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9 November 1956

ATDE MEMOIRE

The following are notes on four episodes in the development of the
cease-fire, of importance for a final analysis of the chain of events.,
On 5 November, in the early morning, I had sent a reply to the

Fate Israeli reply to the cease-fire request in which W the Israeli

ﬁessage /a;side as irrelevant. In the afternoon I received a new reply which

f(\'y\\ e W‘A*”"L: ey
o

Prasalond Fra_nce which later figured in their cease-fire messages, I asked the

contained a general cease-—i‘ire-assura.nce. Combining that with the de-

claration from Egypt, I dictated the aide-mémoire to England and

British and French Ambassadors to transmit my aide mémoire-to their
Foreign Ministers with the utmost speed. They must have received my text
around 7 p.m., Before 8 p.m, Sir Pierson Dﬁxon called me and said that he
had personally telephoned the content over to Mr. Selwyn Lloyd, but was
not in a position to say anything about the reaction. Laf,er in tﬁe night,
on a proposal to me from Mr. Pearson (after a talk with rDixon), the full

text of the Second and Final Report was given to Sir Pierson Dixon at 2.30,

for immediate transmittal, and cabled directly to M. Pineau by us,

When I returned from the Press.Conference, 6 November, at 1l.30 p.m.,
after having read the British text to the journalists, I asked for the text
to be cabled at once on my behalf, "to Cairo and Jerusalem", Further, I
called personally Ambassador Eban and Ambassador Loutfi, iﬁforming them
about the contents., I also informed both of them of the fact that I had
directly, orally, to the British Ambassador confirmed their cease-fire
camnitm;nts. When, soon after 6 pam,, T wanted to see the text of the out-

going cables, it was discovered that my‘ order had never been executed,




obviously for the reason that it had been thought that by "Cairo and
Jerusalem" I meant just Burns. I immediately called up the Israeli and
Egyptian Ambassadors over the telephone and asked them how they had handled
the matter. Eban said that he had cabled the British text at once to
Jerusalem and informed them also about the fact that I had already confirmed
orally their cease-fire commitment; everything, thus, should be in order.
Ambassador Loutfi, on the other hand, told me that he had not cabled the
text, nor the fact that I had confirmed the cease-fire commitment. x
asked him to contact Cairo over the telephone immediately (which proved
possible because he had already a standing call on), and check, not only
that the British letter was received, but also that the general Egyptian
cease-fire commitment was standing. He could, on my behalf, confirm the
British letter formally, and he should say that I regarded their cease-
fire commitments as binding and had already made a statement to that effect.
Loutfi called me back around 6,30 p.m., and confirmed that everything was
in order. At about that time words came through that the Cairo Radio had
announced what was interpreted as "withdrawal from the cease-fire". I
talked to Loutfi again and asked him for a renewed assurance that this
was a misuhderstanding and that the Egyptian cease-fire order was standing.
After a new telephone conversation with Cairo, soon after 7 p.m., he gave
me personally from Fawzi a categorical assurance to that effect,

While in the Géneral Assembly'meeting the morning of 7 November, I
got Burns' cable with exact text of relevant parts of Ben-Gurion's state-
ment'in tﬁe Knesset. I then called Ambassador Eban out and madeAa dual
demarche as indicated by the attached memo. On the first point Mr. Eban
asked me why I had to refer to point 2. in Mr, Ben-Gurion's statement, as

that must be considered a question between Israel and Egypt. I said that,

without any detailed explanation, I considered it my duty to refer to




point 2., as being in contradiction with the legal stand of the United
Nations in this context. Mr. Eban then asked me how I envisaged the situa—l
tion in case Israeli troops were to withdraw: would Egyptian troops then
come up to the Demarcation Line? I replied that‘obviously Egyptian

troops had freedom to move on Egyptian territory. IFban said that he felt
that that would seriously complicate any acceptance on the Israeli side of
withdrawal, because we might then have a renewal of incursions which would
threaten Israeli lives. I considered it necessary to reply to Eban that

I hoped he fully realized - and that Jerusalem fully realized - that the
time was past for talks about such security problems; — What we were dis-
cussing was a question which might well decide whether "two months from
now there would be any Israel at all", He could take that as an expression
of my most seriously cohsidered opinion.

Immediately before the talk with Eban I had a conversation with Mr,
Lodge in the presense of Mr, Barco, I informed him about the situation
énd asked him to ask Mr. Eisehhower té get through with a personal message
to Mr. Ben Gurion, requesting immediate withdrawal and acceptance of the
United Nations Force., Mr, Lodge indicated that he shared my view as to
the desirability of such a ﬁove.

A1l this happened between 12.3¢ p.m., and 1 p.m. on 7 November,

On 8 November, at about noon, Mr. Kidron asked to see me urgently.

He informed me that Jerusalem had appro#ed a text, which he and Eban had
drafted, and which would meet my two requests for withdrawal and acceptance

of the United Nations Force. He would give me the message officially in

writing as soon as the text hed been cabled over from Jerusalem. He hoped

that he would have it in his hands within one hour. He told me that in
the night Eban and he had sent a report through with their own views which

he honestly believed to have been a document unique in diplomatic history.




Somewhat later Mr, Eban called me from Washington with the same message.
He said that he had been in constant telephone contact with Jerusalem all
through the night and added that as soon as Mr, Ben-Gurion saw "the world
political context" he changed to this new line, Mr, Eban, at the same time
asked me to use my information" with one Security Council Member" and to try
to prevent activities from that side. In line with this, I immediately sent
to Kusnetzov a note in which, after having told him about the Israéli message,
I added "this brings thé situation under full control unless unrest breaks
6ut in the Northern part. I have had the most disturbing information on the
situation in Syria. May I ask you to do what you can do in order to make
us avoid renewed Fedayeen‘activities or anything that might disturb the

extremely delicate but promising situation". I added as a post script:

"Perhaps it might be good if we could talkrthié over", However, Mr, Kusnetzov

ﬁever took any initiative for a talk,

When in the evening of 8 November I received Burns' cable indicating,
at least, delays in the Egyptian reaction, I sent by cable a private letter
to Fawzi which is annexed to this memorandum. At the same time I called
Mr, Loutfi and asked him to give this move of mine the strongest‘support,
if poséible by & telephone, underlin'ing how extremely disturbed I was
by the pdssibility of a snag develop;:;x in this direction.

In the morning, 9 November, Fawzi sent a message back through Loutfi
who had had a telephone talk with him, that he understood my letter but wished
me to understand, on my side, that he was facing some very real difficulties,
Some clarifications were necessary and the necessary questions would be sent
through Burns, He hoped to give the full and definite reply in the course
of the day and wished Burns to stay until the necessary agreements were
reached. Loutfi added that it was partly a problem of ‘public reactions to

Canadians, as "being under the Crown". I replied that I must insist on




Canadians, The legal objection was not valid and a refusal by Egypt

on this point would be most harmful to Egypt.




5. The idea that the ceése-fire should be negotiated by the Secretary-
General,.first came up in the course of the visit by Mr. Abdoh in my home
late in the night of 2 November. The Arab/Asian Group asked mé through
him for intervention and in reply I pointed out that there was no scope

for such intervention (see annexed text of.Arab/Asian statement). Another
matter was that the resolution passed did not permit me to take any initiative
for its impleménbation. I considered that to be a weakness, and would not
raise any objection against a proposal from the Arab/Asian side authorizing
me to negotiate a cease-fire. The idea was later embodied in the draft
resolution of the Asian Group as a "request". Contacted by the Indian
delegate, I said that I had mo objection, but that I wanted them to use

the word "authorize" instead, so as to make it clear that I would negotiate

on behalf of the General Assembly.

6. The idea of an international force which, of course, has a long

history, was brought into the discussion first by Mr. Pearson in the debate
1-2 November. We discussed it somewhat more in detail but still without
going into the substance at a luncheon next day, to which Mr., Pearson had
invited me and Mr. Cordier. Mr. Pearson still had no clear idea at all
about what kind of arrangements might be possible. He had at all events to
discuss it with his Government. He seemed rather to have in mind something
similar to Selwyn Lloyd's proposal from last spring. His main hope was to
gain the tactical advantage of having put forward somethlng positive which

might help the British and French off the hook; his main concern was the

split of the Western Bloc.




On his return from Ottawa the next day, 3 November, for the evening
meeting of the General Assembly which was convened after lunéh at the
unexpected request of the Egyptian delegate, Mr. Pearson brought
with him a first draft of his resolution. He there suggested the establish-
ment of a Committee for exploration of the possibilities. The Americans
who contacted me concerning the matter, wanted the Secretary-Geheral to
undertake the task instead of a committee. I said that I would not raise
any objections. Mr. Pearson later asked me the samé question, to which I
then replied that, if the resolution was so to be understood as to
indicate that the Secretary-General should explore the matter with dele-
gations and elaborate what might have come out of a commitee work if time
vhad_permitted, I wes willing to accept the romination. In the course of
the debate 3-4 November I sent around invitations to Canada, Colombia,
Tndia and Norway for a first exploratory meeting at 1l.30 on 4 November,

¥

I later consulted also Denmark, Finland and Sweden, Brazil and Mexico,

New Zealand and Iran. I put before all members of this group my nfirst

report" proposing an immediate decision on the establishment of the
United Nations Command and the appointment of General Burns. 1 developed
this idea in the course of the morning meeting with the four in reply

to an observation by Mr. Cordier that the ideal would be if I should be

in a position to present a report the very same day.




9 November 1956

AIDE MEMOIRE

The following are iiotai on fmr episodes in the development of the
auu-fm, of mm@u for a ﬂn&l analysis of the chain of wmt.n.

On 5 November, in the early morning, I had sent a reply to the
Israeli reply to the cease~fire request in which I brushed the Israeli
message aside as h*rolwant.‘ In the afternoon I received a new reply which
contained a gmwal cease~-fire nsuramc. wainiiig t.haf. with the de~
claratian !‘rmn ngpt 4 dictat.cd the aidminnire to mglmd and
France which later figured in thoir eeaso-fire messages, I asked the
British and French Aubassadors to transmit my aide mémoire to thelr
Foreign Ripiitwu_ with the utmost speed., : "I’hoy must have received my text
avound 7 p.m. Before & p.m, Sir Pierson Dixon called me and said that he
had personally telephoned the content over to Mr. Selwyn Lloyd, but was
not in a position to say anything about the reaction. Later in the night,
on a proposal to me from Mr, Pearson (after a talk with Dixon), the full
‘text of the Second and Final Report was given to Sir Pierson Dixon at 2.3o,

for immediate transmittal, and cabled directly to M. Pineau by us.

When I returned from the Press Conference, 6 November, at 1.30 p.m.,
after having read the British text to the journalists, I asked for the text
to be cabled at once on my behalf, "to Cairo and Jerusaluu”._ Further, I
called personally Ambassader Hban and Ambassador Loutfi, informing them
about the contents, I also informed both of them of the fact that I had
directly, orally, to the British Ambassador confirmed their cease-fire
commitments, When, soon after 6 pum., .I wanted to see the text of the out-

going cables, it was discovered that my order had never been executed,




obviously for the reason that it had been thought that by "Cairo and

Jerusalen® I meant just Burns, I immediately called up the Israeli and
Tgyptian Ambassadors over the telephone and asked them how they had handled
the mttar. Eban sald that he had eablod the British text at once to
Jemalm and mromad ‘them also abaut the fact that T had alroo,dy confirmed
orally their cease-fire comnitmentj everything, thus, should be in order.
Ambassador metﬁ, on'th_‘o other hand, told me that he had not cabled the
text, nor the fact that I had sonfizued the dsase-fire cemmitment. 3
asked him to contact Cairo over the telephone immediately (which proved
 possible because he had alresdy a standing cell on), and check, not enly
~ that the British letter was received, but also that the general Fgyptisn
cma?firo comiﬁmeat-#aa standing. He could, on my behalf, confirm the
British letter formally, and he should say that I regarded their cease-
$ire bt Amasth 55 Binding sad hid Qoendy made a statement to that, effect.
Loutfi called me back around 6.30 p.m. and confirmed that everything was
 in order, At about that time words came through that the Caire Radio had
announced vhat was interpreted as "withdrawal from the cease-fire". I |
talked to Loutfi again and asked him for a renewed assurance that this |
wa.s 'a misunderstanding and that ﬁhc Egyptian cease~fire order was atanding.
After . new telephone conversation with Cairo, soon after 7 p.m., he gavi\
me personally from Fawzi a categorical assurance to that effect. \
While in the General Asambly meeting the morning of 7 November, I

got Burns' eable with exact text of relevant parts of Ben-Gurion's state- \

\
\\

ment in the Knesset. I then called Ambassador fban out and made a dual

demarche as indicated by the attached memo, On the first point Mr. Eban
asked me why I had to refer to point 2. in Mr, Ben-Gurion's statement, as
that must be considered a question between Israel and Egypt. I said that,
without any detailed oxplmbion, I considered it my duty to refer to
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point 2., as belng in contradiction with the legal stand of the United

Nations in biils context, Mr. oen then dsked me hov I envisaged the situa-
tion in eau”Iaraqli troops were to withdraw: would Egyptian troops then
“come up to the Demarcation Line? I replied that obviously Tgyptian

troops had freedom to move on Hg/ptian territory. Iban said that he felt

- that that'vonld nriously amplicatc: any acceptance on the Israeli side of

wit.hdraml,}‘becauao we might then have a renewal of incursions which weuld
ihrutm iarnhli iivg#. I considered it. necessary to r;ply to Eban that
I hoped he fully realized - and that Jerusalen fully realized - that the
time was past far talks ahout awhA‘murity mblus;’-} What we were dis-
~ cussing was a qmtim which might well dcciéo td\ctheé “two months from
" now there would be any Israel & A11%, e ceuld take that ap an expression
of nvmib'nrioﬁal: emdaidorid opinion, : = _
Immediately before the talk with Eban I had a conversation with Mr,
Lodge in the presense of Mr, Diross T (nfoimed bim sbout the situstion
and asked him to ask Mr, Eisenhower to get through with a personal message
to Hr} Dcn Gm'idn, requessiﬁg i#madiate withdrawal and acctptano? of the
: United Nations Force, Mr. Iodge indicated that he shared my view as to
the desirability of such a ‘mn. ' . ‘
A1l this happened between 12.30 pum. and 1 p.m. on 7 November,

~ On 8 November, at about noon, Mr. Kidron asked to see me urgently.
He informed me that Jerusalem had approved a text, which he and Eban had
drafted, and theh would meet my two requests for withdrawal and accopbanco'
of the United Nations Force, He would give me the message officially in
writing as soon as the text had been cabled over from Jerusalem, He hoped
that he would have it in his hands within one hour. He told me that in
the night Fban and he had sent a report through with their own views which
he honestly believed to have been a document unique in diplomatic history.




Somewhat later Mr, Eban called me from Washington with the same message,
He said that he had been in constant telephone contact with Jerusalem all
through the night and added that as soon as ﬁr. Ben-Gurion saw "the world
political context" he changed to this new 11::#.- Mr, Fban, at the same time
asked me to ‘im my information" with one Security Counoil Member" and to try
to prevent activities from that side., In line with this, I immediately sent
to Kusnetzov a note in which, after having told him about the Teraeli message,
I added "this brings the situation under full control unless unrest breaks
~out in the uarﬁhern part. I have had the mést disturbirg information on the
situation in Syria. May I ask you to do what you ean do in order to make
us avoid renewed Fedayeen activities or anything that might disturb the
oxtmely delicate but promising aitua.tion" ' ¢ addad ‘as a post seripts
'“Perhaps it might be good if we could talk this over", However, Mr. Kusnetzov
‘never took any initiative for a talk, _
| When in the evening of 8 !lovanber I received Burns' cable indicating,[
at la#st, daiaya in the Hgyptian reaction, I sent by cable a private letter
to Fawzi which is annexed to this memorandum, At the same time I cmd
Mr, Loutfi and aéked him to give this move of mine the strongest support,

‘:I.f possible by a telephone, underlining how eﬁctrmly disturbed I was

by the pbssibility of a snag development in this direction,

In the morning, 9 November, Fawzi sent a méssage back through Loutfi
whe bad Bed & Salechota SN itk him, that he understood my letter but wished
me to understand, on ny side, that he was facing some very real difficulties,
Some clarifications were necessary and the necessary questions would be sent
through Burns, He hoped to give the full and definite reply in the course '
of the day and wished Burns to stay until the necessary agreements were
reached. lLoutfi added that it was partly a problem of public reactions to
Canadians, as "being under the Crown", I replied that I must insist on
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5. The idea that the cease-fire should be megotiated by the Secretary-
Mﬂmﬁmwmmcwmaofmmnbylmmnwm
Mrh the night of 2 November, The Arab/Asian Group asked me through
him for imtervention and in reply I poimted out thet there was » S
for such imtervention (see axmexed text of Avab/Asien stotement), Amother
matter wes that the resolubion passed did mot permit me to take any initistive |
for its implemestation. xm;mtmwhummn,mawmm
raise any objection agasinst a proposal from the Areb/Asian side subhorising
utomgauanamo-ﬂﬂ. The idesa was later embodied in the draft
'mmmezmmmuamm Contacted by the Indian
Wo,ItaidthatIhﬁdmohj.%iﬁn,bﬁkmtlmmmmmm
mm»mumm,mummuumzmxmmzm
on behalf of the Gensral Assembly. ' '

§s The idea of sn imbermstional force which, of course, has a long
history, was brought imto the discussion first by Nr. Pecrson in the debate
12 Hovesber. e discussed it somewhat more in detail but still without
vgmmwmmn.ammumm;wmwmmm
invited me and Mr. Cordier. m.rwwm@mmammaau.m
ebout what kind of arrengements might be possible. He had at all events to
disouss it with his Government. He seamed rather to heve in nind something
similar to Selwyn Lloydts proposal from last spring. His mein hope was to
gain the tactical advantage of having put forward mm positive which
_'umwwcmmmmmoumsm his main conceran wes the

split of the Western Bloc.




On his return from Ottawa the next day, 3 November, for the evening
meeting of the General Assembly which was convened after lunch at the ,
unexpected request of the Egyptian delegate, Mr. Pearson brought

‘with him a first draft of his resolution. He there suggested the establish
nut. of a th for exploration ef the ponibmm. The Americans
: whs ear&tctod me concerning t.ho matter, wanted the Seeretary-General to
- mmm the task instead of a comittee. I said that I would mot reise
w objcctiau‘ Mr. Pearson later asked me the same question, to which I
then replied that, if the resolution was so to be undsrstood as to
inﬁ.eatl that the mwary-amanl should oxplbri the matter With dele-
gsziom aad nlahumt.a what. Mght han come out of a commitee work if time
had ponittod, I was willing to acupt the mﬂmiea- In thn course of
j _ the dcbatn 3« November I aent around invitations to Canada, Colombia,
tadis and lorway for a first exploratory meeting at 1l.3o on 4 November.
I later wmod also Dcamrk, !‘imnd and swodan, grazil and Mw,
',mmm:rau. Ipuk before all members of this grow:v*ﬁrlt
rcport." proposing an :lmdiato decision on the estsblishment of the
United Nations Command and the appointment of General Burns. I developed
this idea in the eo\wu of the morning meeting with the four in reply
wmmmwm'. Gord.tnthutthomalmnldbcux should be

ina position to prount a report the very am daye




9 Hovember 1956

AIDE MAMOIRE

: The folluiﬁg are hotn‘m four episodes in the development of the
ceage-fire, of importance for a final analysis of the chain of events,
On s Novamber, in the early morning, I had sent a reply to the
Israeli rep]& to the cmu—ﬁr& raémst in whieh X Srus&.d the Israeli
message aside as irrommt ~In the artm I received a new roply which
contained a general cesse-fire assurance, Combining thet with the de-
claration frcn Egypt, I dictatnd ths aido-nhnira to ™glend and
France \hieh J.tter figured in their emo-fira messages, I askod thi
‘&'itish and Premh Anbzssadors to transnit ny aide mémoire to their
W kiniatem with the ‘utmost speed. They must have received ny text
mund Y p.u. Bcforo 8 p.n. Sir Piaraon Dixon called me an;& u.id that he
- had personally telephaned the content over to Ir, Selwn Lloyd, but was
. imt. ia a posit.im to say wiything about the resction. Later in the nighﬁ,
‘m a pwpoul-to me from Mr, Pearson (after a talk wi.th‘ Dixon), the full
Sant of the Sesond and Pinal Report was given to Sir Plerson Dixen at 2.3,
for imediste transnittal, and cabled directly to M. Pinesu by us,

#hen 1 returned from }.ue Press Conference, 6 November, ot 1.30 pe.,
,.a.ﬁ;er h&v:lng read the &imhmwthcjommlista, I asked for the text
' t.obcubhd;t. once on my benslf, "to Cairo and Jerusalew”, Further, I

- ealled personally Anbassador Hban and Ambassador loutfi, informing them

about ‘th; contents. I also informed both of them of the fact that I had

directly, orally, to the British Ambassador confirmed their cease-fire

emitamtp. When, soon after 6 pim,, I wanted to see the text of the out-

- going cables, it was discovered that my order had never been executed,




obviously for the reason that it had been thought that by "Cairo and

~ Jerusalem" I mt Just Burns., I imodiatoly called up the xm.u and
» ‘vmpbian Mnuadora over the talopheno aml asked them how they had handled
- tho utw. mn naid that he had eablod ‘the Br:lts.nh text at once to
Ju'ualeu and infomed them alao about the faet that I had already cmﬁrud
wmy tho:lr cease~fire conmitment; everything, thus, should be in order. |
:hbano.dm' Loutfi, on thc athor hand, told me that he had not cahl.od tho
text, nor the fact that I had canﬁ.xmed the emﬁre oouitmmt. 1
asked hin to contact Mm over the t.elophmo mmdiatel,y (which proved
, pnaihlc because he had already a standing eall un), and check, not only
“that the Mtish 1¢t‘b¢r was moivcd, but also tha.t the general Igyptian
i ) cqau-ﬁ.rc cmitnmt waa standing. Hc could, on my behalf, confirm thc
British letter formally, and he dwai_é say that I regarded their cease~
fire commitments as binding and had already made a statement to that effect,
Lout£l called me back aromnd 6,36 p.m, and confirmed that everything was
~ dn ardu‘. At abouir thatg time words came through that the Cairo Radio had
annownced vhat w8 interpreted as "withdrawal from the cease-fire". I
talked t.o Loutfi again and. ukad him for a renewed assurance that this
was a misunderstanding and that the Egyptian can.se-ﬁ.ro order was standing.
: Anex-,a new telephone conversation with Gaire, soon after 7 poms , he gave
me personally from Pawzi a categorical assurance to that effect,
While in the General Assembly meeting the morning of 7 November, I
got. Burns' cable with exact text of relevant parts of Ben-Curion's state-
ment in the Knesset. I then called Ambassador Fban out and made a dual
‘demarche as indicated by the attached memo. On the first peint Mr. Eban
asked me why I had to refer to éoint 2, in Mr, Ben-Gurion's statement, as
" that must be considered a question between Israel and Hgypt. I said that,
without any dctaﬂed explanation, I considered it my duty to refer to




“elnd ummmmumm the legal stand of the United
Nations in this context. Mr. Eben then asked me how I envisaged the situa-
‘tion in case Israeli troops were to withdraw: would Egyptian troops thm’
cmnptothpnﬂmﬂi.mum? Immdmtowmny!g}m
tmpahaﬂfrndoutem&mzwptm Writorx Eban said that he felt
that that muld seriously Mpliaate any acceptance on the Israeli sida of
-uit.hdrm, because we might then have a renewal of incursions which would
threaten Israelli lives. I considered it necessary to reply to Eban that
Ihopndhomllyra&lisod-andthatémnlufuﬂ:mﬂiud-thatthc
.tiwnuspaat for talks about such security problems; - What we were dise
. cussing was a quaation which might well doeiéu vhether "two months from
now there wos.“m,bc any Israel at all", He could take that as an expressicn
of my most seriously considered opinion,

Imdiatcly before the talk with Eban I had a converutim with Mr.
Lodgo in the presense of Mr. Bu'ee‘ I informed him about the situation

and asked him to ask Mr, Eisenhower to get through with a personal message
to Mr, Ben Curion, requesting immediate withdrawal and acceptance of the
mm Nations Force, Mr. lodge indicsted that he shared my view as to

the desirability of such & move,

All this happened between 12.30 peite and 1 p.ms on 7 Hovember,

On 8 November, at about noon, Mr. Kidron asked to see me urgently.
He informed me that Jerusalem had approved a text, which he and Fban had
drafted, and which would meet my two requests for withdrawal and acceptance
- of the United Nations Force. He would give me the message offieially in
writing as soon as the text had been cabled over from Jerusalem, He hoped
thatht would have it in his hands within one hour. He told me that in
the night Eban and he had sent a report through with their own views which
he honestly believed to have been a document wnique in diplomatic history




 Semewhat later Mr, Eban called me from Washington with the same message,
 He said that he had been in constant telephone contact with Jerusalem all
through the night and added that as soon as Mr. Ben-Gurion saw "the world
ponmu context" he changed to this - line, Mr, Fban, at the same time
asked me to use y information” with one Seourity Cownoil Member' and o try
 te prmuat aetivitm from that side, In line with this, I mﬁutnla sent
o Kusnebzov a note in which, after having to1d hin about the Tsraeli messuge,

" T added “nis brings the aituat.im under full controel wnless wnrest brul:s

~out in the Northern part, I heve had the mat distm-bing information on tho
-yaituation in Syria., May I aakyoutodowhatmun do in order to make

us mir.l renewed !’odmcn let.iv:uu or anything that might disturb the
ubmaly delicate but promising situat.ion". 1 added as a post seripts
“Ferhaps it might ba gmdif n‘e‘oult,! takk this over"., However, Mr. Kusnetzov

 never took any initistive for a talk,

~ then in the evening of ¢ mm@ I received Burns' cable indicsting,
at least, delays in the Egyptia.n rmtian, I sent by cable a private httor
to ?awsi which is annnxod ta this memorandum, At the same time I clilod

Mtfi. and asked him to give this move of mine the strongest support,
4 poaaible by a telephom » underlining how extremely disturbed I was
by the panibuity of a snag duvelommt in this direction,
I;x the morning, 9 November, Fawzi sent a message back through Loutfi
- who had had a telephone talk with him, that he understood my letter but wished
.,” to understand, on my sid_c, that he was facing some very real difficulties,
SG;m clarifications were necessary and the necessary questions would be sent
through Burns. He hoped to give the full and definite reply in the course
of the d&y and wished Burns to BW until the necessary agreements were
reached. Loubfi added that it was partly a problem of ‘publie reactions to
Canadians, as "being under the Crown", I replied that I must insist en




SR

_ Canadians, The legal objestion was not valid and a refusel by Teyph
~ on this point would be most harmful to Egypt. ‘ '




5. The idca that the cease-fire should be megotisted by the Seerstary-
General, first came up in the course of the visit by ¥r. Abdoh in my houme
late in the mnight of 2 November. The Arab/Asian Group asked me through
 him for intervention and in reply I pointed out that there was no scope
for such intervention (see ammexed text of Arsb/Asian ststement). Another
matter was that the resolution pn«d did pot permit me to take any initiative
for its implemertation. I comsidered that to be a weakness, and would not
raise any cb;em against a proposal from the Arab/Asian side authorizing
me to negotiate a mo—-ﬂ.ﬂ. The idea was later embodied in the draft
resolution of the Asian Group as a "request”. Combtacted by the Indian
delegste, I said thet I had m objection, bub that I wanted them to use
the word "authorize® instead, so s to make it elear that I would negotiste
* on behalf of the General Assembly.

6s The idea of an mmm foroe which, of course, has a long

‘history, was brought into the discussion first by ¥r, Peerson in the debate
1-2 Novesber. Ve discussed it somewhat more in detail bub still withou
going into the substance at o luncheon next, day, to which Mr. Pearson had
invited ue and Mr. Gordier. Mr. Pearson still had mo elear idea st all
mmmwmmgmaugmmmubu, fie had &t all events to
mmuﬁmmw He seemed rather to hanmniadsomthing
' m:—usamuowa mmsﬂtmnlut spring. His main hope was to
gain the hﬁm advantage of having put forward something positive which
might help the British and French off the hookj his main concern was the
split of the Western Bloc. :




4 On his return from Ottawa the next day, 3 November, for the evening
nutm of the Gum'al Assembly which was comvened after lunch at the
- unexpected request of the Egyptian delegate, Mr. Pearson brought
| with hin & first draft of his resolution. He there suggested the establish
memt of & Comnittee for @J,o:ation of the possibilities. The Americans
who cortacted me concerning the mstter, wamted the Seeretary-General to
undertake the task instead of a commdttes. I said that I would mot raise
any objoctiom. l!r. Pearson later asked me the same guestion, to wm.ch 1
t-hon replied that, if the resolution was so to be understood as to
. ;i.nﬂiaatc thst the smaft.ary-emural should explore the matter with dele-
. ‘gattona and elaborate what n&gh& h.an cone out of a commitee work if time
hed p.mm-a, I vas willing to sccept the mominstion. In the course of
‘ t.h- debate 3-& lbvmw 1 sent around invit.atiom to camda, Golonbd.a.
‘Indla and xorw for a first exploratory meeting at 1l.30 on 4 November.
I later comsulted also De:mark, Finland and Sweden, Brasil and Mexico,
New z».land and Iran. I put bctaro all members of this group n: nfirst
rmrt' propon:lm an m&hte daci.linn on the ut.abushnnt of the
United Nations Command and the appoi.ntmub of General Burms. 1 dcvolopod
this idea in the course of the morning meeting with the four in reply
4o an observation by Mr. Cordler that the ideal would be if I should be

ina p‘osiuoﬁ’to present a report the very same day.




