to make a capital case of it that our
relations with Jordan were forever compromised by that. All I am saying is that it would have
been a good gesture to have told the King in advance, but we didn't do it.

He was pleased and we set up the Legation in Amman. The British Royal Air Force sent an
honor guard to the Legation the morning I raised the flag, which was in February, - a month later



- because I think it took Washington a month to get all the staff out and formally set up the
Legation.

That year, the Fourth of July, the first one where we had formal relations, the Arab Legion sent a
brass band to play at the reception that I gave that afternoon. It was all done with good humor.
The King was obviously pleased to have the United States finally a member of the diplomatic
corps in Jordan. It didn't change a great deal because I had already worked as a Mission.

Nothing really spectacular happened during that period. A lot of it was dealing with the question
of the future and how to settle the problem with Israel. What to do, etc. Then, internally, the
King spent some time trying to decide...I spend a certain amount of time with him. We discussed
and debated what we should call Transjordan. It was called the Kingdom of Transjordan and he
wanted to change it. The discussion was whether we call it the Hashemite Kingdom of the
Jordan, or Hashemite Kingdom of Jordan. Ultimately it was decided to call it Hashemite
Kingdom of Jordan. While I was with him we would spend time trying to design a new
decoration. Things of that sort. Just sort of amusing household details.

Q: 1 take it much of the relationship you are talking about. You were there more because of the
long term visiting and all as a friend...although there was quite a difference not only obviously in
rank but also in age. Do you think he was reaching out to you in some of these ways either as a
counter or just a difference than with the British, because the British had been there so long?

STABLER: I don't think as a counter force. I think he obviously enjoyed the idea that he had a
"special relationship," if you want to call it that although it really wasn't, with representatives of
the great powers. To him the French were not very important and they had all been involved in
the business of denying him the Kingdom of Syria; the fourth Republic was a mess and were not
to be taken very seriously. Obviously he had nothing to do with the Russians; they weren't there
and they were bad. While he had had all these years of close relationship with the British, now
suddenly the United States had become a friend too. I am sure that going back to what I
mentioned very early on when I first went over to Amman in early 1945, with Pinkerton who had
been criticized for not taking an interest in the Emir, and took an interest, and although I was
only a vice consul that seemed to appeal to him too and for some reason we struck it off quite
well personally. But certainly there was no question that I represented his contact with the other
great power. It was never a counterbalance to the British because there was nothing we did. The
British provided arms for him, they provided military officers, and trade, etc. And we provided
nothing.

We did, however, recognize that he was a force for stability in that part of the world and that
view is still held today. In spite of the fact that King Hussein, for his own good reasons, did what
he did at the outset of the Iraqi invasion of Kuwait, he remains an asset.

Q: To put this in context, we are talking about just after what was called the Gulf War between
the United States and its Allies and Iraq in which Jordan and King Hussein were at least
verbally giving a great deal of support to the Iraqi side which was not appreciated by the United
States at all.



STABLER: One has to remember that King Hussein has a great many Palestinians in his
Kingdom and at that time Saddam Hussein was trying to use the Palestine ploy to garner support
and Hussein has to be somewhat a survivor. The fact is that Jordan does represent an element of
basic stability and we are not just about to abandon them, and certainly in the period I am talking
about, 1948, Jordan was the only country that showed at least some degree of sensitivity and
rationality when it came to Israel.

During that period I saw a lot of the King. He gave me a horse that I used to ride. I used to play
polo in Amman with Arab Legion officers which was fun but dangerous. One had really an
interesting time with not only the Jordanians and Palestinians but with the foreign community. It
was a very small town. Everybody knew what everybody else was doing. There was a lot of
intrigue and things of that sort. But it was a wonderful experience. King Abdullah was really a
very nice person and I was very fond of him.

I remember one episode when I thought my career might come to an abrupt end. While I was in
Amman, | had with me my small dachshund. One evening I went up to see Abdullah and left the
dog in the car (which I drove, not having a driver), with one window slightly open - I thought. As
I sat with the King, I heard a yelping and was horrified to see my dachshund, which had escaped
from my car, chasing the King’s cat through the room where we sat. Fortunately, the cat escaped,
and every time I saw Abdullah after that, he inquired as to the welfare of my dachshund. It might
have been disastrous.

I was amused at one point when Stanton Griffis, US Ambassador in Cairo, came over to Amman.
I showed him around and took him down to the Winter Quarters in Shuneh to have dinner with
the King. He was quite taken with all this performance and apparently wrote to Bob Lovett who
was then the Under Secretary of State, recommending that I be made the first US Minister to
Jordan. Well, I was only 28 or 29. That fell, as you can imagine, not only on deaf but scandalized
ears in Washington...the idea that someone at the lowest grade in the Foreign Service should
suddenly become a Minister. Of course some of my colleagues in the Middle East like Keeley,
who was US Minister in Damascus, didn't think it was a very good idea either. Anyway, it didn't
get very far. So I became the first Chargé d'Affaires in Amman and then in August, 1949 I was
transferred. David Fritzlan came out as the Chargé d'Affaires.

A. DAVID FRITZLAN
Chargé d'Affaires
Amman (1949-1952)

A. David Fritzlan was born in India in 1914. He moved to the United States in
1932, and received a B.A. degree at Northwest Nazarene College in 1934 and an
M.A. degree in at the University of Kentucky in 1936. He joined the Foreign
Service in 1938, serving in Italy, Iraq, Iran, Morocco, Jordan, Spain, and Greece
in addition to Egypt. He was interviewed by Charles Stuart Kennedy in 1990.



Q: It proved out. Your first posting as an Arabist was to Amman. You were there from '49 to '52.
This must have been fascinating. Could you describe what the situation was, and what you were
doing?

FRITZLAN: We recognized Jordan as an independent state in 1948 and a Legation was
established in March or April of '49. Wells Stabler was the first Chargé d'Affaires. He had a staff
of one American, and about three locals. I'd been to Princeton for a year pursuing my Arabic and
related studies, and I arrived in August of that year to take over from him. He came to the
Department. The war between the Arabs and the Jews was over the summer before and they had
signed armistice agreements. The war wasn't over technically but there was an armistice so the
fighting had ceased. Amman was then a small village-like place, everybody knew everybody. I
immediately met King Abdullah, his ministers. I had access to any of them almost anytime. My
Arabic was sufficient to carry on a normal, not technical, conversation. The King expected me to
come and join him in a group that rotated, once a week for dinner; there were always two or
three foreign representatives, three or four ministers; and then members of the court.

Q: The King was reaching out then. He was not a recluse?

FRITZLAN: Oh, certainly not, and in addition to this he liked me to appear about every ten days
at his dewan for even 15 minutes just to have a chat--talk about nothing but the weather, maybe.
He didn't want an interpreter because if we had an interpreter, then whatever we talked about,
however trivial or insignificant, would be all over the town, and he preferred to have a few
confidences away from his immediate entourage.

Q: Was he using you to offset the British to some extent?

FRITZLAN: That was certainly a calculation that must have been in his mind. He relied very
heavily on the British, Sir Alec Kirkbride was Minister and he was really the mainstay of the
throne and the government. At the beginning the British didn't like us being there. Kirkbride, of
course, I called on him; he returned the call in a normal way, but he wasn't about to tell me
anything. However, I did have access to the various government ministers. The Prime Minister at
the time was Tawfig Abul Huda. He and I met occasionally formally and only on business. We
spoke French because he didn't have any English, and my Arabic was insufficient. I remember
soon after I arrived the King had been traveling in the Arab world--not to Syria--but he made
some remarks about Syria. His remarks related to the idea of a Greater Syria. I was told by the
Department to seek an early opportunity to meet the Prime Minister and tell him that we
regarded the King's remarks on the question of Greater Syria, as unfortunate, and not helpful in a
complex situation.

Q: What did Greater Syria mean?

FRITZLAN: It would be Syria, plus Transjordan, and in a still greater context, you could put in
Lebanon, or parts of Lebanon, and he would be the ruler of Greater Syria with his capital in
Damascus. Well, it was rather a ticklish assignment. So the Prime Minister listened to my best
effort in French to suggest that perhaps he could help put a damper on the King's outspokenness.
He listened to me in total silence, and after I'd said my piece, I got up and departed. Now



interestingly enough, when we got a Minister within a year, Gerald Drew, again the King was
making similar statements and all his Arab neighbors became aroused. After Drew's being there
a few months, we had a visit from Burton Yost Berry, who was the Deputy Assistant Secretary
for the area. Just before he arrived, we got a telegram from the Department which greatly
perturbed Drew because the Department asked him to go and see the King and let him know that
we were not pleased with these remarks, and that they didn't help at all. Drew didn't like the idea
at all. He wasn't about to do anything. Later he was having a barbecue, quite a few people; we
had our Minister in Damascus, people from Jerusalem, and Burton Berry. So Drew, standing
over the barbecue, began to relate this matter to a small audience and said it would be stupid for
him to carry out his instruction, unless he wanted to be moved to another post which he did not
want. Burton Berry was listening, and after a bit he said quietly, "Gerry, you better do as the
Department told you, or else you might be moved." That really put the fat in the fire. So Gerry
had hours of soul searching, and he and I discussed it backwards and forwards, and forwards and
backwards, and finally we met with Burton Berry and together we worked out a formula
whereby all would be satisfied if he went to the Prime Minister--a different man--and talked to
him explaining the Department's position; and asking him to say something to the King. I have to
say that, though I had some sympathy with Drew's feelings, he could have handled things better.

Alec Kirkbride, as I said a moment ago, whose previous experience had been in the British
Colonial, not Foreign Service, was inclined to be very reserved toward us Americans whom he
regarded, doubtless, with a touch of suspicion. Eventually, it became clear to the Department
(and to us) that we were learning more about important happenings in Amman from the British
Foreign Office than from our Legation. (We had, as now, an FSO who specialized in Near
Eastern affairs and he, naturally had close relations with the Foreign Office.) The Department
quite properly complained to the British and eventually Kirkbride became considerably more
forthcoming. There had been occasions when Kirkbride would come and see me, saying that he
had a message or two to relay to me, either to or from the Foreign Office, which he did. He made
it clear that he was acting under instructions and I surmised that he did so grudgingly.

Q: Trying to recapture here, how did you feel--1 mean this new thing called an Arabist, and
Israel was just coming, it had not reached you might say super power status within the Middle
East. How did you feel towards it, and how about the other officers you were around? How did
you feel about this?

FRITZLAN: I have to say that at the beginning I was opposed to our policy of introducing a
Jewish state into the area; bringing it about by force, which is what happened. We got the
partition resolution through the UN Assembly in '47 by devious and, I think, unprincipled means.
This is well known, this is history. One could have said, "All right, the Arabs behave badly
because they were given an opportunity to come to terms. They were made offers at the time that
in hindsight might seem generous. They said ‘no thank you." Why on earth anybody would
suppose that the Arabs would accept terms which meant their moving out of their homes, and
leaving their land, for a bunch of European Jews, I can't imagine. But this is what they were
meant to do. Why? Because seemingly the world, or we anyway, thought that the Jews were just
coming back. That they were coming back to their homes, although there was an interval of
about 2000 years, they're still coming back to their homes. Well, this doesn't wash in my mind.



And the Arabs, seen in the minds of a lot of Americans, to be nothing but a bunch of Bedouin
shepherds, camel drivers, drovers.

How did I feel? Ambivalent. [ was impressed in the early days of this noble experiment by the
fine sounding speeches certain Jewish leaders like Abba Eban, and Ben Gurion made. I was
prepared to believe that something could be worked out, some kind of a solution under which
they could live side by side if not exactly in the same bit of land. Now our policy was totally
weighted in favor of the Jews--1 say Jews because Israel was hardly a state then. I mean having
got the partition through, the war more or less out of the way--the UN passed resolutions, on the
right to return of those refugees who wished to return to their homes, or something comparable.
And remember, this was a case of something like a million Palestinian Arabs who were forced to
leave either by implied threats, or physical coercion. And the idea that was spread abroad by the
Jews, that they were encouraged to do this by outside Arab broadcasts, Syrian, and so on, to
leave because they were going to come back in triumph in no time, has been proven false. This
was just Jewish propaganda. There is no record anywhere of any such broadcasts. So these
people were not leaving of their own accord or because of encouragement from the outside.

Q: There had been some really rather nasty...

FRITZLAN: There was the case of Deir Yasin, the village where they massacred every man,
woman and child, to frighten the Arabs. Of course they were frightened. Wouldn't you be
frightened? But to say that they left of their own accord is pure nonsense. So we supported this
resolution, those who wanted to return, should be allowed to return. Otherwise there should be
compensation. We supported a resolution that, I think, if they got the Negev, which was not in
the original partition plan, they should give up some land somewhere else. There were several
other resolutions, but principally, this one about the right to return or compensation, and we were
naive enough to believe that these Jews would carry out the terms of a resolution that we
favored, that we voted for. Not at all. They had no intention of carrying it out, and although we
were in a perfect position to exercise coercion over them, we totally abdicated any such
responsibility.

Q: How about the officers such as yourself and others who were intimately concerned with this?
Were you sending screams of anguish?

FRITZLAN: Of course we were. A few people came out to see things first hand, but not very
many. If they did they rarely went to the refugee camps. Of course we were sending all kinds of
alarm signals and stressed the awful conditions these refugees were living in. So then the
Department had a brilliant idea. We would set up a UN agency after a survey group had come
out, the UN agency would have as its mission--first of all the relief of the refugees,
rehabilitation, but above all we were going to encourage them to settle in other Arab countries.
Of course, it was doomed to failure. First of all to imagine Palestinians want to be settled in
Jordan, or in Syria, or any part of Lebanon, much less Iraq, was absurd. To imagine that these
countries would say, "Yes, of course we'll take them," was again absurd because this was in their
mind one way essentially of solving this "iniquitous" campaign against Palestinian Arabs, and
they weren't about to have that solved in that way. We were terribly frustrated because we could
see the injustice, the abrogation of human rights, the one- sidedness of our policy, and we didn't



like it. And, of course, we raised arguments against it; we protested, we could see all kinds of
trouble being stored up ahead for us. Because we reported to the Department objectively, some
people at Foggy Bottom would automatically brand a Foreign Service Arabist as being anti-
semitic- -just like that.

Q: I know. This has been a canard that has been thrown out again and again. Were you ever
getting any orders or instructions saying, "Stop reporting all the negative things. Face up to
what amounts to domestic political realities."”

FRITZLAN: Not in those words. But we used to get policy planning drafts and be asked to
comment on them. Of course, at the head of the agenda was what to do about this festering
Palestinian problem. I made some proposals, the gist of which were that to get what we wanted,
which was clear, and that was acceptance by Israel of UN resolutions and mandates, and in an
effort to get the parties together, my proposal was simply that we cease funding unconditionally
the state of Israel, and tell them that this assistance involved a two-way proposition. They cannot
count on getting indefinitely unconditional help from us without taking seriously into account
our regional concerns. I knew, of course, in making such a recommendation that it would likely
fall on deaf ears, and that is what happened.

Q: How about our relations with the Legation or Embassy in Tel Aviv?

FRITZLAN: Our first Ambassador to Tel Aviv was James McDonald. He had been on the Anglo
American Committee set up right after the war to look into the matter. He was a well-known,
ardent Zionist, though not a Jew, who could never see anything but the Jewish and Israeli side of
things, who was completely and utterly sold out. I don't say that he was literally bought, but sold
out in his principles, his thinking, and everything to the benefit of the Zionist cause. So our
relations with the Embassy in Tel Aviv under his stewardship were nothing, didn't exist, just pro
forma. Then we had another man come out as Ambassador.

Q: You say you had another person come out?

FRITZLAN: Yes. We had Monnett Davis, a career man who was, of course, a totally different
type of man, much more objective and all together reasonable. We had good relations under his
tenure there. And then, of course, we had constant contacts with our Consulate General in
Jerusalem, which was on the Arab side at the time--probably still is, a fine building on a
beautiful site.

Q: We had an Ambassador who was really from outside the Service, but supposedly Foreign
Service Officers are trained to be relatively objective in observing foreigners, and all. Were you
able to go sort of below the Ambassador level and talk to people to find out what was going on in
Israel to your professional capacity?

FRITZLAN: We didn't really go to Tel Aviv. They didn't come to Amman; it wasn't easy.

During my three years there, I got to Tel Aviv just before we left on a two or three day visit. Yes,
there was Francis Russell, and others, and occasionally we'd meet mainly in Jerusalem, but rarely
if at all did they come to Amman. I don't remember any of them coming to Amman. It was pretty



clear what was happening in Israel. We didn't have to have it interpreted for us. Every day
something would happen which made life harder for the Palestinians.

Perhaps I'll take just a few minutes to mention a situation where very considerable hopes were
raised, and suggested some kind of a settlement could be achieved. This was at the end of '49,
and January of '50. The King's Minister of Court at the time was Samir Rifai, and he kept me
very well briefed on what was happening. The Israelis were taking the initiative, I believe, in
trying to sound out King Adbullah on various matters that they felt could be settled between
them and him in relation to Jerusalem particularly. So they sent Dayan, and I think several
people in the Israeli foreign office who were Arabists, to talk to the King with Samir present.
They had several meetings, and it seemed as if there was a framework whereby some kind of a
settlement could be achieved. It involved the question of property restitution, slight
modifications in the armistice line, Israeli access to the Wailing Wall and Mount Scopus,
possibly a corridor from Hebron to the sea which would give Jordan access to the Mediterranean.
The King used to say he wouldn't be happy until he could bathe his feet in the Mediterranean.
There were a number of relatively minor irritating points between Israel and Jordan which could
have been worked out. The Israelis at this point seemed really serious about making an
agreement, particularly as regards Jerusalem, that might have stood the test of time, but there
were several things on which they simply refused to budge, e.g. sovereign rights over the
Wailing Wall and the Jewish Quarter in the Old City. It didn't seem to me that these were
insuperable obstacles, nor did it seem so to Kirkbride.

I, in reporting all this, said that I thought this was a golden opportunity for the Department to
take some sort of a lead and push the Israelis forward. I had every reason to believe that the
British and Kirkbride were doing much the same in respect to Abdullah. And I got a reply back
saying in effect that "the Department doesn't wish to get involved in this matter. It is one to be
settled strictly between the two parties." Can you imagine anything more negative? And so,
nothing came of it. I don't know if Abdullah could have signed any kind of comprehensive
settlement of Ben Gurion that would have stood the test of time but there was a possibility. The
net result of these talks was that a year or so later Abdullah was assassinated by a Palestinian
acting under Egyptian influence. He might have signed something and still been assassinated, but
it might have held up just as the treaty between Egypt and Israel held up despite Sadat's
assassination.

But here again these were the frustrations from which one suffered in trying to work out
something constructive in the field.

Q: How were your relations with the equivalent to the Near Eastern desk bureau?

FRITZLAN: I must say that Stuart Rockwell, who was the desk officer then, tended to see things
much more in the Israeli light than the Arab light. He had never served in the Arab world.

Q: He was in Morocco, but maybe later on.

FRITZLAN: He was in Morocco later, much later. I think Stuart was playing his cards very
carefully, and you could say that of most of those in the NEA area. It was easier for someone in



the field to take a position such as I took than for someone in the Department who would be well
aware of the risk of being labeled an Arabist which was almost the kiss of death. I do think
though, without offending the Jewish community in this country, the Department could have
taken measures to let them know we favored these negotiations, and could they use their
influence on Ben Gurion, and we were going to do the same. I don't think it would have seemed
offensive. I don't think at that point the Jewish feeling was so engaged on the question of "how
far can we go in this settlement?"

Q: The Jewish lobby really wasn't that powerful until some years later. Were you there during
the assassination of Abdullah?

FRITZLAN: Yes, I was. I saw him the day before he was assassinated.
Q: What happened, and what effect did it have on what you were doing?

FRITZLAN: It was terrible, it upset everything because even though these peace negotiations--or
let's call them that- -these negotiations failed. But Abdullah made it clear that he hadn't given up,
that he was going to return to the charge, and the assassination occurred about a year after the
negotiations were broken off. He was, of course, handicapped, I will say this, in having some
Palestinian ministers who didn't like it. They would have said, "We accept nothing short of return
to our homes in areas occupied by the Jews." So this was a handicap. I don't know in the long run
whether they could have prevailed. Supposing they'd resigned? Okay, he could have got in some
other Palestinians who would have done his bidding, I think. However, everything was spoiled
by the assassination. Abdullah was succeeded by Talal, the Crown Prince, who was useless, a
schizophrenic. The assassination, of course, did mean that any successor of Abdullah's was

vulnerable. He would have to be very careful about exposing himself in the way the old King
did.

Q: There were a series of assassinations, not of the King, but of others.

FRITZLAN: There was the case of the former Lebanese Prime Minister, Riad al-Solh. This was
a purely Lebanese feud, nothing to do really with Israel. Yes, there were assassinations. There
had been attempts on Abdullah long before this over the years. Talal was deposed as incompetent
in 1952 and his son Hussein came to the throne. Over the years there were attempts to assassinate
him. They may have been instigated by Nasser, but still...

Q: You were still there when Abdullah was assassinated?

FRITZLAN: Yes, in July of '51. I didn't leave until the end of '52.

Q: Did things just stop really in a way?

FRITZLAN: Pretty well, things just stopped, and there was no progress. After he was
assassinated Talal, who was in Switzerland undergoing treatment for schizophrenia, came back

eventually. But briefly there was a regency, then he came back and showed himself to be totally
unbalanced. And this went on for about a year; a