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ADOPTION OF THE AGENDA

The agenda was adopted.

LETTER DATED 22 MAY 1958 FROM THE REPRESENTATIVE OF LEBANON ADDRESSED TO
THE PRESIDENT OF THE SECURITY COUNCIL CONCERNIKG:
"COMPLAINT BY LEBANON IN RESPECT OF A SITUATION ARISING FROM THE
INTERVENTION OF THE UNITED ARAB REPUBLIC IN THE INTERNAL AFFAIRS OF
LEBANON, THE COWTINUANCE OF WHICH IS LIKELY TO ENDANGER THE MAINTENANCE
OF INTERVATIONAL PEACE AND SECURITY" (S/400T7).

LETTER DATED 17 JULY 1956 FROM THE REPRESENTATIVE OF JORDAN ADDRESSED TO

THE PRESIDENT OF THE SECURITY COUNCIL CONCERNING: _
"COMPLAINT BY THE HASHEMITE KINGDOM OF JORDAN OF INTERFERENCE IN ITS
DOMESTIC AFFAIRS BY THE UNITED ARAB REPUBLIC"{S/L4053).

At the invitation of the President, Mr. Toukan, representat}yg_gf Jordan,

Mr. Azkoul, representative of Lebanon, and Mr. Loutfi, representative of the

United Areb Leputliic, tock their places at the Security Council tahle.

Mr. de VAUCELLES (France) (interpretation from French):
I would first of all like to refer to the statements that were made at the

beginning of this afternoon's meeting by the represehtatives of Jordan and
the United Kingdom. I would say that my Government, which has already
acknowledged that the American intervention in Lebanon, at the request of the
Lebanese Government, was justified, adopts the same attitude as regards the
United Kingdom initlative. In both cases, as Mr. Cabot Lodge pointed out so
rightly, you have the same tactics that would achieve, throﬁgh subversion,
the overthrow of a legitimate Government of a country, and its replacement
by a regime whose policies would be more in line with the purposes, with the
interests of another State. As the represeuntative of Jordan so rightly
remarks, his country had already in the past witnessed similar attempts, which
Justify the appeal that was launched yesterday, for help from friendly

nations.
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(Mr, de Vaucelles, France)

I should like to stress et this moment'sbmething that was mentioned'in the
statement made today by the representative of the Soviet Union. Mr. Sobolev,
basing hlmself on unspeclfled reports, said that France was ready to join the
United Klngdam and the United States in their action. I do not know~upon which
reports Mr. Sobolev based himself or to which reports he referred, but as far as
I am concerned nothlng in my possession leads me to Justlfy such an allegation.

In the course. of a stafement I made on Tuesday, I had already stated the
position of the French Goverrment regardlng the Lebanese question, Today, I
shall merelj recall in outline the views I expressed ét‘that time, .

‘1. The French Government has extremely good reasons to conclude that ‘the
Lebanese complaint is well founded. :

2. My Govermment wishes to give its complete help to the Lebarese
Government in its efforts to ensure its independence and the freedom of action
of its country.

3, My Govermment also voted in favour of the resolutlon of 11 June
sending to Lebanon observers to ensure that there was no infiltration of
personnel or of arms or other materiel from across the_Lebanese frontiers,

4.  We note that the observers have not been able, at least until the
last few days, effeciently to carry out the mission that had been entrusted to
them by the Couneil. In fact, accordiﬁg to theif own views, they'weru ﬁnable to
visit the greater part of the frontier that they had been told to control. May
I here point out that the second interim report of the Observation Group (s/4052)
does not in any way belie that conclusion. In fact in paragraph 3 on page 3
of the English text, thls document states that tne access to the frontler had
been "improved", which does not mean very much, and that the Group "proposes" -=
that is in the future -~ to create obsexvation posts close to thz frozbier.

The use of such expressions proves that, in the view of the Group itself, the
situation is not such as the Council might hope for.

5. Under these conditions, the French Govermment wishes the efficiency
of this Group to be increased and, in order to do 50, the means and supplies ab
the Group's disposal also to be increased, The Observation Group itself
recognizes the need for such measures since it requests in its latest report
that the number of observers be brought to 200, that it also be given unarmed
observers and that a larger number of aircraft and pilots be placed at their
disposal. If the provisions of the resolution of 11 June are inadequate to
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enable the Observation Group to ’ulfll its assignment, my Government is prepared
to study with the Government of Lebanon and the members of the Security Council
as well as the Secretary-General the additional arrangements fhat may be arrived
at and vhich are referred to expressly in the draft resolution moved by the
delegation of the United States (S/4050/Rev.l).

During my earller statement, I pointed out that the French Government oelleved
that the decision of the Government of the United States was Justified. I noted
further the view ezpfessed by President Eisenhower and by the representative
of the United States to the effect that the Govermment of the United States was
prepared to withdraw its forces as soon as the United Nations was in a position
to assume the necessary responsibility in order to ensure the independence of
Lebanon and that, pending that, the United States proposed to co-operate closely
with the observers..

That is why my delegation will not be able to vote in favour of the ﬁwedish
draft resolution. The French Government believes that there is no reasonnto

suspend the activities of the Observation Group since the United States

intervention is not in any way supposed to replace the action of the United Nations

and it is to come to an end as soon as the United Nations is able to make the
necessary arrangements to'assure fhe closing of the Lebanese frontier to all
infiltration. .

. Under these circumstances, my delegation will vote in favour of the
United Stafes proposal. We consider that the adoptlon of thls text whlch
bearing in mind the preSent state of affairs, complements the resolution of
11 June of the Security Councid, will facilitate the return to calm and
constitutional>legality‘in a country whose policy has always been very much in

line with the principles of the Charter of the United Nations.
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~ Mr. JARRING (Sweden): In accordance with what I said here yesterday,
the Swedish Government has reached a conclusionlthat the presence‘of
United Stateé troops in Lébanon has completely altered the conditions for the .
activities of the Observer Group in Lebanon. Even éhould this'Group be
instructed not to co-operate with the military forces of the United States, the
Swedish Government’cénsiders that it is both frdm a bractical point'of view

. superfluous and from a poiitical point of view unsuitable that the United Nations

Observers in Lebanon perform their functions in the presence.of foreign troops.
The Swedish Government has given expreésion to this ﬁosition in the draft
resolution which I have sqbﬁitted for the consideration of the Council.

I would, however, like to add that should a plan be worked out which would,
inter alia, lead to the withdrawal of United States troops, the whole question
would appear in a new light. It is in vie# of this possibility that the draft
resolution exclusively mentions suspenéion of the activities of the Obéerver
Group until further notice.

Mr. MATSUDAIRA (Japan): In the light of the new facts revealed by
the second interim report of the United Nations Observer Group in Lebanon, I

should like to elaborate on my statement made yesterday in order to make clear
the position bf my country,

First of all, it is inappropriate and regrettable indeed that the United
States has taken measures to intervene in the dispute in Lebanon by sending
1ts own armed forces to Lebanon while the Security Council is still examining
Lebanon's complaint. It is true that the sald dispatch of forces was made in
response to the request of the Government of Lebanon. However, it cannot be
denied that intervention by a State in the disputes of another State could have
unfavourable repercussions directly or indirectly, and the Government and the
people of my country sincerely hope that the stationing of United States troops
in Lebanon will come to an end as soon as possible.

Secondly, a solution to the Lebanese question should, therefore, be sought
only through the machinery of the United Nations. The question of the existence
of infiltration into Lebanon or of a threat to the security of Lebanon and the
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measures to be taken on the basig of the existence of such infiltration or
threat should be determined by the United Nations; and it is not desirable that
one country should take on its own judgeﬁent specific measures on these matters
without waiting for such determination by'the United Nations.

Thirdly, in view of the foregoing, 1t is necessary that the United Nations
should promptly take such practical measures as would ehable an early
withdrawal of the United States forces which are already in Lebanon. The
United Nations should seriously examine the cireumstances which have made it
neceésary for the United States to dispatch its forces to Lebanopn and should
take such measures as are appropriate to cope with the situation. This would be
the only way to prevent deterioration of the present situation. Mere disapproval
of the dispatch of forces by the United States would not contribute to a solution
of the problem. Speedy and constructive measures are also required in order to
maintain the prestige of the United Nations.
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“In conéluding, may I state again that my country shares the ardent
desire of all friendly nations for peace and stability in the'Milee Bast,
We are convinced that the sending of armed forces, as has been done by the
United States;‘would be liable to complicate the situation and’would not
help to contribute to the attainment of our common objectlve, however, in
asmuch as the dispatech of United States troops is an accompllshed fact, -
we have no other recourse than to seek a prompt withdrawal of the Unlted
States forces through the implementation of appropriate measures by the

United Nations. It is for these considerations that we would support,

with some misgivings, the United Staﬁes draft resolution which is intended

to enable such measures to be taken.

May I add, however, that my delegation is trying to prepare a draft
resolution of its own, in an endeavour to contribute to the clariflcatlon of
the debate.

Sir Pierson DIXON (United Kingdom): There were two statements

in the sbeech of the representative of the Soviet Union earlier today on

which I am obliged to make a brief comments

In the first place, Mr. Sobolev appeared to suggest that in some way
the British Prime Minister had deceived the British Parliament -- an
extraofdinary suggestion ---though I confess that I would not expect a
representative of the Soviet Union to understand the principles of democratic
politiecs as they are practlsed in the United Kingdom or our constltutional
procedures.

The facts about the appeal for assistance from Jordan are precisely as
thezPrlme Minister stated them in the House of Commons. Moreover, there was
no constitutional inprbpriety, as the representative of the Soviep Union
appeared to imply, in the Government's taking decisions during the night
and reporting them to Parliament the following day. In our democracy ﬁhe
Government is pefmaneﬁtly answerable to Parliament and takes all its
decisions in that knowledge. I take exception to the imputation brcught
by the representative of the Soviet‘Union-against the British Prime Minister

and to this unwarrantable incursion into our internal affairs.
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Sechdly; the representative of the Soviet Union suggested that British

action in Jordan was intervention made over the heads of the Government of
Jordan for reasons connected with British economic interests in the Middle
East. Here again, I would not expect a representative of the Soviet Union
to understand the motives for our action, It does not surprise me that a
Soviet representative should attribute it to considerations of pure
egotism, The United Kingdom Government, faced by an appeal of this kind
from any government with which it was in friendly relations, would of course
give it the most serious considerations, 'In the case of the appeal from the
Government of Jordan the urgency of that Government's need was so apparent
that my Government felt that it could neither refuse to respond to it nor
hesitate in its action. : e ’

As to the remainder of the speech of the representative of the Soviet
Union, it would be useless for me to discuss it point by point since we
evidently approach these great issues in international conduct from opposite
polés. ‘The same fundamental misunderstanding became apparent in his
earlier speeches on the Lebanese complaint. We consider that incitement to
revolt and underhand methods of stimulating an opposition to overthrow
the legal government to be wrong and dangerous, - The Soviet representative
appears to believe in it and to applaud it, We want stability and peace
and abhor revolution and ‘ineitement to revolution, The Soviet representative
appears to consider these -things the natural state of affairs for the world.

We consider that what has been héppening in Lebanon in the last few
weeks amounts to outside interference in the internal affairs of a sovereign
countrye. Mr. Sobolev entirely overlooks the original interference from
outside, the basis from which the resolution of 11 June implicitly proceeded,
and he brands as aggression the steps taken by the United States to ;
supplement the efforts of: the United Nations in response to an appeal from
the Head of the Lebanese State and the Lebanese Government. The Soviet
representative in fact inverts the real position in order to sustain his
own complaints. These, I think, will be sufficient reasons to explain why

I am in disagreement with the Soviet draft resolution.
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As regards the United States draft resolution, S/4050/Rev.l, we have
‘noted with particular interest the proposal that the Secretary-General should
immediately consult the Government of Lebanon and other Member States as
ap?ropriate, with a view to making arfangements for additional measures,

including the contribution and use of contingents as may be‘necéSSary, to

protect‘the territorial integriﬁy.ahd independence of Lebanon, We support

the United States draft resolution.

We have also been glad to learn from the reports of the Observation Group
and the statements of the Secretary-General to the Council that the Group
is now in a position to have access to the frontier areas and are planning
an expahsioh of their activities which would certainly place them in a more
effective position than they were in the earlier stages of their mission.

I shall need timé to reflect on the further statement just made by the
representatiVe of Sweden aﬁd oﬁ the draft resolution which he introduced in
document S/L4O54. At first sight his proposal, which we have this moment
seen, does not accord with my own conception of the role, the important
role, which we visualize for the Uni%ed Nations Obsérvation Group. But any
‘observation, any proposal from the Government of Sweden merits meticulous
attention, and it would only be consonant with our special and cordial
relations with Sweden that we should take time to give its proposal the . -
pecessary considerations g :

We have also heard from the represeutative of Japen that he is
preparing a draft resolution. Ve shall study this with interest and due

attention when he submits it for our consideration.
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Mr. ABBASS (Irag): I would have preferred not to speak at all on
this occasion. As a matter of fact, I did not even prepare a speech. The issues
are clear to me and they did not merit much argumentation and waste of time.
Besides, I have no taste for sarcasm and no désire to indulge in accusations
and counter-accusations. The times are too grave for éuqh indulgences. i
believe in the decency and cleanliness of diplomatic language, especially in
such an illustrious gathering.

However, some remarks by several of the representatives here made it
necessary for me to say a few words in clarification. Both the representatives
of the Soviet Union and the United Arab Republic have made the contention that
the Arab Union no longer exists, I submit that the Arab Union is a federation
constituted according to a written comstitution wratified by the duly elected

Parliaments of both Jorden and Iraq. I hold ere toat the recent events in

Iraq do not override any constitutional procedure. As a matter of fact, the

Constitution of the Union itself shows the manner in which the Union and the
Constitution could be modified or changed., This is why I maintain that no
change has taken place and that the Arab Union as a constitutional entity
still exists. | '

My second poiﬁt is the following., There were.insinuatio@s that the
recent events of rendering friendly help to Jordan and Lebanon might lead in
some way to some designs of aggression from Jordan against Iraq. The argument
is clear, No question of aggression could arise between Jordan and Iraq. They
are parts of the same Union. This is out of the question.

I come to another point which was very much contested here, and that is
the right of independent States to seek the help of friendly Governments in
order to maintain their independence and territorial integrity. I submit
with humility that more than fifteen years ago I aught my students at the
School of Law in Baghdad that the legally constituted Governments of independent
States have the inherent right to ask for and receive help from friendly States,
and that that in no way would infringe on their sovereignty. As a matter of fact,
there are so many sovereign States, whose sovereignty is not questioned at alls
who have foreign troops stationed on their territory through friendly

arrangements,
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I also note with satisfaction the declaration of both the fepresentative

of the United States and the representative of the United Kingdom that the

friendly hLelp they are rendering to the legally constituted Government of
friendly States will be terminated and their troops immediately withdrawn
when the Unlted Nations takes effective measures to safeguerd the independence
and territorial integrity of the friendly Powers who sought their help. However,
T would like to add that at this moment I would like to call upon both the
United States and the United Kingdom to wake aAdeclaration in this gathering
that the forces sent at the request'of the friendly Governments of independent
States would withdraw immediately when the legally constituted Governments
of the States concerned would indicate clearly that they«are‘no Longer needed.

I know that this could be inferred from the statements of both delegations.
Yet, I would like to put it on record that I call again for a very clear and
unequivocal statement that the forces sent at the request of the friendly
Governments of Lebanon and Jordan will be withdrawn, and without prejudice
to the action of the‘United Nations, when the legally constituted Governments
of Lebenon and Jordan would indicate to our friends that they are no longer

needed.
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Mr, TOUKAN (Jdrdgn): - I should like to make a few remerks regarding
some of the stateméntS'madewby4the'representatives,offthe;Soyiet ﬁnion.and the
United Arab Republic. Mr. Sotulev said that British troops were sent into
Jordan apparently'étithe‘requést of King Hussgein, This was also,repeated by.
the representative of the Uﬁitéd Afﬁb Republic. I should like to make it clear
that the Bfitish:troops lended in Jordan not only at the request of +the King
but also at the'requéSt,of'the Government of Jordén, with the approval of His

Majesty King Hussein, and in accordance with the unanimous decision of the

Jordan Nationsal Assembly. : _
Thé‘représentatiVe of thé Soviét.Uhioﬁ went on to say that it was the
British Ihtelligencé that was responsible for uncovering the attempt by the
Uhitgd_Arab Republic to oﬁerthrow:the'regime in Jordan, just as has happened
in Iraq. I should 1like to inform.the Soviet representative as well as the
representative of the United Arab Kepublic’ that the number of attempted - .
coups d'état that occufred in Jofdan,-startihg.in:April last year; and :
adding the most recent attempt whihh was éupposed to take place simultaneously - -
with that in: Iraq, plus the movemcnt of United Arab Republic troops on the
northern Jordan borders, are sﬁfficient in themselves to prove the threat that _
forced Jordan to seek aid urgently from the United Kingdom and the Uhite@ States:
of America, using the right of nations ewbodied in Article 51 of the
United Nations Charter, which gives States full right to ask for help for the-
defence of their sovereignty and independence if threatened by aggression.
As for the statements made by the representative of the United Arab Republic,
I think that he himself knows deep in his heart the truth about his country's
subversive activities in Jordan, so that what he has told us here might not
be all that is in his mind. The representative of the United Arab Republic is 4
fully aware of wvhat Jordan and the King of Jordan went through in order to
achieve full independence and freedom. He also knows full well that Jordan
and its King were the first to come to the aid of Egypt when that country was
-subjected to aggression in 1956. Jordan is still the same and the King of Jorden
is still the same King. So how can the United Arab Republic's representative say
that Jordan was placing herself again under the yoke of imperialism? No,

Jordan will never be -dominated again, not by anyone. But the sad experiences
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which Jordan has gone through and the attempt after attempt of the United
Arab Republic to create a situation in Jordan not dissimilar to that in
Lebanon end in Iraq, as well as the movement of troops across our borders in
the north, have forced us to use our right, and full right, of self-defence
provided for in Article 51 of the Cherter.

As to what was said by the representative of the United Arsb Republic and
the representative of the Soviet Union regarding the dissolution of the
Arab Unicn, I will limit myself now to endorsing fully the statement made
by the representative of Irag. j

This is the whole truth of-why we asked for help from both the United
Kingdom and. the United States of America. ‘
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Mr. LODGE (United Stetes): I will not teke the time of the Council
to reply to the Soviet Union's latest attack on the United States, which
recently have been coming at the rate of one a day, It is an all too typical
Soviet Communist offering, and uses the stale y old-fashioned phrases which
Soviet Communists have been using for generations. For example, it refers to :
what it calls American monopoiies, yet it is en undisputed fact that monopoly
has been ageinst the law in tlhe United States for more than fifty yeafs , and
our anti-monopoly laws ere vigorously enforced by our Department of Justice,
Indeed, I might say parenthetically, that the Soviet Union consists of monopolies
of all kinds, denling with all forms of 'ac’cilvl'ity. Indeed, it, in itself, is
a huge moncpoly. The only interesting thing about the Soviet speech is what it
left out, whick is the desirec of the United States, expressed many times by me
in the last fevw deys, to withdraw from Lebanon as soon as the United Nations can
take over, That is the important thing end that is what he did not talk about,

The inclusion of this staztement in Mr. Scbolev's speech, would, I realize,
have been bad propagenda from a Soviet viewpoint, but it is the truth,
nonetheless, and some day the Soviet Union will learn that the truth is the
best propaganda, that in the end the truth is mighty and will preveil.

Now I would like to meke the formal motion that the United States
resolution be given priority over the Soviet resolution, at whatever time the

voting may commence, whether today or bomorrow,

Mr, SOBOLEV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics)(interpretation from
Russian): I cannot pass over in silence one statement which Mr. Lodge has
been repeating day in and day out., This contention is that the Government o,f\
the United States is buming with desire to withdraw its troops from Lebanon.
But the question arises, who prevents them from doing so? Why camnnot the
American troops, today, tomorrow perhaps at the latest, be withdrawm
from Lebanon? What stops them from being withdrawn? When they came to ILebanon,
they did not ask the opinion of the United Nations whether they should go there
or not, The sanction of the United Nations for the introduction of American
troops into Lebanon was not requested. VWhy then do they need the sanction
of the United Nations to withdraw them? It would seem that an order on the part
of President Eisenhower would suffice, and the matter would be settled., However,
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there has been as yet no such order on the part of hewmmmr_md v
therefore we may be forgiven if we doubt the sincerily of the Goverrmemt of the .-
United Stetes, whem it states its readiness to withdraw its troops fram Lebanon -
as soon @8 possible.

In this connexion, I think 1t might be appropriate to uncover one fallacy.. .-
which is being repeatedly siated here in the Council. by the representative.of ==
the United States, and whick is being persistently injected into
the debate here. It is being repested by scme other representatives ~~ and here.I-
en reférying cpaelfd colly o the representative of France, It ic the contention-- -
to the effect tha’ the United Nahions was not concerned with the position-of™ -
Lebenon until now. In the draft resolution of the United States, there is a -’ :
paragreph which says: :

"Noting further the statement of the representative of the United .

States that the United Stetes Force will remsin in Lebanon only until

the United Nations itself is sble to assume the necessary responsibllity - .-

 to ensure the continued independence of lebanow."
_ This is the last paragraph of the-preamble, I would invite: you to ponder i‘.hia
. statement: "The troops of the United States will remain in Lebanon-until

- the United Nations itself is eble to assume the necessary responsibillizy to

. ensure the continued indepenfance of Lebenon.”

It would follow from this stabement that the United Nations hitherto
has mot done-anything sbout lebanon, end that it has not assumed any
- responsibility in regard to Lebanam. But that is not so. - Yhat is comtrary ‘o
vhat happened just a few days ago in this very Council -- something with which the
w’hol.e world is au courant.
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Let us recall the’facfé; There was a specific complaint by Lebanon to the
Security Council. The Council considered this complaint. The Council did not
decide anything with regard to the substance of that complaint, but it assumed
responsibility for the situation in Lebanon by sending a group of observers there.
Is that not so? Of course it is so. :

The Security Council, one of the main organs of the United Nations, assuﬁed
responsibility in Lebanon and sent a group ofvobservers there with definite
powers and functions in the'beliep'that.fhis measure»would secure such a
settlement of the situation in Lebanon which would accord with the principles of
the Charter of the United Natlons. That is how I understand the situation.

Why are we then suddenly told now that until the United Nations assumes the
necessary responsibility United States troops will remain? Mr. Lodge, I submit
that the United Nations has already assumed responsibility in Lebanon with the
agreement, incidentally, of the United States-because the representative of the
United States voted in favour of the resolution under which the Security Council
assumed definite responsibility over the éituation in Lebanon.

The trouble is that the United States chose to ignore this responsibility
of the United Nations and took unilateral action which is not only counter
to the decision of the Security Council‘inbthis question of Lebandn, but is also
a flegrant violation of the Charter of tﬁe'United Nations. That is something
which, I think, has to stay firmly anchored in the record. A e

The Swedish delegation has now moved a draft resolution (s/4054) which,
in essence, says: : : :

- "Considering that the action now taken by the United States Government
has substantially altered the conditions under which the Security Council
decided on 11 June 1958 to send observers to Lebanon,

"Requests the Secretary-General to suspend the activities of the
observers in Lebanon until further notice."

In the opinion of the Soviet delegation, the Swedish proposal is completely
justified by the present state of affairs. This proposal is both appropriate
and timely. Indeed the retention of United Nations observers under the present

conditions when United States troops are in Lebanon would be a tacit covering-up
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by the United Nations of the armed 1ntervention on- the part of the United'States
in the domestic affairs of Lebanon. . It is obvious that the Security Council
cannot countenance such a situation. The Swedish delegation acted quite

correctly in moving now that the action of United Nations observers be -

temporarily suspended. We will therefore vote in favour of the,Swedishzdraft

resolution.

We consider that the Secretary-General of the United Nations: Will also have
to draw appropriate conclu51ons regarding the activities of the United Nations
Observation Group following the arrival of United States troops. in Lebanon.

We assume that his conclusions will not differ from those which the delegation

of Sweden arrived at.
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The SECRETARY-GENERAL: Speaking about the Swedish draft resolution,
the distinguished delegate of the Soviet Union said, if I understood him
correctly, that he supposed that my conclusions, as to the future work and
position of the Observation Group, would be substantially the same as those
of the Swedish Government. I do not know exactly on what assumptions that
supposition was based. I think I put in black and white my views on that
very question both in the initial statement at the morning meeting of the
Council yesterday and in the covering note to the additional interim report
from the Observation Group which was circulated'today. The Council will remember
that in that covering note I fully endorsed the proposal of the Observation

Group.

Mr. SOBOLEV (Union of Soviet Socislist Republics) (interpretation from
Russian): In connexion with the remarks which the Secretary-General Jjust made,
I must perhaps say this is the result of translation problems. I did not say
that the Secretary-General had reached the same conclusions as the Government

of Sweden. I expressed the hope that the Secretary-General would arrive at his

conclusions from the situation which has arisen in Lebanon, and I expressed
the hope that his conclusions would not differ considerably from the conclusions

at which the Government of Sweden has already arrived.

The PRESIDENT (ihterpretation from Spanish): There are still five

names on my list of speakers. Furthermore, a new draft resolution has been

submitted and we have news of yet another which is now being drafted.
Accordingly, on the basis of a request from several members of the Council,

I should like to propose that we now adjourn, thus giving all members of the

Council the opportunity to talk over the new draft proposals which are before us

and any which may be presented subsequently. This would indeed meet the

convenience of the delegation of Colombia, for example, which learned only

this afternoon of the Swedish draft resolution and does not yet know what will

be contained in the draft resolution which we understand is being prepared

by the Japanese delegation. I would suggest that we adjourn now and meet again

tomorrow morning at 10.30.
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Mr. ILLUECA (Panama) (interpretation from ‘Spanish): I understand that
among the names included in the list of epeakers are the names of the
representatlve of Lebanon and myself, the representatlve of Panama. As I
understand that the statement of the representative of Lebanon would not be
interpreted consecutively and as I intend to be extfemely brief, I wonder,:

Mr President; whether you would consider contiaving this meeting and allowihg me
to make a very brief statement after we have listened to the representative of
Lebanon. '

)
i

The PRESTDENT (interpretation from Spanish): In the presentation of

an adwournment motlon in connexion with this particular meetlng,Jne President
had requested the representatlve of the United Kingdom to be good enough to
postpone until tomorrow s meetlng the statement that he wished to make concerning
the statement that was made by the represenbatlve of Irag. Therefore, 1f the
representative of Panama has no obJectlon, we could continue the meetlng

but first, of course, we would llsten to the statement of the representatlve of
the Unlted.Klngdom who w;shes to make a brlef statement then we would listen

to the represeniatlve of Panama and then adjourn the meeting.

Sir Pierson DIXON (United Kingdom): Mr. President, I am grateful to

you for your permission and to the Council for its indulgence, which allows me

to intervene very briefly to answer a point raised by the representative of Iraq
this evening.

After recognizing that the action of the United Kingdom in responding to the
request for assistance which it had received from the Covernment of Jordan had
been fully justified, the representative then asked,if I understood him
correctly, that for the purpose of the record I should give a clear declaration
that Her Majesty's Government would withdraw its troops if the legally-
constituted Government of Jordan requested it to do so. I can, of course, make

unequivocally the declaration for which the representative of Iraq has asked.
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Mr. ILLUECA (Panama) (interpretation from Spanish): My country, like
all the republics of Latin America, has the greatest of faith in the work of
the United Nations in connexion with the maintenance of peace and security in
the world. Therefore, in these very difficult and critical times in the history

of humanity, a peaceful solution to this dramatic crisis in the Near East

requires from all of the statesmen of the world from all the Powers -- great and
small == that the greatest of efforts should be made so that we might be able to
solve this problem and avoid another international conflict which would have the
most terrible consequences for the world in the political and economic fields.
¥or these reasons and for many other reasons, we sincerely hope that every
possible effort will be made to strengthen the United Nations because on the
United Nations, Or this noble Organization depends not only peace and
international security, but also the survival of humanity.

The delegation of Panama will vote in favour of any action which tends to
strengthen the United Nations and which helps to sustain the noble ideals of
the United Nations. Therefore, tonight, we raise our voices in the hope that
we shall find a solution to the problem of the Middle East within the framework
of the United Nations Charter and in conformity with its principles and purposes.
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(Mr. Illueca, Panams)

The delegation of Panama takes this opportunity to declare its regret
that this very grave situation in the Near East has required an urgent measure
to be taken by a friendly Power. Nevertheless, the delegation of Panama feels
that paragraph 3 of the operative part of the United States draft resolution in
its original form (S/4050), which has now become paragraph 2 of the revised
United States draft resolution (S/4050/Rev.l) would place the United Nations in
the position of being able to take efficient measures for the establishment of
peace in the Middle East and would restore the confidence of the world in the
United Nations as far as the maintenance of peace and security in the world
is concerned.
If we carry out the request contained in paragraph 2 of the operatilve part
of this draft resolntion, it would lead to an immediate withdrawal of
United States troops in Lebanon and would leave the whole of the situation fully
in the hands of the United Nations. It is with this understarding that the
delegation of Panama has decided to offer its approval and vote to the
United States draft resolution.

The PRESIDENT (interpretation from Spenish): The Security Council
willl meet again tomorrow at 10.30 a.m.

The meeting rose at 10.25 p.te




