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tion with military operations are
allowed to pass through the Nether-
lands from Belgium to Germany,nor
is passage allowed to requisition
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which was clearly nonrequisitioned,
has, however, been allowed to pass.
(b) The amount of gravel, etc., al-
lowed to pass through the Nether-
lands from Germany to Belgium has
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Government consider that in per-
mitting transit to the above extent
they have acted in full conformity
with their duties as a neutral and
with their conventional obligations.
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