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ADOPTION OF THE AGENDA

The agendsa was adopted.

LETTER DATED 22 MAY 1958 FROM THE REPRESENTATIVE OF LEBANON ADDRESSED TO THE

PRESIDENT OF THE SECURITY COUNCIL CONCERNING:

YeOMPIAINT BY LEBANON IN RESPECT OF A SITUATTION ABISING FROM THE

INTERVENTION OF THE UNITED ARAB RFPUBLIC IN THE INJEFRNAL AFFAIRS OF

LEBANON THE COHTINUANCE OF WHICH IS LIXELY TO ENDANGIR TEE MAINTENANCE

OF INTERNATIONAL PEACE AND SECURITY" (s/hoo7)

At the jnvitation of the President, Mr. Azkoul, representative of Lebanon,

and Mr. Loutfil, rep“esent+ive of the United Arab Republic, tcok places at the

Security Council tahle.

The consecutive interpretations into English and French of the stqtement

made by Mr. Scocolev (USSR) at_the 827th meeting of the Security Council. were

given.

The PRESIDENT (interpretation from Spanish) I respectfully draw

the attention of the members of the Council to the dra:t resolution submitted

by the delegation of the Soviet Union in document S/LOLT.

Mr. de VAUCELLES (France) (interprtation from French): For two months

Lebanon, an independent and sovereign country and & Member of the United Nations

which has always very carefully observed the obligations laid down in the

Charter, has been struggling against a revolt which would have been brought to

an end had it not been supported from abroad.

The Lebanese Government felt it absolutely necessary to bring thls problem

before the Security Council, end the Council dealt with it at several meetings.

During the debate, the French delégation has already had occasion to draw the

attention of the members of the Council to the size and inadm1581ble nature of

the interference in Lebanese affairs.
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(Mr. de Vaucelles, France)

The Securlty Council could not tolerate a state of affairs which was

contrary to the principles of international law as well as to the obuigations

of Members of the United Nations. In a resolution dated 11 June 1958 (S/h023),
it dGClded to send observers to Lebanon so that no illegal 1nflltration of

personnel end no illegal shipments of arms or other materiel should cross the

Lebanese borders. By virtue of this resoluulon, the Secretary-~General immedlately

took the necessary steys to send to Lebanon more ool‘nahfi observers from eleven
~different countries who promptly undertook vhelr task, I am happyon this

‘occasion to express to them as well as to the Secretary-General our apprec1ation
for the fine work which they Bave Anua.

. :
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T

However, from the report submitted by'the ,noissfiN we see tha+ the MlSSiOD

could not completely do its job becanae of the difficulties it wet with,

especlallybecause of the fact thatit coul& not control or cneck on more

than one-tenth of the frontier between Lebanon and Syria. In view of the fact

that the situat:lon has been aggravated ’because of obstacles placed in the

path of the observers and becauseof thefbloody events which have just

occurred in Iraq, the Lebanese‘Governmen% ygsterday appealed to other Members

. of the United Nations for support. As we wexre told this morning by the

representative of the United St&taa, the Government of that country decided 0

reply immediately to this app&al.
,

,

The Government of the French Republic notes this decision whica in our

eyes is justified under the provisions of Article 51 of the Charter. With

regard to this matter, my delegation moted with the greatest interest the

information supplied by the representative of the United States concerning the

spirit and the conditions under which the United States intended to conduct

its activity.

My Government firmly hopes that the announcement of the decision taken by

the United States will suffice to create conditions necessary for a lessening

of the tension there and will suffice to restore public order and constitutional

legalitye.
:

As far as the French Government is concerned, we will continue to examine

with the greatest care the request which was presented to us by the Lebanese

Govermment. In the past, we have been closely connected with Lebanon, and

this situation continues in the present, and this explains the very grave

concern which is caused by the present situation.
‘

My Government, on the other hand, has & duty of protecting the material

and moral stserefini of France in a country which has been our traditional

friend., We have also a duty to ensure the security of our numerous nationals

there, and it is in this spirit that we reserve our right to take within the

framework of the Charter of the United Nations any measure which will seem

indispensable to us so as to safeguard our interests.
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Mr. HU@MES (Caneda): I need not say that the Canadian Government
;shares in toe concern expressed by other members of the Security Council over

the situation which has developed in the Middle East‘ This is not the time

to enter into an examination of all the many factors which have contributed to :

the present dangerous tensions. Rather, we must address ourselves to the
:

urgent task of seeking how best ‘the United Na*ions can assist the people of the

area in finding solutions for their difficulties.
-

Since the Lebanese question was Pirst b:ought to the attentionof the
Security Council, my Government has given £irm support to United Nations action
in tham area. We have contributed men to the observer’ group in Lebanon as we
have previously contributed men to the United Nations Truce Supervision
Organization and to the United Nations Emsrgency Force. We continue to beliewe-
in the purposes of the United Nations activities in the area. We are'proud
of what hag been accomplished, and we continue to hope that in this and other

ways the United Nations can maintain itsgood influence in that part of tne -

vorld, i

;

We trust that whatever further measures may have to be taken‘will build

on tne aood work already done as a foundation. We trust also that due concern

will be paid to the well-being of the many agents of the United Nations
‘

who are now serv1ng in this area.

In this present grave situation, the Goverrnmentof Lebanon has called on

direct assistance from those in a p031tion to give that assistance. As the

evifiatneserper of Lebanon has explained, this call was made in accordance with

the provisions of Artlcle 51 of the Uhited Nations Charter.
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(Mr. Holmes, Canada)

In our view, there is no reason why the action reported to.the Council

by the representative of the United States should not be considered as complementary

to the mission which the United Nations has already inaugurated. Our confidence

that this can be so is based primarily on our confidence that the United States

is not pursuing selfish interests in the Middle Fast but is'seeking to assist

the people of the Middle East towards a more peaceful and a more prosperous life.

It is also based on the specific terms 6n which the United States representative

has interpreted the intentions of his Government’to the Councils

Clear proof that the United States is not seeking ends incompatible with the

purposes of our Charter is to be found in Mr. Lodge's firm statement that the

United States is not only villing but anxious to withdraw its forces when its

mission can be taken over by the United Nations.
|

, ‘

We must face the facts of the 81tuation. The princ;ples of international

law, to which the Soviet representative somewhat inconsisnently appeals, must

be applied to actual situations, not appéal,to an abstraction.

It is clear to all that the rights of States and the rights of persons

are threatened by the violent disturbances which are shaking the area. We do

not presume to judge the causes of this violence, but we cannot allc# violence

to spread dangerously. ,

. L

If the intervention of the United States at the request of the duly

esféblished Government of Lebanon can hold the ring, check the violent disorders

and enable us to help the Lebanese people to find political rather than military
solutions to their troubles,I believe that it will serve our purposes, This

is not a ,efiit therefore, for this Council to felax its efforts. It is up to us

to meet this new challenge and this new opportunity. That is the kind of Jjob
for which the Security Council was created by the founders of the United Nations.

,
Mr. KTANG (China): In the absence of our permanent representative I

shall make a very brief statement.

Tt is shocking to my delegation that Mr. Fadhil Jamali, who is so well known

and much réspected in the United Nations was reported to have been murdered. It

was only a few weeks ago that we in this Council heard the remarkable speech that

Mr, Jamali delivered on 10 June. That speech is now his last voice in the
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(Mr. Kieng, China)

United Nations. 1 remember our permanent representative saying in this Council

that Mr., Jamali's speech deserved not only the attention of this Council but also

the attention of all people jnterested in the cause of peace and freedom.

When the resolution of ll June was discussed in this Council, my delegation .

regarded that resolutlon as the minimum which the Security Council could do in. ..

the discharge of its primary respons*billty for the malntenance of peace and

security in the world. Since the adoption of the resolution, my delegation

has hoped, and is still confident, that the United Nations Observation Group

will exert its vigorous efforts in the most effective way so as to reduce

interference from across the border.
’

Today the represcntative of +he United States advised this Council that |

his Government has flfldnopser pOSLtively to the request of the President of Lebanon

~

for the help that is needed to preserve Leoanon's integrity ‘and 1ndependence., o



(Mr., Kieng, China)

The response is indeed a good and selfless deed. My delegation believes

that the action which the United States has now taken is in full accord with

the principles and purposes of the United Nations and will certainly promote

the cause of peace and freedom. Therefore, my delegation wholeheartedly supports

the action that the United States has taken, with vision and courage, at this
;

most critical turning point in history.

Mr, IOUTFI (United Arab Republlc)(lnterpretatlon from French): I must

admit that it was with some surprise‘that my delegetion heard that the Security

Council had been called into emerzency session today. I listened with close

attention to the statement of the representative of thelunited States who

v

requested the convening of this session of thé Council on behalf of his

Government. Without being a member of this Council, I have the honour to belong

to a country which is part of this area of the world and, because of that, I see

myself obliged to make certain remarks regarding this fait accompli with which

we are faced today and the charges that have been thrown against us.

It asppears to me that there seemed to be no resson for such an emergency

session of the Council, and especially for the landing of American troops.

The situation in the Lebanon has greatly improved and the disturbances which

'vtook place there have greatly calmed down. Both the Government forces and the

rebels have virtually ceased hostilities and a political solution between the

Lebanese themselves was being explored.

A1l the official documents which we have before us, such as the report of

the Observers and the statements of most of the world press, have clearly shown

that the question of Lebanon was an internal problem, which was in fact of

concern only to the Lebanese, and it was up to the Lebanese to find a solution

to it. The armed intervention of the Covernment of the United States, at the

request of President Chamoun, unfortunately cen merely aggravate the situation

and make it more criticél in that part of the world.{
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(Mr. Loutfi, United Arab Republic)

I do not wish to quote here, and I think that this is not the time to do 80,

the comments of the international press and also of responsible politicians in

this country,ssuch as Mr. Lippman, Senator Humphrey and Senator Green, who have

proven that the consequences of this intervention can hardly countribute to peace

and statility in this part of the world. 'I\thought that the resolution of the

Security Council of 11 June last was apt to improve the situation in Iebanon and

to enable the Iebanese to settle their differences themselV°s. It is in this

splrlt that my delegation did not object to the resolution of the ‘Council. It

was therefore with considersdle regret that we take note of this new att itude of"

the Government of the United States.

It follovs from all this thatnothing seemed to militate in favour of the

unilateral decisicns of the Government of the United States to intervene. It

seems to us thet Article 51 of the Charter of the United Nations does not even
“

allov for such intervention. Indeed, it demends armed aggression as a condition.
“

Furthgfmore, there is a decision of the Council which should be carried out and

ficihw is being carried out by the Observation Group.

From the very first day it became clear that this resolution of the Security

Council of 11 June last did not satisfy the present Government of Lebanon. We

noted therefore that the Observation Groupand the observers themselves were

the target of much criticism on the part of the President of the Lebanese Republic,

who stated in an interview with the Dally Mall, that they were not carrylng out

their task, and he said:
'

(COntinued in English)
' "7t ig difficult for me to comment on the activities of observers

because they appear to be doing nothing. As far as I can see, they

spend their time at the Aero Club in Beirut and on beaches and up at

the mountaln resort.”
. : '

Then, further on, it says:
,

"The observers comtented themselves with quick picnics in certain
Lebanese areas and at banquets given in their honour here and there."

(continued in French)
The reasons which prompted the President of the Republic and the members

of the Government to take their stand are obvious. They were not satisfied with

the fact that these observers of the United Nations, and in particular

.¢
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(Mr. Loutfi, United Arab Republic)

- Ambessador Plaza, the head of the Observation Group, stated that they were faced
with & Iebanese civil war. What is more important, however, is that the

Security Council was seized of this issue and adopted a resolutaon which the
Secretary-General is now carrying. out.

-

In his statement this morning, Mr. Hammarskjold stressed the efforts

which were being made by theObservation Group in order to carry out the

Security Council's resolution. He told us:that in the Tripoli area free access

vas granted by the opposition forces, gnd also in the Bekaa area. An agreement
with the opposition which controls this territory has been reached, Nevertheless,
while this resolution was being implemented,a member of the Comncil who voted

in favour of that very same resolution has suddenly decided now to intervene

unilaterally. o v
:

.

On that occasidn-charges wergvrenaweayggainst us, the justification of

which has never been proven. I have already shown this in my earlier statement

before the Council during the two session which were devoted to the Lebanese
question. I also showed that in that particular case we had there a difference

between the Lebanese. The events in the Lebanon again concern only the ILebanese.

It is up to them alone to put an end to it. I would not even like to revert

to this problem. The evidence which Igave that this was an internal Lébanese
problem can be found in the records of our meetings.

Mr. Azkoul, in his statement today, unfortunately, renewed the same charges.
I will not reply to his academic efforts with which he sought to comment on the

report of the observers. We did so at the time of his statement to the press, of

which you are aware. But I would add that whatever the logiche uses, it cannot

be valid so long as it is contradicted by the facts, and you will find the facts

in the report of the observers. i

The Observetion Group itself declared the following, in an interview with

~the press, which I find here before me and which I will also quote:
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~
(Mr. Ioutfi, United Arab Republic)

(contlnued in English)
"The Obsérvation Group belxeves ‘that the progre851ve implementation

:

of that ‘mandate will contribute gfeatly to the creation of conditions
within Lebanoh which will make possible-the'solution‘by the Lebanese
peonle themselves of the internal problemwhich faces the conntry et

the present time." ‘

(contlnued in 17‘rench)
It could not bemore clear and I do not know what I have to add to this.

It has never been established that the United Arab Republic had interveiied in

the,internal affairs of the Lebanon, but, unfortunately, that is what isc now

gfiineppah todeyl Weconsider that this is an intervention in the domestic

affairs of the»Lebanon on thevpart of the United States.
'

:
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(Mr. Loutfi, United Arab Republic)

I cannot help regretting that Messrs. Chamoun and Malik should have asked

themselves for an intervention of foreign forces in their countries. They
shall assume before history the responsibility for these acts which may be

fraught with very grave consequencesand repercussions in this part of the
world. Thereis no doubt that the major Power that has taken this decision --

which is far from being justified -- and that has more than any other State

the responsibility for the maintenance of international peace and secvrity,

has thereby created a very dangerous precedent indeed. -

No one can turn back the wheelof history. The peoples of the Middle East,
like the peoples of Asia and.Africa; aré now_éssuming their own resporsibilities.

They know that they have rights, the rightto independence and the right to

freedom without pressure from the great Ebwers‘or intervention on their behalf.»
If you ignore these factors in the international relations between the major
Powers and the countries of this part of the world,.it will be difficult to

enforce peace and stability there.

Gentlemen, it is obvious, and it follows also from the statement of the

representative of the United States himself, that the Iraqi revolution prompted
the United States to adopt this grave decision. Yet that, too, is an

Iraqi question, a domestic question of Iraq, and I think that nobody can deny

that. This revolution can in no case be invoked as an excuse for intervention

which might be an infringement of peace and stability in that part of the world.

I was amazed to hear the charges of the representative of the United States

in our direction. They are not founded, they were never established, and they

are obviously rebutted by the Press, by the report of the Observers, and by

their statements. It is regrettable that this statement comes from a country

with which we desire to have good relations. If one wishes to intervene in

Lebanon for reasons which I shall ignore and which are certainly not justified,

whether for reasons of prestige or for private interests, there is no need to

do that to accuse another State without proof. The Government of the

United States has taken this serious decision; it is for the Government of

the United States to assume full responsibility for its action.
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(Mr, Loutfi, United Arab Republic)

For our part, as I have already said-on-many othar occasions, we hope that

Lebanon will remsin independent and prosperouss:
I reserve my right to speak at another point, if necessary, if Imay.

Mr, AZKOUL (Lebanon) (interpreta.tion from French) Mr. President,

with your permissionand with that of the members of the Council, I should

like to take a few minutes of the Council's time in order to elucidate some

points in reply to some of the comments that were mede about my country. First

of all, I should like to startby elucidating the statements of Mr. Chamoun,

the Presidient of the Republic, in bis interview in the DailyMail, I vould

inform the Council that tbe Lebanese Minister, vio vas the lisison officer with

the Observation Group, stated to the Press that the atatements which were

attributed to the President had been distorted. -
:

As regards the statement that has been attributed to the. Head of the
Observation Group, Ambassador Galo Plaza, according to whichhe allegedly

said that he did not believe there was any infiltration of armed men or
:

shipments of war material to Lebanon, I should like to ask the Secretariat, if

possible, to read out the exact:text of that statement. We do not recall

heving read in any publication any such statement on behalf of
;

.

Ambagsador Galo Plaza., The utmost he may have said was that his group durn.ng
_

the short time he was in Lebanon and in the preparatory stage had not been able

to note the existence of such infiltration. But he could certainly not say

at that point that such infiltration did not exist. In any case, either today

or at another meeting, I should liketo ask if it would be possible for the
.

Secretariat to elucidate this statement.
- As regards the statement in the first communique which the Group published

in Beirut, it is true that the last paragraph of that communique says that the

progressive implementation of the mandate of the Group would allow for the

establishment of conditions which would enable the Lebanese people to settle

their own domestic problems. However, the representative of the United Arab

Republic interpreted this text in a way which;,_,was‘l hardly in conformity with the

facts., This text confirms our thesis =-- namely, that if the mandate of the
'
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A e e : (Mr. Azkoul, Lebanon)

O'bserirérs’ is carried out and if the Observers can put an end to infiltration,

then conditions will be established for the settlement of the Lebanese

differences by the Lebanese themselves. That is what we maintain:. that if t.‘nis

infiltration ceases, we shall be able to settle our own problems. This

paragraph, in our belief, is a very clear proof of the existence of such

infiltration, and only the end of this infiltration will enable 'the_ pedple of

Lebanon to settle their domestlc affairs themselves.
I should like to conclude my statement by a.ssoc:.ating myself with my

friend, Ambassador Loutfi, when he speaks of the mght of self-determination
and of the need to have this right respected by the major Powers. I am epeaking

as the representative of a very small ‘country and I am addressing mysell to toe

representative of the United Arab Republic which, as compared- to Lebancn, is-a

major Power, and I quite agree with him that if the principle of the right ,

of self-determination, especially for the small countries, is respected by their
:

neighbours and by those who, as compared to them, are major Powers, then indeed

we would not have anything to worry about.

|

The SECRETARY-GENERAL: The representative of Lebanon referred to a

statement by the representative of the United Arab Republic which, in turn,

referred to a statement made in a Press Conference by Mr. Galo Plaza. It will
be a pleasure for us to check what was really said by Mr. Galo Plaza and put

it at the disposal of the two gentlemen who have talked about the statement. I

myself do not recall exactly his wording, but I think that this matter can be .

cancelled out by giving the exact text to the two gentlemen.
’

;

Since I have the floor, I might perhaps add one word about something which

it has been said that I have said myself. The representative of the Soviet Union

referred to a statement according to which I would have said that the problem

in Lebaron was "a domestic concern of the people of Lebanon". I have never made

a public statement to that effect., I think that'fbhe Soviet representative has

been misled by somewhat imaginative and free interpreta.tioné in the Press of what

was a siatement with an entirely different overtone and undertone.
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" Mr. SOBOLEV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics)(interpretation from

Russian): In my remsrks, I quoted the statement of Mr, Galo Plaza. The

representative of Lebanon sald that he ‘was not aware of such a statement,and

he requested confirmation of it. I should like to quote once again what I read

- i{n Russian from United Nations Press Release LEB/15 dated 7 July 1958. At a

certain pointin this Press Release, the following is stated, which I shall

read in English:

{continued in English)

"Mr. Plaza was asked‘whether the Lebanese Government had provided

information which the Group had not yet been able to investigate but which,

if substantiated, would justify its charges. He" -~ meaning Mr. Plaza =~

"answered, -~ and here is a difect quotationof his answer =-- ‘We have not

 had anything from the Lebanese Government which would lead us to say there

is massive infiltration.'
That is exactly what I quoted nothing more

Mr. AZKOUL (Lebanon)(interprétation from French): I would like to

thank very sincerely and wholeheartedly the representative of the Soviet Union

for having produced a text which enables us to elucidate the situatlon. When

I spoke a few, momencs ago, I said that my purpose in so doing was to elucidate

the situation.

The statement of President Galo Plaza is completely acceptable as far

as the Government of Lebanon is concerned for the very simple reason that the

Government of Lebanon never claimed and never used the words"mass 1nfiltrat10n .

No responsible spokesman of Lebanon ever used these.worQS. What we said until

now was "mass intervention in the domestic affairs of Lebanon” and we persist

in saying that this mass intervention exists. I listed the gix forms of

intervention which makes us say that it is mass intervention. There are the

shipmentof weapons, the training of personnel, propaganda by radio, propéganda

by the Press and various types of intervention, The sum of these elements

builds up into a mass intervention. The infiltration of armed men is only one

of the forms of intervention. In comnexion with this infiltration, we said

that there was continuous infiltration. We never said that there was mass



(Mr. Azkoul, Lebanon)

infiltration,because the words "mass infiltration" are in our belief quite

contradictory, Infiltration means a sort of trip. by trip -= persons either

individually or in little groups slip clandestinely from one country into another.

If there is mass infiltration it is no longer infiltration but invasion. We

never sald that there was an invasion of Lebanon. This proves that Mr. Gala Plaza

is quite in accord with this statement of the Lebanese, namely,. .that there
;

is not mass infiltration but mass intervention. If he says that there is no mass

infiltration it means that he pdmits that there is infiltration, and that is

what we have claimed all along.‘.

4 am grateful tothe representative of the Soviet Union for having allowed

me to clarify this point.‘

Mr. LOUTFI (United Arab Republic)(interpretation from French): I do

not wish to embark upon a contfoversy with my friend from Lebanon, regarding

the interpretation to be given to various words. I would merely like to take

note of the Tact thet he is in agreement with the statement of

President Galo Plaze.

 Mr. SOBOLEV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) (interpretation from

Russian): In the report of the Observatlon Group dated 3 July (s/4qL0)
there were several very important conclusions regarding the subject of the

observations with which Mr. Azkoul will not find it as easy to agree as he

-

d1d now with the statement of Mr. Plaza. .
:

In this regard, I should like to qpete from a document dated 8 July

vhich vas signed by Mr. Azkoul (S/LOM3).
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: (Mr. Sobolev, USSR)

Mr. Azkoul quotes three theses that have been advanced by the Observation

Group. 2 w1ll read out these theses inEnglish. Ambassador Azkoul says that

these are the basic conclusions, the fundamental conclusionse These are the

conclusions of the Observation Group:
:

(continued in Engllsh)
"1 'it has not been possible to establish from where these arms

,ylemefi[ the arms seenby the Observation Groug7'were acquireds.e

"2, Nor, was it possible to establish if any of the armed men observed

had infiltrated from outside.”
e

y" ~-- not "massive”, but "any". I understand it may be even single,

it 'any" .

And, lastly, which is much more 1mportant to me and I think for everybody.

"5. There is little doubt, however, ‘concludedthe Observation Group,

"that the vast majority was in any case composed of Lebanese,"

With those three conclusions the representatlve of Lebanon was not in

agreement and in this document Wthh ‘I mentioned now he took great pain to

argue with these conclu51ons of the Observatlon Group. To my mind, these

arguments were unsuccessful.

Mgl_éggggg_(Lebanon)(interpretation from French): I apologize for

having to talk again, but since certein questions were addressed to me, I see

myself duty bound to reply.

The representative of the Soviet Union has offered me a further occasion

to prove our theses. We cr1t1c1zed the first and the second conclusions arrived

at by the Observation Group that we called positive conclusions reached in its

first report. We criticized them as Judgements that were not conclusions, or,

at least, were premature. o

What aid the first conclusion say? "It has not been possible to establish

from where these arms /namely, the arms seen by the Observation Groug7'were
acquired...“ Now, we showed in fhe document to which the representative of the

Soviet Union referfed thet thisvision from afar of weapons being brought in

from afar by the rebels without studylng the manufacturer of the gun and without

taking the gun in one's hand ‘this sort of long-range vision cannot ‘enable the
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observersto ascertain what is the origin of these weapons.
. 'We can say, therefore, thet the Observation Group with the limited means

at its disposal and the ‘impossibility of entering rebel territory found

it impossibleto ascertain where these weapons came-from.

This applies:also to the second concliision which says: "Nor, was it’

possible to establish if any of the armed men observed had infiltrated from

outside." You have onlyto read the document which we submitted in order to

see that it was truly impdssible to arriveat any conclusion since the

observers Saw’the rebels only from afar, they saw groups of one hundred persons

or so, or else they were talking to the leaders, and in that case, of course,

it was not the infiltrators who would accompany them to the leaders but mainly

the Lebanese, Therefore, to make such judgements could have serious consequences

in the sense that they could be interpreted as final judgements, while it

seems to me that in the minds of the observers they did not have that implication,

But the third conclusion to which the evitatfieserper of the Soviet Union

attached the greatest importance, I accept. It confirms what we have always

claimed. It says: "There is 1ittle doubt, however, that the vast majority

was in any case composed of Lebanese.” We accept that interpretation because

it proves, in the first place, that if the great majority were Lebanese, there

was & minority that was not Lebanese. Here is a definitive conclusion on the

part of the Observation Group.

Secondly, we must also note that the rebels seen by the observers were,
I repeat, thé rebels that they saw because these rebels acébmpanied them to

a given area, mainly to see their leaders. These certainly must have been

chosen to show the observers that these rebels were Lebanese. The Syrians

or Egyptians or Palestinians who were in the group would not have shown

themselves to the observers because the task of these observers is to see if

there are any foreign elements there.

Therefore, this third conclusion confirms. rather than negates the

Lebanese thesis to the effect that among the masses of the rebels there is a

large numberof foreigners. We have even said that there is a proportion of

25 to 30 per cent of foreigners and that the majoritywere Lebanese.« Therefore
that is exactly what we also said.

‘
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The SECRETARY-GENFRAL: I havenow been able to check the guotations
"

4o which reference has been made in the course of the debate, and I think that

a good way to end this debate may be to put on record what was said by

President Plaza.
:

I wish, in the first instance, to refer to note to correspondents
No. 1831 of 26 June 1958, I read the following sentence:

“The Chairman of the Group recalled that its task was only to determine

whether there was any infiltrationj if this could be done- 1t would be

easier for the Lebanese themselves to solve their 1nternal trouble.

The other quotation is from Press Release. LEB/15 of T July 1958‘

“Myr, Plaza was asked whether the Lebanese Government had provided

information which the Group had not yet been able to investigate but

which, if substantiated, would justify its charges. He anéwered We

have not had anything from the Lebanese Government which would lead us

to say there is massive infiltration.'

1t seems to me obvious that this last mentionednstatement is not a

statementon the question of substance but Jjust a registration of the fact that

there was not sufficient evidencefor a positive Jjudgement.



‘The PRESIDENT (interpretationfrom Spanish):‘At.the beginning of
this afternoon's meeting, thePresident drew the attention of the members: of the

Security Council to the fact that they had before them a draft resolution

submittedby the delegation of the Soviet Union contained in document S/4047T.
In accordance with our rules of procedure, if nd member of the Council wishes to

make further statements end since no other draft resolutionhas been'suomitted, -

1t would nov 'be inorder for the Security Council to vote on the Soviet draft

resolution. However, in view of the complexity of the question before the-
Security Council and also in view of the exceptional gravity of the problem

before us, I would suggest that this meeting should be continued temorrow

morning at 10-eim., If there are no objections, I shall teke it thatmy
suggestlon is adopted and that that is the procedure which the. Security Council

will follow.
e e

It vas so decided.
:

v

Mr, LODGE (United Statesof America): I simply wish to say,

Mr. President thetI am glad to acdcept your suggestion that werecess until

tomorrow particularly because, a8’ I seid in-my statement this morning, ‘the

United States intends to introduce a draft resolution of its own on this

subject for consideration at that time.
=

’ '

The meeting rose at 4,55 p.m.


