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fact, applied and make the matisr a public issue,
objsctionableon two scores: We did not know whether an open criticism
would have been justified, and there was reason to believe that it
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The other example was our supposed retreat on the use of British

ships down the Canal. As you will remember, there was never any dif-
ficulty in the use of British ships. The question referred to the use

of British erews, formallyin the service of the Navy, the very weeks
or indeed days after evacuation, deep down in Egyptian territory.
We also had to face contradictory judgments concerning the usefulness
of the six ships, later experience showing that those were right who
maintainedthat the ships were in no way needed. In the situation

me around Christmas, I informed the British that I could not,
that time, take ths responsibility for the seecurity of British

down tb Camal. In his conversation with President Nasser at
e same time concerning the c¢clearing operation, Mr. Cordier had no

an to raise the issue, much less to make any concession, as the

Ibelievethat a study of, forexample,the Gaza and Tiran
situations would likewise show that the United Kations policy neither
has been one ofweaknessnor one of double standards.


