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NOTE TO CORRESPONDENTS Note No. 1318
:

Bl
;

7 June 1956

TRANSCRIPT OF SECRETARY-GENERAL'S PRESS CONFERENCE

HELDAT UN HEADQUARTERS ON THURSDAY, 7 JUNE 1956

:

The SECRETARYGENERAL: I have no introductory statement:to make, ladies
and gentlemen, and therefore I should like to invite you to proceed at once to put

your questions and start the dlscu881on.

_

:NOITSEfiQl By courtesy'of“Mr.’Freuchen here, this may bevdesignated as the

$6hOOO questlon. When you returned from the Middle East, you intimated that on the

broader 1ssues of the Palestine case, oeyond the armistice problems, you were open

to the parties whenever they might be disposed to come to you. Do you feel that

your position in thlS respect has changed following the meetings of theSecurity
Councll?

J

'

‘

’

'

The SECRETARY-GENERAL: To reply quite simply: No.

:

QUESTION° I wonder whether you could help to straighten out our thinking,
in your capacity of Secretary-General, regarding certain tendencies that seem to

have developed in the UnitedNations. What I am referring to speciflcally.ie thiss

More and more in the last two years, or perhaps two and a half,the Security Council

has tendedto adopt the doctrine of unanimity, evidently on the assumption that,.
unless a resolution which really says something is unanimous, it would be

meanlngless. The result‘ some people feel, is that the resolutions have become
largely perfunctory, that they have skirted the basic issues, as this last one did
when the Councll seemed to have come to the brink of peace and then looked down .and:

‘

saw some horrible dissen91ons and shied away, because the doctrine of unanimity
seemed to takeprecedence over everything else.'From now on would that affect

other organs of the United Nations and would 1t continue to have an effect upon the

Securlty Council itself?

The SECRETARY-GENERAL: Your question as to whether or not it will affect

other organs is also a Vvery easy one for me to answer, because I challenge the

truth of your basic anslysi8. I do not think that you cheracterized the situation
in the Security Council correctly, and fherefore;I do not think that there is

(more)
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g disease of any kind that can spread through the. Organizatlon. As far as the

Security Council is concerned “theré is no doctrine of unanimity which is so

1mportant as you state, as to make people give up anything that they con31der

essential I have seen no signs of that, and I think that any statement to that

effect is unjust and unjustified. In this special case, I think you shouid remember

that there is a time and a setting for everything. It is not necessarily true that

& man does not hold a certain view because he does not express it on a particular

occasion. For example, I may find it unw:se to give a straight reply to a question

you put although I may have made up my mind on that p01nt very firmly, and I may ;
find it unwise because it is not the right time. If in an operation like the one'
which you see in the Security Council whether on this occaSion or another occasion;
some people feel that there is a line forward and that we snauld see how far we
can go and other people feel that we should not go that far now, that does not

necessarily mean a compromise with principle,and does nct in any way necessariiy

mean giving up something, if the distance covered on the road is a distance which

'makes sense and is in the right direction.
"

I would say that, 1f you read the operative paragraphs of the Security Council‘

resolution, you will find that it is quite a step in some. respects, and definitely

in the right direction. Whether or not you go one step further in the preamble

is a question, if not of taste, at least of judgment And if in the name of
unanimity, one takes, not the least common denominator, but an understanding

E

attitude as to how far one should go in the elaboration of a thesis in a special

resolution,’Ido not think that that is an unsound practice 1n any sense,or in any

.

B e

way a new practice. -

To sum up what I am saying. I think that perhaps you should take a new look

at the somewhat disturbed view which Was reflected in your question and see whether

there is not a more understanding and more constructive andmore encouraging

interpretation to be given to ‘the phenomenon to which you have referred.” At all

events, I must say that I do not think that there is any doctrine of unanimity which
is applied by any United Nations organ in the sense that people give up their

convictions b they feel that it 1s definitely the right time to express those

convictions,

: fi)erom(
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QUESTION" In your report to the Security Councll, in Chapter VIII
‘

"Conclus10ns , you stated that there is a general will to peace. Do you think thati
this statement still holds true after the speech of Ambassador Shukairy in which
he said that the establishment of Iorael 1ts membership in the Uhited Natlons and

’all other resolutlons will have to be revoked?

The SECRETARYQGENERAL: ‘T have no reason to commenton ‘fleificeps'yna
statements made by enyvcf the-parties in the recent debates. As o my own statement

I repeat it emphatlcally. I am flrmly coavinced of the will to peace ofalltheY

. partles in the area. A Wlll to peace is orue th*ng, a will to peace-maklng on
i

certaln condltlons, at a certaln/tlme,is necesse"ily another matter.- Peace isa
by Ifact, peace~mak1ng is a 1egal process.
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Q,UESTION Following that question, could we gsk whether, inSyria, you

heard substantially the same thing that we heard from Mr. Shukairy' here?

‘I‘he SECRETARY-GENERAL. If you read the Middle Eastern press ii‘ you
:

listen to spokesmen, if you read, for example a column by Joseph Alsop yes’cerday
:

after having visited a refugee camp, I think that you will find one thing. There

may be differences of expression , differences of tone and differences of choice of

occasion to express views, but there are certain hard basie facts which are very
much in peoplel!s minds and those hard basic fa,cts s.re very much the seme 8&s those

:

which you get to hear about a.nd read on all these various occas"ons.
-

In that sense 5

2 would. say that substa.ntive views expressed. at the Security Council table shou.'l.d not

be any surprise to you or any surprise to me,. Basically, we have in the

background the fact that we have 900,000 people at present who are outside the
: ;

borders of Israel and who ,
until not too many years ago, were in other places., As

you know, the refugees do represent the basic problem of the region in human terms

a.nd for that reason also, necessarily partly in political terms. That basic fact

is very much in everybody's mind in the region, It was very much in the air behind

the words spoken here a few days agoe.

QUESTION: The Security Council resolution asked you to continue your

efforts., How would you envisage the continuation of your efforts?

The SECRETARY-GENERAL: I think you mean, first of all, in technical

terms ~- how I have to run it. ,' In that respectI have nothing to add to what k2

said namely, thet I do not think that this is a time when it would make very much

sense to desert from my job here and to go to the region,  {n tbe coktler hand, I have

& continuous contact not only with the representatives ol Lhe countries concerned

here in New York, in America, in the UN, but also, to the extent necessary, with

responsible people in the region, That is to say, the whole machinery necessary for

the follow-up is there, You know that the previous discussions covered the ground

which was not, so to say, fully mapped out in the wey it should be fully mapped out.

It covered the ground of full compliance with the Armistice Agreements, and there are

assurances as to full compliance from all the parties concerned, What remain are

questions of implementation, Such questions, in some cases, are quite complica'bed
|

(more)
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and will necessarily take some time. When I say that we covereda broader ground
thanwas mapped out in Cetail it does mega that the ground is prepared for continued

operation, continued discussion, conlmued negotiation, so as to teke us closer and

closer to full cempliance, full iuplementalionof the Armistice Agreements., That

sets, o0 to say, the natural framevork for the inmediate efforts, and those
;

immediate efforts have a solid basis in the preparatory work done while I was in the

: region.
9

_ What should be done and how thiuna should be arranged at a somewhat later stage,

when we, as I hope, reach full corplicnce, and when we, as we hope -- all of us,

certainly, durlng all the time which has passed since I was in the region -~ have

managed to malntaln quiet, is another matter which I find it a 1ittle bit difficult

to go into both as to how to procead. and as to what ground to cover, I have my

~own ldeas, but it is Just one of those typieal ceses where I think that what T said

to you about time and settmng some time ago does unply. I do not think this 1s the

time for me, nor the setting for me, in which to look beyond the avea where the
|

ground has been properly prepared a]*eauy ia the talks in Abrll-

: -

QUESTTON: Invyour staterent before tl.z Security Council at its lgst

meeting you spoke of certain differerces which ycu hoped. would not be permittedto
harm the efforts on which the Unitec Nations, in co-operation with the parties, had

'

embarked. AmI to interpret this statement of yours as meaning that the meetings

of the Security Council did not in cay way enhance the efforts of your mission which

fioy embarked upon in accordance with the rosolution of4 Aprilg

v

The SECRETARY-GENERAL: The Security Council development certeinly had

positive effects in a most desirable direction, T think that it could not leave

any doubts in the mind of anybody Wwhe listened to the proceedings that the

Security Council was behind not only the stand -- the result -- but also behind the

philosophy of the report I put oa the table. That is not only encouraging; it is
deflnitelymost helpful. The divergencies of views among the members of the Council

which were reflected in the debate do not in any way nean reserves as to the report

‘as such, as you may have noted, For t‘ak rcason I feel that the ground which was

§0 to say, tentatively coveredby e is now definl“ely covered in the sense that the

Securlty Council has put its hallmaxrl: on the mapI tried ‘to produce. For that

(more)
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reason it has providedme with a firamer besis and background than we had before, and

that definitely is helpful, It also indicates éccaptance by the Security Council

of -- I would say =-- the expectations which ave reflected in the report.Av I would

not like to use the word "optimism"” or toe wond “hope“; and so on and so forth,

They are all so faded and misused. L prefer to say "expectations" -~ that is to

say, the expectation that further progress can be made in the right direction, and

not exectly st a turtle's pace.
:

On the other hand, you remember *that in my own conclusions I said that a final

settlement is probably far off. That specific point was not discussedby the

Security Councll as such, but certainly the debate between the parties,or the views

expressed by, the parties,did indlcate thal on several issues the sgands are very far

apart indeed. There are deepdifferencesof view, as I said in what I stated, and

I think that from that you draw the same conclusion that I draw, that is td;say that

with such deep differences of view hell retfig guch a long time it 1s necessary to

recognize that the road towards acceplance on various sides of agreed solutions of

some kind may be, and probably is, a long one.

Now what I wantedto say in my final words was that the fact that there may be

a long road to travel in order to arrive at settlement does not in any way, and

should not in any way, be permitted to discoursge us in cur immediate effort: ncr

should 1t be used by any party as an excuse nco to co-operate with us, That is what

I meant,

QUESTION: Do you feel the tire has come whén some effort should be made.

to try to find a settlement for the Korecn question?'

The SECRETARY-GENERAL: Has the time come for a settlement? Well, in the

sense thatI think that we should ti1 to get away from these half-baked cakes which

we have at so many points on the world wap at precent, I agree with you that the time

certainlyhas come: in the sense that there is a very great urgency to come to grips
with it, On the other hand, if you look at it @s a practical, political proposition

fii is part, as you know, of a much bigger picture where other factors are, to say the

leést, not ripe for public debate at any rate.  Under these circumstancesI think

(more)
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The SECRETARY-GENERAL: I would not venture any reply now to your
question. I have no solid view on it, and,pnderithe circumstancesit would not

make much sense to express my views either way.

QUESTION: Mr. Secretary-Geheral,_I wonderif you cquld‘tell us

'something now about your travel plans for the summer?

_

The SECRETARY-GENERAL: They are still not quite settled., The firm

point is that I have to be in Geneva for a fortnight in the latter half of July.

On my way to Geneva I hope to sandwich in visits to a few old and a few new

Members. Exactly how that will work out in detail I cannot tell. It is being

discussed at present with delegations. As soon as I can give you definite

information, and L guess that may be early next week, I will let you know,

QUESTION: Mr. Secretary-General,could you tell us whether you

believe that a sebtlement of the Palestine question should be on a "mutually

acceptable" basis?

The SECRETARY-GENERAL: There are various epproaches to your terminology,
Mr, Hamilton. As you well know, it lent itself to many interpretations, that

very phrase. On one basis ~- the interpretation given by Sir Pierson Dixon ==

I think that the reply is obviously "yes",  Sir Pierson Dixon, as you remember,
sald that he considered that it was obvious that there is no settlement unless

there is an acceptance by the parties to the settlement.  That was what he wanted

to express. I thinkhe himself said more or less that he considered it to be

a truism,and it certainly is a truism.
4

Let me express it in somewhat different terms. I do not think that any

settlement is lasting unless it is accepted by the parties to whom it is to apply.

QUESTION: Mr, Secretary-General, I am P.G. Krishnayya of Krishnayya's

Service in India.4 Does the information you received from United Nations observers

in Kashmir indicate an increase,or possible increase,of tension along the éease-
fire line? Are you satisfied with the present cease-fire arrangements in Kashmir

and the co-operation of the parties, unlike ih Palestine? What are the chances

‘(more)
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of political agreement in Kashmir on the basis o. partition as suggested by our

Prime Minister Pandit Nehru?

The SECRETARY-GENERAL: I thini there is the $64,000
question because it is a very broad one indced, I would not like to go into

the major political issue. I think that you will understand that this is one case

where I pust say "no comment". I thiuk it would be improper for me at the present

1o do otherwise.

As to current developments, from the report of the observers and so on, there

is nothing special in the picture which would give me any immediate reason for

WOrTy.

QUESTION: M, Hammarskjold,‘in your report on the caase-fire, there is

a reservation on the question of self-dcence which has disturbed quite a number

of observers as to the exact definiticn of self-defence. I wonder if you wouid'
care to commenton this phase of selfi-deferice; whcthé} you would accept as self- 
defence a defensive method in keeping infiltrators from entering one land or the

other and in driving them back to tlheir vorders -- whether driving them back

t0their borders would also be within the scope of self-defence, or whether they

should limit themselves to keeping infiltrators and marauders out?

The SECRETARY-GENFRAL: As you know, the question you raiseis one of

the most delicate ones in international law., Thai is thereasonwhy I have not

gone beyond a few negative statements in the report. One of them is that/
retaliation is most certainly not self-lefence in the technical sense of the word.

Whether a certain action is justified as ralf-defence or not is something which

under United Nations legisiaticn can only be Jecided by the Security Council, I

may have my views on the concrete cases,but thsy wculd not be binding on‘anybody.

They would Jjust be my private views, aad from that pdlnt of view they may be of

interest but not of significance,

(more)
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QUESTION: Mr. Secretary-General, may I come back to your answer to a

previous question., You said there is no agreement possible unless both parties

agree, That is a truism, as you said, but it is a far cry from both parties being

satisfied. An agreement satisfactory to both parties is not necessarily -- let

me put it the other way-u-an agreement acceptad by bdth parties is not necessarily

satisfactory to both parties, so we come to this point which was raised before.
Do you think it is necessary to have a peace ‘settlement where both parties are

; actually satisfied?

|

The SECRUTARY-GENERAL: I should like to broaden that question into a

much wider field in human life., In your own agreements with your landlord or

whoever it may be I guess it quite often happens after all to you, 'as it does

“happen everywhere, thatyou cannot reach the ddeal,you cannot'gét-what you really

want} Social life isa life of compromise in the sense that you have to accept what

is reasonable as an outcomeof the balance of interests, In that sense, I think

that the word "accepted', asI used it, is a proper term., If it is agreeable and

is exactly what we want, then it is certainly most satisfactory. But I do not

believe in that kind of settlement, practically ever, because we never get it that

way.

‘QUESTION: Mr. Secretery-General, do you think there would be any

usefulness in bringing the Algerian situation to the Security Council? Would that

be useful to any solution of the problem?

The SECRETARY-GENERAL: Please excuse me for not making any comments on
it as matters are being discussed among representatives, At present I think my

~

views should be kept in my pocket.

QUESTION: Sir, have there been any developmehts on your suggestion
in Canada recently for a sort of high—level international civil service in

technical assistance?

(more)
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The SECRETARY-GENERAL I heayd souethlng about Mr. Lester Pearson s

going into the matter in some statemcnt, but I have not seen 1t i .0n that score
let me be very frank and say that I an happy you brought it up becauseit happens
to be my favourite child at present. I do believe in it strongly, and in fact
3 have been turning thls thlng over “or half a year, Just waitlng for the time
when I felt that I would be certaln about my conclus1ons, and the time when I

also felt that it might make sense to brlng it out. You can conclude from what

I say that it is somethlng in whlch I rcally do belleve and which I would liLe
to see brought forward But frankly, all I can say in reply to your questlon

'

is that there seems to have been some kind of statement in Ottawa which T
haven't seen yet.

QUESTION: Could I add one tiaing on this. Has there been any movement
to bringmore money into Tbchnical Assistance through the United Nations? In other

words, is there any trend towards channeling more through the United Nations end
less through individual countries?

;

The SECRETARY-GENERAL: I could not speak zbout any trend, but I must say

that there are quite a fiew persons of real significance inworld politics at resent
whe urivaceLy end directly have expressel their conviction that an increase
in 1nternatlonal;zation would represent a move in a very wise direction as

matters stand. ]

\

QUESTION: May I go back to Palestine for one moment. Your report is

nbased on the doctrine endorsed I think by the Security Council, that the cease..

fire is unconditional with only ore exception, self-defence, and that is the
defirition of the Charter.‘ In the Council meeting the representative of Syria
introduced another exception, contiruation of the work of the Israelis on the
Jordan river. Do you consider this unilateral statement as endangering your
doctrine?

(wore)
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The SECRETARf -GENERAL: No, it does not; it isent:.rely anbevEn by
the réportf\‘ii:n "‘_;E'a.,ct".’v He did not introduce & new cond:.tion. He ga.ve &
_interprétation ‘to what he considered to be legitimate self-defence.Let us 1ook

at é.‘vhypbothet-ipal case, I hope purely hypothetical in all réspeéts. A situa.’eionl.
'

ar:n.ses which ane considers to be a situation which exr'ai‘bles him to actlon.

That action must be considered then as self-defense but the matter

.necessarily isauboma.tically brought 6 the Security Couneil under Art‘:.cle Sl.

‘The Security Council may say, "this1s not self-defence
)

‘and then their word

eountse
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Then if actionis continued, they are up against a npisficed-gnidnib under

Chapter VII. If, on the other hand, it is consideredto be self-defence, then

it is self-defence, That is to say, What was said by the representative in question
did not introduceany new condition., It introduced a one-sided unilateral

interpretation of the, reserveof self-defence in a giyen.hypothetical situatibn.
That is what happened.

-
%

e

QUESTION: Mr, Hammarskjold, do you intend to visit Spain on your next

trip to Europe?

The»SECRETARY-GENERAL: That would probably be impossible,- I would not

find any time for it. But I hope to do it later.
:

:

QUESTION: In a very recent speech of yours, you made some.reference to

SUNFED without directly mentioning the nsme, Would you care to clarify your

views on the subject?

The SECRETARY-GENERAL: It will teke us very,very far. I think that

SUNFED is one essential part in the system of the pattern of approaches which must

be establishéd. For that reason, of course, I hope for solid progress.

But I dp not believe it is any kind of panacea, any kind of clue to the whole

problem, I repeat WhatvI said: I believe it is a part, and a necesgsary part,
of the pattern of orgenization, an organizational approach which we must establish.

The ore to which Mr, Carpenter referred, that is, my suggestion concerning an!'-
in%ernational civil service of a nev type, is to my mind also such a part, although
much less ripe for debate than SUNFED.

QUESTION: On the internationalization of economic aid, and so forth,
ig it not true thatvbecause of inconvertible currencies you do not necesgarily get
esutomatic internationalization by trying to put it through the United Natilons?
Do you not have a practical problem of inconvertible currencies which is perhaps more

of a deterrent to the internationalization of aid than simply a decision of whether

or not to try to put it through the United Nations?

(more)
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The SECRETARY-GENERAL: You are quite right., You see,T used the

‘term "infernationaliiatibn". I aid not say We shouid have, it+ I meant

» the substance of internationallzation vhen I talked about it, I will put it in

this way I. think that we should aim at a development where both polltically and

financially the spe01f1c ties between such and such a country and quch and’ such.
another country are not broken.-- because they may very well exist and may

likely prove quite useful -- but subordinated to a common aim, to get a little

bit out of fhe donor-réceiver relationship and the tie between one and another,
which in a sense sdmetimes introduces irritating factors which are quite harmful.

I mean "internationalization" in this very broad sense. Organizationaliy, I

think that the United Nations can provide it in many cases, but you are quite

right that the organizational solution is not a full reply if there a?e financial
ties left, Wwhich just means that in the international club you have bilateral

|

relationships.

QUESTION: And is it not likely that if you do get things put through the

United Naticns which are bilateral because of currency problems, you might
transfer certain politlcal problems to the economic field as it 1s being operated

through the United Natlons?

The SECRETARY-GENERAL: Yes, if youdo not look out. But that is a

problem, a complication, of which we are very well aWare in the United Natlons,v

~and I think you can take it for granted tuat Ve are WOrklng consistently in the dlrec—

tion
¢

awey from such bilateral elements introduced, 80 to say, through the back

door. Partly they are very difficult to avoid, because we live in a world of
:

rather inconvertlble currencies, and dollars are a very scarce commodity, and 80

are Swiss francs and other international currencies, but We are Working in that

direction, and consistently.
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QUESTION: Mr, Hammargkjold, I am asking this question in full regard

/of/your sensitiveness to commenting on the statements of national leaders.
:

But this seems to me important and I will gamble on the question. The Pre31dent

of the United States yesterday, it seems to me, made some very far-reaching

statements in regard to two areas which are of great interest to the United Nations,

and that is the right of some nations to maintain what is known as an independent
foreign policy and also the expansion implied in the exchange of personal

diplomacy between two nationswhich are the pivotal nations in the United Nations.

My questionvtq_you,_if I can word it solés togamble on a reply, would be this:
Do &ou feel that this statement of the President of the United States is é
heartening statement in the confines of the United Nations and that it may have

'

far-reaching effects on the healthy progress of the United Nations in the future?

The SECRETARY-GENERAL: You mean the twostatements?

QUESTION: Since you have uséd the word "philosophy" in regard to your

Armistice Agreements, I would use the words "the philosophy" behind these

statements, rather than the national aspect of the statements; the inte?national
philosophy implied in it.

The SECRETARY-GENERAL: T think that the basic international philosophy

reflected in it, first of all, could not héye been any surprise to anybody who

knows the general approach of the President. It was inspired by the very great

respect for the judgement of a country as to What is the best for that country.

I consider such an attitude as reflected in what he said to be basic to the whole

United Nations approach, and for that reason there is very deep harmony between what

the Pregident said and what is the recognition of every country's right and every

people's right to choose its own way, which is,I think, the very cornerstone of

United Nations operations.
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i :

QUESTION: I would like to press thisg point in regard to its impact

upon the future thinking of the United Nations. Do you feel that the United

Nations might well regard this statement with optimism as to the future, after

a derade of greét'bessimism, in the very opposite philoscphy?

The SECRETARY-GENFRAL: Should we not let it be at what I said, that is

ito‘ééy; that itfcertainly'is in deep harmony with what I understandto be United
Nétions'philosophy; and I would not go into amy further judgerent.

‘

QUESTION: I gather that your aim new is for fuli implementation of
:

the Armistice'Agreéments. Would that include what I would call corollary points

‘that Were not covered beceuse they were not foreseen& that time, like the

blockade of the'Suez or other things vhich we may call irritants? Would you

aim at solving those probléms too as part of the stabilization.of the situation.
-in the Middle East?

The SECRETARY~-GENBRAL: I think that in a long haul operation of this

ti'efiyt is obvious that nobody starts out with excluding anything which is essential

~to the solution of the problem. Another thing is that you must always argue ..

‘and nalfi in stages, and to what stage, and What special time in the long haul
operation points to which you refer belong is something I would not like t0 take
up or to decide here and nov. I think it is a little bit sterile because there

is so much that has to be done in this tidying upoperation,which is close at hand,
Which is duly prepared, and so on. For that reason I stick to what I can see,

what is, so to say, Within reach, within the grasp. That is my reply. Beyond

that, however, I repeaf what I said: nobody approaching this problem is, in my

view, entitled to,exciude any of the causes of friction from his thinking as to the
' future.

QUESTION: Mr.VSecretary-General; you sa& that theré.is so much to be
done, and certainly there is. We have heard so hcfim about politics and amendments

and explanations of/vote,'and SO on. But 900,000 refdgees‘ére sitting there and

suffering every day.
|

They, seem to be forgotten and we never hear anybody in the

Pregs say anyfhing about it. Why is it that, they are not put forward before
- anything else, We are handling people there., The Suez-Cana; and all those things

represent money, but those are People-(more)
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The SECRETARY-GENERAL: I happen to feel very much the Vay you do,
Dr. Freuchen., The reason Why they are not put forward is that they are

:

tied up with the so-called main issues, and you know that all the parties; néhfi
they come to the maein issues in this conflict, are inclined, and for good reasocn,

to take an approach which ié determined by long-term political considerations;

that is to say, the humanitarian aspect may be qulte ag close to their heartsag 1t3f‘f
~

to yours, and certainly to mine, and all the same they may find that they cannot

bring this issue up for public debate, or with any kind of pressure, without

bringing up other issues at the same time, because they would not get anywhere
and they do nof find that this is the time to bring them up. It is a long story,
but really it is one of those cases Where a clash between the humanitarian
viewpoint and political planning ig obvioug, and I would not exculpate any of us

or any of those concerned, certainly not myself., I feel unhappy about the fact

that we cannot in the United Nations do more for them either practically --

partly because of a shortage of funds -- and politically, because of the way in

which this question is linked up with other problems which we must have Just as
much in view in the attempt to get somevhere, on the whole, in the regiocn.
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QUESTION: Recently a group of citizens of Connecticut wrote a letter

to Mr. Mao Tse-tung requesting his efforts to release Mr. Downey. reflnbw.I_
if you have any comment upon that letter aud if you have heard.anything’from
Peiping since we had our last seance on 11 May?

The SECRETARY-GENERAL: No, I have not.

QUESTION: May I refer you to this statement made by Mr. Shukairy:._,
"When sovereignty is claimed, a reminder becomes imperative.

It 1s common knowledge that Palestine is nothing but southern Syria."
-Do you feel that this and other statements made before the Security Council -~

the question of Israeli sovereignty and the question of territorisl borders and of the

territory itself -- were widened and brosadened as an lssue?

\‘ThelsEGRETARY-GENERAL: I think that we should be a little bit careful

in our analysis and comments on statements which are made in the course of debate.

That does not in any way mean that I either wish, by implication, to approve of

or pass any Jjudgement in the opposite direction on those stateménts. It is not,
from my point of view, something hcifiw I feel that I should go into in that ways

However, if we look at the question from the point of view of substance, I think

you know the legislative history‘of this problem; you know the character of the

Armeii%sfrdemarcation.1ines, you know the legal impllcations of the settlements
on roads, and so on. Whether, in the light of that, a statement of the kind made

broadened the issues or not is a long story. In some respects it did ~-- in the

respect, for example, that it might be read as implying certain substantive claims;

they certainly go beyond the Armistlce Agreements because there are no such things
in them.

In other respects, as to the legal character of this and that kind of

settlement in the past, they may not go beyond what is, soto say, warranted by

legislative history. However, Iwculd not like to make those disfinctibns»here,
and now. It would take me too far and I think it would be fruitless.

(more)
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: TEGN‘ You appointed Jjust recently a number of new observers for

Palestine -= I think they came from the Scandinavian countries and Australia.

Is there any rule with regard to Where these observers come from? Ave certain

areas of the world excluded in the provision of these observers?

The SECRETARY~GENERAL: No, there is no area excluded at all. Partly
it has developed along more or less traditional lines; partly,-as in this case,.
it seemed obvious that 1t wes sensible to address,in the first place, countries

which were, so to say, a8 disconnected as possible from the controver51al issues

in the region in the general sense of the word, and that is the reason why they
-

wWere chosen from countries which were as far away'from the burning issues as any

'country could possibly be.' i

QUESTION: There are noAsian observers, are there?

'l The SECRETARYGENERAL' For the present,:no; but there is no limit in
:

principle at all.

QUESTION' May I ask another exten51ve question? On what do you think

a Palestine settlement might be based? Frankly, do you think that it Would be on

the 1947 partition resolution?

The SECRETARY-GENERAL' Your question is certainly very pertinent, but

it may be a very good case for me to say: Let us discuss that problem on the day
that we have to discuss it.

QUESTION: May I Anquire whether;Jou feel that the UN observation stations

at the Gaza frontier are sufficient to cope 'with the present Situation, and also
A

whether they have already been manned?

The SHCRETARY-GENERAL: General Burns' and my conclusion was that they
are sufficient in number at present. There are a fev gaps left. I do not think
that the Australians have come yet, but elsewhere they are manned.

(more)
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QUESTION:In your reportyou stated that the solution for some

oustanding problems should be found in unilateral actions by either party.
Would you care to elaborate on this point?

The SECRETARY-GENERAL: I would not care to elaborate because I think

that would be more embarrassingthan helpful to the Governments concerned, but I

think I may say one very general thing, and that is that I think it would be a véry
good idea if we could get a somewhat lower tone in the public approach to these

problems, It is also a question of unilateral action. It does not raise any

gquestion of principle, but it certainly would be more helpfulias é demonstration

of the peaceful intentions ~-- I think that was my phrase in the report -- of

which I am convinced.

gyESTION:‘ Do you consider it likely that, in the forthcoming meétingS\
of the Economic and Social Council, some resolution might materialize which

would enhence the prospects for a new world economic agency on the lines suggested

by Mr. Pingud and/or one for international civil service?

 The SECRETARY-GENERAL: You know that ECOSOC is a very prudent organ.

It does not Jjump; it makes more solid progress. For that reason I am sure that

it will take a careful lock at the Pinaud proposals, and possibly also this other

proposal. I would, however, be‘very surprised if it were to jump to any

conclusions. It is difficult to anticipate, but it may be that if it feels that

the debate itself does not give a full picture of whét is at stake and what can

be done, it would ask for some kind of study to be made by the Secretariat or

some other people. At any rate, I do not think that there is any reason to'expect
progress beyond such & point. These are long stories. After all, fioy know the time
it has taken from the first 8 December proposal of President Eisenhowér to reach the

point where we now are with regard to atomic energy, and these other agencies being
discussed by Mr. Pinaud and, in slightly different terms in some respects, by me,

certainly are just as difficult to envisage and develop. For that reason, the

first stage is obviously one of exploratlon, and I do not thlnk that we are llkely

to go beyond that, if wefind time to go into it.
(more)
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QUESTION' How soon do you . expect to meke your first renort to the

Security Council on your continuing good offices? it

The SECRETARY-GENERAL:‘ ¥ did‘not.quite get your point.

:

QUESTION: The resolution adopted the other day says that you should

‘continue your good offices and report to the Council as appropriate. How soon
Q‘doyou think you will be making your report?

i

The oECRETARYGENFRAL: That depends on the progress== or the lack of

progress -~ because failure and success may call for an appropriate report.@r

QUESTION s This is a question that relates to the very serious husiness
Of keeping track of ‘money. The General Assembly and, I think, other organs outside
‘the General Assembly have talked in terms of a contribution to an international

;

economic development fund from the sav1ngs in the reduction of armaments.
I berieve the Soviet Union has announced an enormous cut in its military budget,
and Congress here is contemplating an enormous cut. Who is going to keep track
of the money they save, and how is the UN going to collect this amount which has
been set aside by a moral recommendation of the General Assembly of the United

Nations? It ‘seems to me that somebody owes this Organization an awful lot of

’.yeficm I do not insist that it be paid now, but there should be some sort of
accounting. For instance, you, as the Secretary-General might demand or might
request that you be notified under that reeolution, as to when these people are

kputting avay some money that morally does not belong to them any more. The tone
is not intended to conceal the seriousness of my question. I know that the money
will come hore eventuaily, but I am wondering what mental processes are being
engaged in collecting that money.

j

The SECRETARY-GENERAL‘ Well, you know it 1s for the legislators to
live up to their own commitments, and it is for them to. keep track of where and

'phow they spend money 1nside the budget. It will require decisions by
legislative bodies in all sorts of countries and by the Governments in all sorts

'

(more)
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of ¢ountries 1h noltatneflelpmi of what mqral undertakings they may consider

themselves as having given here. I do not think it is for me to be a watchdog"

=in that respect, but I guess that the countries in question way be remlndedbva
7

thOSe who expect to get the money.

‘The Press COnference.iose.at'll.so a.ml
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