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NOTE TO CORRESPONDENTS
'

: Noe. Kol 1571
Eoat i Aprll 1957

'TRANSCRIFTOF SECRETARY-GENERAL'S PRESS CONFERENCE

HELD AT UN HEADQUARTERS ON THEJRSDAY, 4 APRIL 1957

, The SECREWARY~GENERAL' 'Ladies and gentlemen, I think that the last

tlme we met in a press conference of this type was early in November, As you

KuOW there has been a firm tradition at the United Nations that during General

Assembly time there are no press conferences given by the Secretary-General.‘
The General Assembly ended about a month ago and, as you will remember, the first
couple of weeks after the end of the General Assembly session was a time of

unusual pressure -1 would not say tension but really unusual pressure. Then
I had to go to Cairo, and I have Just ‘barely managed to put my little shop e

‘order after my return from Cairo. So this really represents the first time that

i courd usefully, following the tradltion of this house get in touch with you

again, andI welcome the cpportunity. T welcome the opportunity although I am

very well awere of the'fect, which I think you appreciate too, that the

,:situapion is one which does present some difficulties. It does present some

,difficulties because, following the rather new developments of wuyerations in

this house, and for the Secretarthenerel, I am deeply cngaged in work on
‘behalf of Governments and‘as a link between CGovernments., What Todesin such

“eapacity is only to a limitzd extent my ownproperty. If somebody confides in

you and gives you'his confidenCe‘es a pasis,for assistance that you may give
him, of courseyouleve to keep the trust. That is not dipIOmacy; that is even

less‘quiet diplomacy. That is just the 51mple rule of thn game which we all
-

apply in our private lives, and as a matter of course I also have‘to epply it in

my professionel life. However, this has one consequenoe; and that is of course

that sometimes, when there is a complete reply to a question which you.may .

raise,I would consider it a breach of trustif I were %o giVe'it in that

comnle+eness, I am sure that you‘arpreciate that,‘and I am sure that you will
bear with me if,for such reasonsunder the laws vhich must ‘rule my acu1v1ties,

1'asthey rule the activities of all uf us in our humen ve lations s I have to be

a little bit more restrained in my replies than I would hope or you would like

me to be,

After having said this, I invite you to start asking_your'questions.
x(more)
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p\‘ QUESTION
' Secretary-General; béfbre your very hungry presscorps.j

eats. up all thetlmE»il should like to say, frrsu of allon behalf of the
fl

 oorresp0ndentsthat we are gratified to heicome you back again to a press e

_eonference.: We have no i;lusions about tho LEYS you have been spending your time. ;?:

JWeare happythat you can spend some of *t again_w;th us in pressconferences,

Aa”d«weantlcipate hopefully that this W1llagain become a con1nu1ng

,‘nstitution. ; Bl s
’ ‘
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i p5

gpa
3

v

Q,UESTION': In one of your re‘nnr'bs Guring 'bhedeba.tes last year and

e
The SECRETARI-GENERAL This is a p01nt on Wthh I can give yousome haf;

rnews 1n the senSe dhat - en thig ‘as on otherp01nte,I have tried to follow‘

'up the plans T presentedin my reports, that is to say, 1n the effort to get

back towar&s an implementu&ion of the Armistice Agreements as they were1ntended

:tofunotlon,not as they turned out to functiona_afteryears of deterloration,
:

I have approached theGovernment of Egypt end the Governmentof Israel 1n

_?Tpartlcular concerning ArticleI the one to whlch you refer. So far, I have no

'i‘}replles but;t happened a short whileago, and 1t is for that reason no source

fiffof surprisetham s0 far there is nothingon the table,~

e
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- QUESTION: Mr., Secretary-Generalvhat at present is the prec1se role

~and, I might say, the situation of UNEF and of the United Nations as a whole in

Gaza and in Sharm el-Sheikh?
A

The SECRETARY-GENERAL: As you know the UNEF is in Sharm el-Shelkh

under the very rules and under the principles which were spelled out concernlng

that specific point 1n the report,»I believe, of 24 January. I have nothing

 to add to what I said in that reporton that score.
:

i As fegardstaza, that is the point of concentration of the UNEF‘troops.
 The UNEF functions in Gaza for those purposes which were laid down by the

General ASsembly There is a definition of the functions of UNEF and that

,

deflnltlon has not been changed that definition applies in Gaza as elsewhere.;_

-
That means that the UNEF has as a predomlnant‘/funCtl%% safeguard peace between

the two countries which recently have been in open conflict.

QUESTION: I have two questions. According to the Israel press, you

~ intend again to go next week to the Middle East; this time including Israel in

your v1s1t.. Is that correct?

Some days ago the American press told a story about the plan suggested by

~the United Nations to build a mined fence along the border of the Gaza Strip.

This mornlng we learned that Israel intends W)bueldsuch a fence on its own

terrltory along the Gaza border._ What have you to say on this project? Has it‘

been suggested by the United Netions? What is the attitude of Egypt to this

plen? Is it at all realistic?

The SECRETARY-GENERAL: You have as?ed'twb rather different questicas,

and I may reply to them separately, as I hope you intend me to do.
On the first one, T just have nothing to say be"ause I have not lald down

-any'plans'for a returnuor any plens excluding a return. The situation is just

simply that my suitcases are, so to say, always packed in a situation like the

presentone., If it would serve a uoeful purpose, I would be happy to go, and go

at once, to Egypt or Israel, whatever is called for. As you raised the point,

‘I may mention that in these cases I must generally be guided by the immediate

need., I have just returned here lsst week straight from Cairo” I do not think

(more)
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that there is any need forfmuch‘imagihation to see that there were some rather

urgent matters for me to attend ,afi referring-also to the Canal'talks,and perhaps
especially the Canal talks, of Which you are well informeds, Therefore,  +the
information you quote from the Israel papersis premature and not based on anything

said from hereor on any plans laid here. But,-on‘the other hand; quite frankly,
- if the situation develops so that it calls for such a direct contact I would be

happyto take it.
’ /

:

" The eecond question, concerning the fence, is,as you know, a qpestion of

very gfiol date. It arose in the discussiens last year. It has arisen again,

’-Therehave fieeb discussions between the Commander and his sevitatfieserper on

the one 81de and the authorities on the other 31de. it am'not fully ihformed
'3;'about how far those plans or those discu551ons have advanced as of the present.

1,Personally, I belleve that the fence idea has advantages but that it should llke‘
|

all such ideas, be applied with some common sense., We do not solve the

problems of that area/by building up a fence all along the Armistice Demarcation
~

Line, all/arowm%aza but there are sensitive spots which in our experience
”present special dlfficultles for shepherds, marauders and wlat-not and where the:
pollulng se;fi1vitca at the Armistlce Demarcation Line by the UNTF would be

fac111tated by the erection of such a fence. But frankly, that seems to me to
be

, on the whole, a technlcal detall which I leave, with the greatest confldence

to the Commander.

|

QUESTION: Mr. Hammarskjold, I should like to aska little more basic

}qpeStion, vYou-had.many long talks with Prime Minister Nasser. What can you say

now; et the end of those talks,as to your impression of his willingness ©o

co-operate with the aims end purposes of the United Natione éeneral Agsembly?

‘The SECRETARY-GENFRAL: T think I can"P¥1th confidence built on

what, S0 o s&y, has emerged in practice° I should aay-—~speak1ng more dbout what

you have in your hards than about this and tahfi for the future -- that as to

the proposals we made, the Commander of the UNEF and myself in Calro,we got full

co-operationand you can draw your‘own;conclusxons from that.

(more)
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QUT&TION Mr. Secretgry-Generalaay l ask whether the Canal talks

that are now ‘going on are, in your estlmatlon,in line W1th your proposals of
24®ctooer, includlng your propouals for policingand arbltratlon?

'

§lail The SECREEARY—GENERAL" The Egyptian proposals, as they were publlshed
Iao not run counter'to the 2# Octobel letber but cover only part of the grounl.

lThere are p01nts T;j" 1n that letter whlch have been P ok leftaside, at

least not elaborated.v For that reason my reply to your first ba31c questlon
must be that there 1s no confllct betwean the pmoposals now put forward and the"

{proposalsofahOctoben although they do not fully correspond as the Egyptlan

-:{proposals do not cbver the whole distance of theEh October proposals.
v
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As to the special question of arbitr"tiwn, I think that the Egyptian
Government goes practically the whole way on the 24 October paper.

QUESTION In following that un, may I ask whether it is your
~

intention to promote your 24 October proposalsin more detail and more fully?

‘.

The SECRETARY GENERAL”'I have never abandoned that basis for my
activities. That is the direction in which I try to influence the development
to the best ofmy ability and with the somewhat meagre equipment waich L
necessarily have, As you know, the Secretary-ueneral in such conditions is in

'.b\a situation rather different from the situation of a Government.

QUESTION: May Iask a'more general '.noitsefié As Secretary-Ceneral,
do you think it a propitious and wholesOme development that the actual

responsibility for dealing with wnrld tensions has shifted and is shifbing

from theSecurity Council to the CGeneral Assembly?

The SECRETARY-GENERAL: This isa difficult value judgment, I think
we Should see‘a“little more what comes out of actual developments in the next

Assembly or in the next couple of years. I ust say that the constitutional

development which has taken*place isone which I personally feel requires very,'
very careful attention. The increased responsibility of the General Assembly

‘

itself I do not think is anything whick should give anybody oauSe—for concern.
‘But it is, of course, something which at the same time GallS for some serious

thinking so that we do not somehow unvittingly and unwillingly get off the

rails. That is to say, for me i+ is a development about which it is impossiblel‘
to say'whether it‘is, in your words, sound or not. It will depend on the

|

wisdom with which we are able to fill out the framework which has been created

by the shift of balance constitutional

- In summing up, I want to say that to me it does represent a serious

problem to which we must give all attention.

(more)
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QUESTION: Mr, Hammarsk jold, reporters in the Gaza Strip have
: recently reported that fedayeen groups have begun to reorganize in the Strip

and that civilians in the Strip are carrying arms -- revolvers and sub~machine
‘

guns. Has that information come to your attention? What is being done about it?

- May I’conclude with the more general question' Who actually is in charge of

~ the internal policing of the Gaza Strip?
'

|

The SECRETARY GENERAL. There is no report confirming the newspaper
stories in this respect. The Commander has not found it necessary to draw my

attention to any such developments 50 far.,
As to the responsibility, the UNEF has a position and works under such

arrangements
'

: that it should be ableto see to it that in this way
-

there is no development behind them which contradicts the purposes ‘they are

serving at the Armistice Demarcation Line'
i

: QUTSTION‘ In a report made in the past on the Middle East, you

'happened to: poinu out one of the difficulties in imvlementing the Armistice

vAgreements between the parties as being the different interpretations they;had
of these Agreements. At that time, as I understood it, there was no specific

k"machinery in'mind to bridge this difficulty. Now that you have said today that
‘

you intended to go back to the implementation of the Armistice Agreements as

they were intended to be implemented I wonder whether you have any specific

|

machinery to bridge this difficulty which you mentioned in an earlier report'

v-with regard to the interpretation of Armistice Agreements? :

:

-

 The SE'CRE‘TARY'GENERAL' You are right in referring to that problem
o

because it is a very crucial one in the whole question of implementation. At

tha+ stage, 'E well ‘pemember that 1 said that I had drawn the attention of the

Guvernments to certain weaknesses in the machinery. Youvknow that quite a few

things have happened since then‘ For that reason, they have been more engaged_ :

with other problems which seemed £o them to be perhaps less academic.

I myself feel the way I felt then. I would like to bring their attention
agaln tolthis problem»becanse I.believe that that is one\of the directlions in

which we could, so to say, bolster the machinery so as to facilitate aless
unharmonious development than we have seen.,

(more)
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QUESTION: Assuming Mr. Jarring succeeds in finding common ground
for settlement of the Kashmir question, it would seem that there would be some

reason for India to be worried about the validity of any agreement with the
present Government of Pakistan which has never faced a popular election. Any
settlement reached could be refused by a future elected Government Therefore,
do you think that any settlement reached in this situation will be a lasting

solution to this problem?

,

The SECRETARY—GENERAL: Would you permit me on this point to wait

until we have the Jarring report and to see if andwhen the question does arise
in the form you put it now? As matters now stand it is obviously a hypothetical

-question and I think it is wise for me not to engage in a discus51on of . 1be

soie
QUESTION' May I ask a general question? Would you give us your

'opinion on whether it is consistent with the Charter of the United Nations for
one Member State to proclaim itself to be in a state of war with another

vMember State?

The SWCRETARYGENERAL Let us leave aside the Charter for a moment

‘and look at the legaJ facts. Let us aISO forget about the term "belligerency
~ and all that,_’ svjiv

:

,

‘ o
After all there are quite a few 51tuations where you know there is not a

peace settlement. What word you use istmain1y a~qusstion of taste in order to

characterize a situation where there is no peace settlement. ’The fact that

there 1s no peace settlement is obviously highly regrettable but in itself
legally and technically speaking, 3k 1o not against any Charter provision,
From that you should not conclude that I either endorse or reject any specific

:

terminology Which this or that Government uses in its political debate. What

I want to point out is that the state of no peace 1n the technical‘and legal
- sense is something with which we regrettably have to live. For that reason,
it is not something about which we need to raise the question of Charter

principles.

l(more)
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QUESTION: I would like to ask +wo cuestions. You said before that
the position of SecretaryGeneral does nco eorrespond to that of a Government.

I wonder whether, on your v131ts to various capltals, you.'found that it was
difficult for you to negotiate since ‘you had no point to refer back to? EHave

you given any thought to setting up a pOLrtical department SO that they can

refer back to you? : -

My second question is: Can you comment on the Hungarian situation now?

The SECRETARYGENERAL' To wy mind, the first question you raised is

a rather interesting one. It is partly insufflciently understood and partly

1nsufflciently explored. I would say this: that theSecretary-General‘doeS'not
suffer from the fact that he has nobody to refer oack to pr0v1ded that the

main organs of the United Natioms, the Security Councll or the General Assembly,
short of whick,have taken clear decisions on general terms of reference, / of cdurse,

the Secretary-Ceneral is forced to undersake a kind of policy-making which
from the point of view of Memter sfinamnrenaG I feel may be considered
hnsound, or at least not in line’With the kind of procedures we should have
here.

-

On the other hand he finds himself in a situation where he lacks not means

of pressure,but the kindvof weight which every CGovernment necessarilyhas
because it is part of the Wcrld.picture, parc of the whole pattern;of trade,
policy-making and so on and so forth. That is partly compensated for by one

fact, Because he has no pressure group behlnd him no territory and no

parliament in the ordlnary sense of the "ord he can talk with much greater

freedom, much greater frankness and much sreater simplicity in approaching
'Governments than any Government representative can do. In summing up, I would

say that the lack of ‘a superior Mody to which to refer does not matter if there
1s a clear-cut policy line laid down by the main bodies here. The lack of
means of "pressure" -- if the word is not misunderstood -- is in a certain

sense a weakness which, however, is cozrensated for, and in some respects perhaps
more than compensated for,by the freedom of actlon, the freedom of express10n,
which the Secretary-General can grant himsell and which, I am happy to note,
Governments do grant him.

(more)
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You talk about the possibility of SOme kind of policy—making body,

; political division. ‘I do not remember e&actly what you called Lt.‘ In a sense,

you haveit,in the Middle Eastern question at present as regards the UWEP,in
-

the AdviSOry Committee.. The Advisory Committee has proved to be an evtremely
‘

useful body to which I owe a great debt of gratitude for the assistancethey

~have given to me in a free exchange of views which Las: clarified both the

reactions of the General Assembly and my own thinkinganofbr the support they

have given to me in practice i also in other respects. It maybe that such
:

an Advisory Committee system in particularly crucial questlons may prove an
avenue uowards a more balanced co—operation in fields like this one between the

SecretarynGeneral and the policy-making bodies, in the first place of course,

the General Assembly.
T replied 80 fully to this question that I have forgotten your second iz

£

question.‘ What was 167 Ll o

QUESTION' X wondered whether you had anything to reporteon~the
Hungarian situation? - e

'

! !

_ The SEGRETARY,-GENERAL: ‘No, there ls nothing .’todayf.

o

5

QUESTION' With regard to the Sue'7 Canal problem, do you think it =

‘Would help & the question was discussed in the Security Council? Or wouldv

f

you favour private negotiations bilaterally or multilaterally?

The SECBETARY~GENERAL.‘ In fact various Governments have already
embarked on the seoood road. ,IuO not think it is a good idea to Jump from bne

form to tie other unless and until the possibilities offered by the form

already chosen have been exhaus«ed. Whetaer or: not thisisthe case can best

be decided by those negotiating.:i
X

C QUESTION.; When you were in Cairo, did you take up in your talks

WithPresident Nasser the crucial question of free passage fay: Israeli ships

through the Suez Canal?
‘

(more)
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The SECRETARY-GENERAL: There Was fiot a single part of the Middle
'

Eastern problem in which Egypt is a ro;refitrap to which it 18 8 partybwhich I

did not cover in my talks in Cairo.
§

'QUESTION: Did he-promise anything or say enythinghon thet Question?

The SECRETARY GENERAL T think that I must stick to my general rule
'not to inform the press first about what:may happen in talks of that nature.

252 refer to what I said a moment ago. I have considerable freedom of eupression
in such discuSSions. On the other hand, obviously I am bound to observe some

simple rules of discretion.v
:

o QUESTION' Assuming that a final peace eettlement in the Middle East
'iis still a long way off, dp you feel that it is in the interests of both sides

for UNEF to stay 1ndefinitely in the Ceza Strip and in Sharm elSheikh? Are

‘you finikam plans for a long BEBYT o
;

{ =g \:). i
5

:

A :

»

The SECRETARYGENERAL I would put ny reply in this wey' I would be

"unhappy to see thebreak-up of the UNEF arrangement until we had such a

qibackground changeof the situation as would to my mind render the UNEF ;
: rkunnscessery in its present form. We are not there yet. In fact, what % say

corresponds very closely to the stand which i understand to be the stand of

-;the General Assembly -- that is to say, that as long as UNEF has the functions
W

which were determined and decided upon by the General Assemblyit should of

course remain in order to fulfil those functions°That is, short of BHEl B o
for the purpose,

'

change inptheaiituation as would provide us with some better meens/ I have -
)

:

nothing/in mind. T Just make that reservationas amatter of course.

QUESTION‘ Mr Hammarskjold i¥ i may return to a house matter, the
:

‘United Nationsis going to misswithin a few days a very familiar and beloved
;

.erugifi & wonder if youwould care to cozment on the loss of this United

Netions personality,‘ I refer to Dr. Benjamin Cohen.,
- (morej
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The SECRETARYGENERAL: You are a great friend of the Secretariat but ik
think you may be Jumping the gun a little bit here, and I belleve that we should

leave personel matters outside this discussion, I leave it with the greatest
confldence to Ben Cohen to give you clarification on the state of his affairs.,

QUESTION: Do you feel that Egjpt vill permit the UNEF to stay in Gaza

and at Sharm el-cheikh'indefinitely if it is not stationed alsoon the israeli side?
And secondly, is there any way of avciding a possible crisis if Israel attempts to

'

send a ship through the Suez Canal? ‘

The SECRETARY-GENERAL: On the first point, I think that we have seen, in
~ the last five months, SO many changes in the situation, 80 many nev elements

“brought in, that you will understand if I consider it a little bit futile to
crystalgeze.’ All I can say is thst there is at present full understanding between

the Government of Egypt and ourselves as to deployment of the UNEF on the Bgyptian
‘~,side.' The,further developments are things which I would rather leave aside in this
. dlecusefon. T think that the situation asit now stands, and as far as it goes,

shouid be cons idered satisfactory,"a view whichA as you know; was eipressed'not
: only by the Advisory Committee but most recently echoed by Mr. Dulles in hispress

conference,
v

N

Toun second question referred to the situation in the Suez and the possibility
of avoiding a clash there, Qn that point I can cnly refer to what has been said in
publio from the two sides, vThey speak for themselves;I dolnot speeak feor them.

What the situaticn might be 1f and when ve were to run into trouble because of this

or that stand is something whiech I would rather leave aside for-the moment and not
comment.On.'

QUFSWION° May I ask why yu have kept the terms of the UNEF agreement

with Egypt, as it relates to Caza, in a state of secrecy, and why an operative

i

agreement of that type as a public matter should have been secreht?

(ore)
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The SECRETARY-GENERAL: Because it is a stage in”-F7°°%*Sihere I

_ think the right moment for full publicity willl be at a somewhat later time when.

things have been more fully developed‘&n practice and the situvation has become more

settled. There 1s nothing more remarkable to it than that, You know very well

from negotiations conducted by, for example, the United States that, not as any

matter of secrecy or quiet or what not, but just as a part of sound procedure, one

does hot, 50 to'say, bring everything out whén one is still in thé;run. We have
. reached a\peitain stage in the developments that is a basis for further

developments, I would rather reserve, as I saild, any statement on these various
matters until a stage when the sltuation is clarified more in detall and more

definitely.
)

QUESTION: Would you suggest that the UNEF be a permanent element in

United Nations operations for future emergencies? A kind.of permanent force?

The SECRETARY-GENERAL: We have to see a little bit what thé UNEF is and

how it came into .gfiieb You know well that, under the Chafter,«a United Nations

force was envisaged in quite différent terms.' It was envisaged under the terms of

Chapter VII -- that 1s to say, to be used after a decision of the Security Council,
a declsion which was mandatory and compulsory. The whole operation this time was

an operation rednfi the "Uniting-for-Peace" resolution -- that is to say, in the
;

General Assembly, The Assembly has not got the rights of the Security Council, and

a force set up by the Assembly is, for that reason, tied by the Charter rules in

other Chapters and other parts of the Charter than Chapter VII, It is not anything

that, so to say, can be used as a means of enforcemént of a specific policy, That

1s the great difference between the UNEF and a force as envisaged in the Charter

itself. I do believe that this specific form, although useful under the

circumstances, valuable as to the experience it ylelds, is too much tied to a

specific case and & specific set of circumstances to be able to serve directly as

a basis for further development,
'

l

On the other hand, I think that the experiences are such and the lessons we

have learned are such that it will render much easiler the build-up of a kind of

Unlted Nations force, perhaps also outside Chapter VII,or within Chapter VII, which

should be a lasting element in the United Nations equipment.
:

-

(more)
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To sum up; I would thus say that I scarcely see the possibility of Jjust

letting the UNEF, as it was formed and developed last fall, become the basis for a

continuous organic development., I would rather see it as a kind of expsrimental

prototype from which we learn a great deal and which, I hope, will make it easier

at a later_stage to renew the discussion and reach results concerning a United

Nations force as a formal part of our equipment.,

QUESTION: I hope you will pardon me if I repeat a question which may

have been asked before; I have not heard all of them., Would you care to comment

on the present status of Israel's request made to you repeatedly for a "yes" or

"no" answer from Egypt as to whether it considered itself in a state of

belligerency?

The SECRETARY-GENERAL: The question hes not been asked before, The

present status i1s that the question which the Government of Israel asked me to

transmit to Egypt was formally transmitted to Egypt in the course of my visit to

Cairo, At my departure from Cairo I had so far not receiveda reply. As you know,
I have not been home many days and quite a few things have happened. In those days

- I have not heard anything about it.

QUESTION: President Eisenhower sald again yesterday that it should not

be assumed that Egypt will bar the ships of any country when the Canal is reopened,
How do you feel about that assumption?

-

The SECRETARY-GENERAL: I have no reason to comment on the statement made

by the President, I think it is a wise assumption.

:

QUESTION: You said before that you have not so far received any reply
from Egypt with regard to non-belligerency, You said also that a short time only
had elépsed. What time would you consider long enough in which to expect such a

reply or to say a reply was overdue?

(more)
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Tne SECRETARY-GENERAL‘ Does that no® somehow depend ‘on the circumstances?
:

ode it possible to state a general rule when, from your point of view, it 1s

‘appropriate to reply to a friend of yours, or to' & foeof yours? After all, v

lhae to be seen in the tbtal settingo Mind you, I d4id not say what I seid

concerning the timetable in Justification o. defznce of anything. I wanted to

point out ‘that the timetable having been woabt it is, there is no reason for

'acomments in either direction on the face that, so far, there has been no reply.

7

|
QUESTION: Although the mgyptien enabapdvn on the Suez Canal does not

i;make any reference to the six principles o2 the oecurity Council, do you feel that

ball these six principles are mentioned 1n that memorandum in some way? Is there
:

‘any one thnt is not mentioned du1ot
‘ ¥ ‘\»

‘

!

The SECRETARYGENERAL' ”hat depenas largely on the interpretabion of the

’fmemorandum, The principles, as you remem\er, were not called principles by the
'

Security Council, but were called requirements. Tuat 1s to say, they were

'iiirequirements which should be met by any arran&ement established for the Canal,

.
'VWhether or not the Egyptian proposals GO meet those requirements is a question of

L‘ ‘interpretation of the text on the one side, and of the requirements, on the other
.'

hand. You know that the requirements have been interpreted in different vays. o
L4

should like, however, in this context to draw your attention again to my proposals -

fof Qh October to Egypt because they are of interest just as an illustration
>

‘to your question. Those proposals were se id in the very letter, if satisfactorily

handled,to meet my understanding of the requircments, What I feel or do not

feel may not be too important or interes ing in thiscontext, but what is

more important and interesting is that, later, in various capitals when this

:matter has been discussed publicly -- for example, in parliaments -~ it has
~

been obvious that the view/¥%;tagcglgn dev."cped on the lines of the
7

ol October letter would meet the ‘requireme.nise That is& guidance at least

in the interpretation of the six requirements as i* has developed in the

past few months. But I would leave it to others to say whether or not this

proposal meets all the requirements -- if all the requirements are, S0 to

say, coveredes I have already said that the propoSals elaborate only part

(more)
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of whet was saild in the Eh Ootober letter, leaving other matters more or less

aside, That does not mean that those matters necessarily are brushed aside; it

may mean that they are left to the development in practice and, for that reason, :

1t may be wise to add that the full reply to your question necessarily will depend
:

also upon how various points in th° Egyptian proposel are put into effect.,

QUESTION*K May I'eomé taek for a moment to the Humgarian question% You
said that there were no new developments; but do you not envisage an Assembly
meeting? Before the last session of the Assembly adjourned there were some

representatives who even wanted a debate on the interim report. Then we learned

that the debat> would ‘take place only if and when the final report was

available. What is the situation nowp

The SECRETARYGENERAL4 25 haVe no information concerning the reactions

~ of the delegations. I guess that the full report of the Committee will be
:

forthcoming fairly soon. It may be that some of you know the timetable regarding .

 the report of the/Hungarian Committee. It will be the last half of the month,
Mr, Cordier saysg My guess would be that delegations would like to have a look

"at that report and debide in the light of thelr impressions of it,

QUEéTION' Returning to the question, when is a reply overdue, would

you repeat your question to the Egyptian Government, say, within a month or

~at the end of a month, if a reply is not forthcoming?

The SE”RETARY-GENERAL' You are formalizing the issue far too much,
A queSuion raised by me is never abandoned by me; 1t is kept alive,

QUESTION: On the matter of‘the financing of the UNEF and the Canal

;clearance; do you think that is a matter for the Assembly to deal with fairly
soon?

'The‘SECRETARYaGENERAL' I think none of those questions necessarily
calls forg meetlng of the Assembly soon., As to the Canal, you know there are

X

a limited number ofcountries which have put up advances,and we can manage

(more)
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tahwfi is our responsibility-- o* rather the responsibilty we have ungw%taken oni:

the haoels of Those advences. If the Governmenta are not pressing too hard fora
: ro\nolgfceuflkéiuq“yrev very early répéyment,,l think‘the sound approach would be

rettam~éht-fiéhf. willbe settled as early as possible during the bpnoisses'fitflewt
But it riehfirro'édneped view of”:i."L I must say tha*, so far, t“ey*havévnot shown~

 any impatinnceg‘ They understand that the issue, although lmportant, isnct one in

the frcut ;ins, ouu that, we should take it up 1n dve tiime and in good orde* it

‘~cer+a1nlyfeel *ba+ none of the Gov=rnments which have proviacd advances would

consider thequestion of suchsignificance &8 to warrant the reconwenjng of the
htnevele‘fisessicnfor special meetings. : }{ :

‘

'

As to theUNET,that questicn, you know, is & different one. The General
Asspbl) hag iven suffic;ent ”inaAcial authorlty to keep the UNEF operntnon gOing

‘vk'well into uhe time of the twnlfth sessiona vHowever, tnere are gowe-~ I would no+

2 Eexactljcallxdmm1¢ga+/but some questions of pr¢n01ple invclved wnich aro at prcsenu

‘ffbelng discussedo'-I hope that, agalLy those who are the mes’t iAterested part€s 1n

this case -= t;evcontribut_ng Governments --will see their way to a solution of

“"1kosequest*cns ovrinc*gle wn*chwill not render 1t necessary tohaVo meefing
i of-the;General Assembly againa Again, I would say that itis my strong
”impression that those Governments have a very keen sense of proportlon and

1wo¢ldnot like to create any unnecessary fuss or difficulties which would

'5_ fcrce all delegLions to get together égamn on what is not an yletaiflemm1 urgent
i I fb 'matter,

'i_(‘m\Or.e)
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QtESTION' Could you comment on the story which eppeared during
Mr,,MoCloy'e vlert to Cairo to the effect that the Egyptian Government had

requested a loan from the United Nations or the International Bank in LOnnex1on

with the equlpment of the Cana1?:,
o :

/

Pt
-

The 5CRE“AY—GENERAL:"There has been no snchfreq;est;teither;directl&-
“to ‘me or Viu Nr MeCloy\'

'

QU%TION Iwonder if you would mind clearing up what mej seem to be

a verV‘petty polnt. There were certain mumblings apparently among some of your

aides in Ca:ro -- mumblnngs which were‘heard back here- to the effect thet
L

Israel had‘“snubbed" you by not spec1fically inv1ting youto come there. Would

you careto comment on how you feel about your‘relationships at thrs point wi

the Govelnment or Israel,
‘

in viewofthe fact that they had sald thet youwould: &

A
be welcome there?

#
ST

% S
3 \'

The SECRETARVnGZNERAL' People really are too sen51t1ve on my behelf

L have never cons1dered myse“f "snubbed" .I think that thls wasa good, sound
rbu31ness relationship, wherethey very kindlysaid that Iwas welcome end wherO o

,

I sald that, as matterc heddeveloped 5 reallyfelt that my mostlmmediate and

‘c urgent need was to takeup certain telks here.‘ That is the whole story, and

those Who read into it either a snub by me or a snub by Israelare just too

seneltive. e 7_ el e e

e e o-'fl:’ W

Ao QUESTION: I think that you have said that you are Lnaware of any =

rev*val of the pedayeen organization in the Gaza Strip. Could you tell us whetler :

it would bepossible for the UNEF, under the present arrengements, to detet such
-

a development andperhapsact ugainst it?

The SECRETARYCENERAL: My reply would‘be:‘ Ye's,”under present‘m”
arrangements. Thau does not, of course, mean that we can have & Watchful eyei-
in everycorner. In general terms, however, my reply is: Yes.

F
ESVEE

X

(more)
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QUESTIQN:‘ In this queStion, I am tryingto establish the trend and‘

directionof the negotiations with regard to=the Suez Canal issue. At the

present time, the major negotiation seems to be by way of direct talks, througn :

the Embassies and~otherwise, between Washington eand Cairo. I wonder where the
Washington talks and Washington’s responsibilities for these negotiations‘begin.
and whether in the,present‘talks; so far as you know, the United States also

’speaksvfor the major users,

‘The SECRETARY-GENERAL: My reply to the first question would be this:

As matters now stand the discussion is g01ng on between certain Embassies and
the Government in Cairo. I am kept fully informed there is no need for me,
S0 to speak, to squeeze myself in between. To the extent that this or that

‘Government wants to have my reaction, it gets that reaction -- and that is all.

_That is to say, I am, so to speak, part of the picture but am not engaged in

any dlrect talks or negotlations.
As regards the second point, it is of course for the Unlted States to reply.

I think, however, that if you have put the question you should Hot £lsd 1%

difficult W1th your knowledge of the whole development, to see what the reply is

likely to be.
:

X

:

QUhSTION I have ralsed this point only because, as you may be aware,
a number of friends of the United Nations of long standlng have privately
expressed gome concern -- justifiably or not -- over the pos51b111ty that in such

a complicated arrangement of consultations 1t is possible for some Governments

to fail in their negotiations, to blunder, and then to permit the United Nations

to "hold the bag and take the responsibility fortheir failures. I am not

worried about thls s0 long as you are in office, but I am wondering whether
you are worried about it.

The SECRETARY-GENERAL' No, I am not worrled about it, although
I cannot deny the theoretloal possibility. But you know, there are so many
theoretical possibilities in the world that we jJust cennot afford to go around

being worried gbout them. :

(more)
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QUESTION: Could you give us any report on the progress of the
_

neg iations concerning co-operationbetween the United Nations Relief end works

Agency and hechnicel assistaence agencies, on the oue hand and Egypt, on the

other hend, in caring for the people in Gaza?

~The~SECRETARY-GENERAL:VfThiS»is,one of the matters which I hed no time

to:covef myself‘andJWhich was,'therefore left open for‘furthervdiscussion'
between the Egyptian euthoritles and Mr. Lebouisse.as Director of UNRWA end
Dr. Bunche as, let us say, personal representative of the Secretary-General.
I have no recent reportson developments, but this question -- which, as you

-

know, helongs to the lastphrasein the much-discussed statement of 22 February -
/

His under study.

QUESTION: You helped to work out the six requirements concernlngthe

Suez Canalw One of those reqpirements was fiaht the Canel should be ~open to
‘

Vshipping of all nations, without discrimination -- overt or covert. Do you

consider that this means allnations, regaidless of whether Egypt may fail to

recognize one of those nations?
:

i :

:

) {

~
The SECREIARYeGENERAL: I reomrd that as a direct translation into a

Secufity Cpuncilltektbof the Besic principle of the Constantinople Convention.
The reply to your question depends upon what is the correct interpretation of the'

Constantinople Convention.
'

'

"NOITSEflQ It is not always easy to tell, from your reports, whether
'you‘now enJoy your job. Can you tell us whether you do enjoy your,job?-

‘The SECRETARY-GENERAL. Well it seems incredible but I do -- and I have
also enjoyed thispress conference. Thank you.

-

(morz)
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 INTERVIEW FOR TELEVISION AND NEWSREEL CAMERAS

QUJDTION'- Mr., Hammarskjold, are‘you optimistic that the Caze situation

will be worked out?
‘ '

: : The‘SECRETARYéGENERALg Speaking on another occasion before television

and news Sl caneraé' I‘expressedvsuch optimism. That ves when I left for Egypt.
If anything, I ieel, efter having been to Cairo, more conv1nced about the :

'1*ust*f1cation for‘my optimism at that stage.
' :

:

'NOTTb“fiQ There‘are.so'many,unanSWered Questions about the Middie‘
Eastern situation. Would you say that it would be wise to assume that the

bnited Natlons is waiting for something tocome to pass before making an

announcement about your talks with General Nasser?

i e SECRETARY—GENERAL‘ on that specific point s feel that it is never ;

a good idea to talk too much in the middle of the Tun. It 15more satisfactory
%o everybody to wait un*il you have more elaborate arrangements to put out.
For that reason, X think that for the time being we should be satisfied withv

what has been achieved which as you know, met With the approval of the

‘Advisory Committee. ”Later on e may have to revert to the matter and be more

‘explicit abouti
-

.

'

i
o

‘
Asto your general question, I would say that in my view, it would be'a

:little bit irresponsible 1 the United Nations were Just to sit here and wait

for something to come to pass.‘ i think that the United Nations ‘has a >

responsibility for seeing to it that the right things come o pass.-

|

1)

QUESTION‘ How do you feel about Israel‘suseof the Suez Canal

‘YM Hammarskjold? T

The SECRETARYGENERAL' I have a long, andI think perfectly consistent,
record on thet. as to the legal issue. I hope that the situation will develop
in such a way that this will not become a new source of major disturbance.

X

(more)
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QUESTION' Reports have it that fedayeen bends are again operating inF—"—"—‘P—.

the Gaza Strip. Do you haV1ngsnythlng on that?
7

'The-SECRETARY-GENERAL‘ Well, I have seen the newspaper storles
about it but I heve nothlng from our own people in the fleld.

L

QUESTIONE What FENUvehtfiseod,noisivorp havein case this is‘true?
{

The SECRETARYGENERAL The UNEF has, under present arrangements, such

authorlty as to be able to feel that the developments are not, so to speak,
undercutting their efforts at the Annistice Demarcatlon Line.;.

QUESTION
v

Have you‘and Premier Nesser reaehed any declslon on how long
; the UNEF w:,n stey in the M...ddle East? , e

:

‘

:

;
The SECRETARY-GENERAL The agreement which exists is a public one.

That is an agreement to the effect that the Government of Egypt will in 1ts

:

attitude to the UNEFbe guided by what was oalled good faith in interpreting
: the functlons of the UNEF. If there Were to be dlfferent views as to the extent
of time Which those functions indicete, I am sure that that would be a matter

1,for dlscus31on..

QUESTION' Wouldyou say that 3 is advisable to assume that Israel

Wil have no difficulty in sendlng shlps through the Suez Canal when the Canal
becomes completely nav1gable?

The SECRETARYGENHRAL' I would rather not for the present, comment
on that. You remember that the matter has been raisedquite recently in a couple
of press conferences in Washington, and I think that I cen refer to What was

;sald then. ,' : f‘,’ e & fone

(nore)
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QUESTION: What is the purpose of your next trip to the Middle East?.
b belleve that you are g01ng to visitMr. BenGurion this tlme.

,

The qECRETARY-GENERAL' No plans have been made for a new trip to the
: Middle East for the present.= In fact, thepurpose will determine when such a
tr;p should come about. I can say for certain that I would be most happy to
have a chance to have a talk with Mr. BenGurion.,

. QUESTION: Do you feel ab this time that it is necessary for you to

return immediately?
:

'

o

:

The,QECRElARYGENERAL' There is nothlng oalllng for my presence there

Just now. But as I said just recently in the press conferencemyasuitcases are;
80 to sPeak, always packed, and it depends on my own judaement of the needs and
the Judgement of the needs of those who are parties to the conflict in the
'Mlddle East.

'QUESTTON: In your talks with Colonel Nesser, did you find himiS aentl 0 E RRE R S
e e

:

'co-operetive?i

oo SECRETARY‘GENERAL
‘

You know how to put the questlons One of your
Hcolleagues asked as you may remember, the same qpestion in the press conference.

T Just wish /o) refer to the fact that we met with cooperatlon O the
7

'proposals we put forward concernlng the UNEF and you can draw your ownfm"conclusions. : :

el

i o

QUESTION: Where do we go from here?
A

y

1
The ;fiARENEGAYRATERCES ‘Where do we gorfrom here? 'Thai is.part ofem&,

professional secret.
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TRANSCRIP“ OF SECRETARY-GENERAL‘S PRESS POVFERFNCE

~

HELD AT UN HEADQUARTERS ON THURSDAY, h APRIL 1957

The SECRETARY-GENERAL° Ladies and gentlemen I~think'that the last
time we met in a press conference of this type was early in November.  As you

know ‘there has been a firm tradition at the United Nations that during General

\Assembly time there are no press conferences given by the Secretary-General.

The General Assembly ended about a month ago and, as you wil1 remember, the first

-couple of weeks after the end of the General Assembly session was a time of

;unusual pressure -- I would not say tenslon but really unusual pressure. Then
l'had to go to Cairo, and I have Just barely managed to put ny llttle shop in

order after my return from Cairo, So this really represents the first time that

I could usefully, following the tradltlon of this house get in touch with you

";agaln and I welcome the opnortunity. I welcome the opportunlty although I am

very Well avare of the fact which I think you appreciate too, that the
; situation is one whlch does present some d*fflcultles. It does present some

d*fficultics bzcause, following the rather new developments of Lperations in

this house, and for the Secretaryrgeneral,vl am deeply engaged in work on

|

behalfof Governments and as a link between Governments. ‘What I do in such

‘capacity is only toa limitsd extent m& own property. If somebody confides in

"you and gives you his;confidence_as'a'tasis for assistance that you may give
:

lihmm, of course you hme;to keep the trust. That is not diplomacy; that is even

less quiet diplomacy;A Thatis jus* the simple rule of the game wh*ch we all

anply in our private llves,and as a matter of course I also have to apnly it in

my prcfessional life, However, this has one consequence; and thatis of course

that sometimes, vhen there isa complete reply-to’a‘question which you may

ralse I would consider it a breach of trust if I were to give it in that

comoleteness, I am sure that you appreciate that, and I am sure that you will

bear with me if, for such reasonsunder the laws vhich must rule my activities,
asthey rule the activities of all uf us in our humen velations, I have to be

a little bit more restrained in my replies than I would hope or you WOuld like

me to be,

After having said this, I invite you to start asking your questions.

(more)
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QUESTION- Mr. Secretary-:eneralbefore‘your.very hungry press.corpsft
‘.eats upall the time I should like to say, first of all on behalf of the

-

acorrespondents that we are gratified to welCOme you back again to apress

.ecnerefnocfir We have no illusions about the way you have been spending your time;
:

We are happy that you can spend soue of it dpainWluh us in press conferences,
fh

fande antlcipate hopefully that this Wlll again become acontinulng
:

-

*institutlon.
:

YR

%

Tne SECRETARY-GENFRALwr i,can assure you that that is my intention and

:

that1s the very spirit in which tnis press confercnce is being held today.< As

‘:Sald 1t lSjista resumption as early as it provedposs1blefor me ot resume

ithe old tradition.,
-

:
:

ie
:

;

QUESThON' In one of your reports during the debates last year and

fearlythisyear, you referred to one of the clauses in the Armistice Agreement

.‘betweenIsrael and Egypt and you stated I believesomething to theeffectthat

.

t asS1l;lates into a non-aggression pact. Iwaswondering what progress you
'

;made along those lines during your reCent discuSsion in Cairo withBresident

:

TheSECRETARY-GENERAL Thls is a p01nton whichIcan giveyou somehard»

fnews'in_thesense that eoaan +his as on other pointI have tried to follow

puflth plansI presented 1n my reports, thatisto say, inthe~effoit to get
.

'fbacktowards an implementation of theArmistice Agreements as.theywere 1ntended_

»*tofunction, not as they turned out to function, after yearsof deterioration;

«in haveapproached the Government of Bypt anc the GovernmentofIsraelin
.

'f,particular concerning Article I the one to Wthh you refer. So farI have no

5f‘repliesbut it happened a short Wnile ago,and *t is for that reason no source

‘iof surprisethat so far there is nothing on the table.‘}
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-

QUESTION: Mr, Secretar&-General,what at present is the precise role

and,lIvmight say, the situation of UNEF and of the United Nations as a whole in

Gaza and in Sharm el-Sheikh? ; -

e

; - D s
_ |

The SECRETARY-GENERAL: As you know, the UNEF is in Sharm el-Shelkh

-under the very rules and under the principles which were spelled out concerning

thatvspec1f1c point in the report 1. believe, of 2L January. 15 have‘nothing

to add to what I said in that report on that score.

:

As regards Gaza, that is the point of concentration of the UNEF troops.

The UNEF functlons in Gaza for those purposes which were,laid‘down by the

General Assembly. There is a definitlon of the functlons of UNEF and that
_

deflnltion has not been changed that definition applles in Gaza as elsevhere.-
That means that the UNEF has as a predominant /quCtI%% safeguard peace between

‘the two countries which recently have been in open conflict.

QUESTION' T have two questlons. According to the Israel press,‘you
intend avaln to go next week to theMlddle East this time includlng Israel in

, your visit. Is that correct?
'

Some days ago the American press told a story about the plan suggested by

the United Nations to bu:ld a mined fence along the border of the Gaza Strlp.

-Thls mornlnnge learned that Israel intends to build such a fence on its own

-‘terrltory along the Gaza border, What have youto say on this project? EHas it

been suggested by the Unlted Nations? What is the attitude of Egypt to this
- plan? Is it at all realistic?

3

The SECRETARY-GENERAL~ You have asked two rather.different‘questiens,
: and ik may repry to them separately, as I hope you intend me to do. o
v‘ " On the flrst one, I Just have nothlngto say because & have not laid down

any plans for a return or any plans excluding a return. ‘The situation is just

s1mply that my sultcases gre, so to say, always packed in a smtuatlon llke the

~ present one. If it would serve a useful purpose I would be happy to go and go

at once, to Egypt or Israel- whatever is called for. As you raised the point,

I may mention that in these cases T must generally be guided by the immediate

need. I have just returned here last week straight from Cairo, I do not think

(more)
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that there is any need for much imagination*to see that there were some rather

urgent matters for me to attend to, referrlng also to the Canal talks, and pernaps
espeC1ally the Canal talks,of which you are well informeds ‘Therefore, ‘,the
information you quote from the Israel papers is premature and not based on anythlng
said from here or on any plans laid here. But, on the other hand, quite frankly,
1f‘the>S1tnatlon developsso that 1t»calls~for such a direct contact I would be

happy to take it. . v
‘

-
The second question,ooncerning the fen'ce,r is' as you know, a question of

very long date. T arose in the dlscu551ons last year. It has arlsen agaln..
There have been discus31ons between the Commander and his representatlves on

the one side and the authorltles on the other 31de. I an not fully informed

- about how far those plans or those aiscuss1ons have advanced as of the present.

‘f‘ Personally, I believe that the fence idea has advantages but that it shonld,lake
.

all such ideas be‘applied with some common sense."We do not solve the
"problems of that area by bulldlng up a fence all along the Armistice Demarcatlon

lee all/arowm%aza but there are sensitive spots which in our experlence

present special difficulties for shepherds ‘marauders andTwiuat-not, and where the

pollclng act1v1tles at the Armlstlce Demarcatlon Line by the UNEF would be

l‘fa01lltated by the erectlon»of-such a fence. But frankly, that seems to me to

be, on the Whole a technlcal detall whlch I leave with the greatest confldence
,'to ‘the Commander.-

. QUESTION: Mr. Hammarskjold, I‘should like to ask a little more basic
e v s e

question. You had many long telks with Prlme Minlster Nasser. What can you say

/u‘nowj at the end of those talks, as to your impression of his willlngness to

co-operate with the"aimsf.andkpurposes of the United Nations General Assembly?
;

‘The SECRETARY-GENERAL: I think I can Spe"‘-‘kwith confidence built on

what, so to say, has emerged in practlceo,llshould aay'~aspeak1ng more dbout what

_you have in your ‘hands than about this and that for the future-- that as to

the proposals we made, the Commander of the UNEF and myself in Cairo, We got’ full

co-operation and you can draw your own conclusions from that.

(more)



: QU"STION Mr. Secretary-General may I ask whether the Canal ualks

that are now gomng on are, 1n your estlmat in llne withyour proposals of

24 October; ;noludlng your proposals for policing and arblfratlon?
i

L

. |
KThe 'LARENEd-lRA&fiRCES The Eéypfianipropoeels"esothey were published;'

do not run counter to the 2h October letter but cover only part of the grOuni.
There are 901nts

wi

that 1etter which have been 1f not left as1de, at

least not elaborated. For that reason my reply to your flrst ba31c questlon
must be tha% there 1s no oonfllct between the pwoposals now put forward and the

proposalsofah Octobeg although they do not fully correspond as the Egyptlan :

proposals do‘not coverthe whole distance of the 24 October proposals.
:

Fii £

s
7

I
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As %o the;special quest*on of arbitratioh 1 think that the Egyptian

Government goes practically the Whole Wey on the 2k October paper:

QUESTION: In following that up, may fld ask whether it is your

~

intentionto promote your 2k Octover proposalsin more detail and more fully?

The SECRETARY-CENERAL: I have neverabandonedthat basis for my
activities. That is the directionin which I try to influence the development

to the best of my ability andwith the somewhat meagre equipment which T

necessarily have. As you know, the Secretary»ueneral in such conditions is in

a situation rather different from the situation of aGovernment.

QUESTION May I ask a more general question. As Secretary~-Ceneral,
‘,do you think it a propitious and wholesoue devélopment that the actual

responsibillty for dealing with wheld b1sions has shifted and is shifting

from theySecurity'COUncil»to the General Assembly?

The SECRETARYGENERAL: This is a dlfficult value Judgment, IS
we should see a little more what comes out of actual developments in the next

“

Assembly or in the next couple of years. I must say that the constitutional

‘development which has taken\place 1s cne Which'I personallyfeel requires very,"
~ very careful attention. The increased responsibility of the General Assembly
5 itself I ‘do not think is anythingwhich should ive anybody cause for concern,

But it is, of course, something which at the saie time calls for some serious -

thinking 80 that we do not somehow unwittingly and unwillingly get off the

rails. Thet is to say, for m\ it 1s a development about which it is imposs1ble
o

to say whether it is, in your words, sound ornot. It will depend on the

wisdom with which we are able to fill out therframework which has been created

by the shift of balance constitutionally.

In summing up, I want to say that to me it does represent a serious-

problem to which we must give all attentian.

(more)
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QUESTION- Mr, Hammarskjold, reporters in the Gaza Strip have
‘recently reported that fedayeen groups have begun to reorganize in the Strip

 and that civilians in the Strip are carrying arms -- revolvers and sub-machine
v

guns. Has that information come to your attention? What is belng done about it?
May I conclude with the more general question' Who actually is in charge of

the internal policing of the Gaza Strip?

The SECRETARY -GENERAL: There is no report confirming the newspaper

,stories in this respect. The Commander has not found it necessary to drawmy
attention to any such developments so far.

As to theresponsibility, the UNEF has a position and works under such
»

arrangements e that 1t should be able to see to it that in this way

"l‘there is no developmentbehind them which contradicts the purposes they are

“.serving at the Armistice Demarcation Line.

:
QUESTION' In a report made in the past on the Middle East, you

-happened to point out one of the difficulties in imnlementing the Armistice
: Agreements between the parties as being. the different interpretations they had

ez ‘these Agreements.- At that time, as I understood it, there was no specific
,machinery in mind»to bridge this difficulty. Now that you have said today that

you intended to go back to the implementation of the Armistice Agreements as

'f,they were intended to be implemented Iwonder whether you have any specific"
»machineryto bridge this difficulty which you mentioned in an earlier report‘
with regard to the interpretationof Armistice Agreements?

‘

lTbe SECRFTARfGENERAL; You are right in referring to that problem
because it is a very crucial one in the whole question of implementation. At-f
that stage I well ‘remember that it said that I had drawn the attention of the

:

stnemnrevoG_fito certain weaknesses in the machinery. You know that quite a few
things have happened since then., For that reason, they have been more engaged
with other problems which seemed to them to be perhaps less academic.

X myself feel the way I felt then. I would like to bring their attention

again to this problem because I believe that that is one of the directions in
which we could, so to say, bolster the machinery so as to facilitate a less

unharmonious development than we have seen,
: (more)
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-QUESTION‘ Assuming Mr Jarring succeeds in finding common ground
“Eor settlement of the Kashmir question, it would seem that there would be some

reason for India to be worried about the validity of any agreement with the

present Government of Pakistan which has never faced a popular election. ,Any'
|

settlemenc reached could be refuted'by a future elected Government ., Therefore

do you think that any settlement reached alsl this situation w1ll be a lasting
solution to this problem?

_

The SECRETARYGENERAL’V Would you permit me on this point to wait

until we have the Jarring report and to gee if aniwhen the question does arise s
in the form you put it now? As matters now stand, it is obviously a hypothetical
question and I think it is wise forme not to engage in a discnssion of it.»

- \, :
:

. i o

.
QUESTION' May I ask a general question? ‘Would you give us your

:

;‘opinion on vhether itis consxstent with the Charter of the United Nations for
-

one Member State to proclaim itself to be in a state of war with another
:

! Member State?

The SECRETARY-GENERAL' Let us leave aside the Charter for a moment

‘and look at the lega] facts.- Let us also forget about the term'belligerency
:

‘and all that.
oy

T b 0 ;
]

’ \

After all there are quite a few Situations where youfknow there is not a

peacesettlement.' What wordyou use is mainly a question of taste in order to

characterize a situation where there is no peace settlement. The fact that

there is no peace settlement is obviously'highly regrettable but in 1tself
legally and technically speaking, it 1s not against any Charter provision.

:

From that you should not conclude that 58 either endorse or reject any Specific
‘termlnology which this or that Government uses in 1ts political debate. What

‘

I want to point out is that the state of no peace in ‘the technical and legal

sense is something wth Which we regrettably have to live. For that reason,
it is nos something about which we need to raise the question of Charter

principles.

'.(more).
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QUESTION: Iwould like to ask two duestions. You said before that

the p031tion of Secretary-CGeneral does rct. correspond to that of a Goveinmenta

I wonder wcether, on your visits to various caprtals, you.found that it was

difficult for you to negotiate since you had no point to refer back to? Have

youvgiven any thought to setting up 2 political»departmentvso‘that they can

refer back to you?
My second question 1s: Can you comment on the Hungarian situation now?

The SECRETARY-GENERAL: To my mind,the first question you raised is

a rather interesting one. It is partly insufficiently understood and partly

1nsufficiently explored I would say this; that the Secretary-General does not

suffer from the fact that he has nobody to refer back to provided that the

main organs of the United Nations, the Security Council or the General Assembly,
short of which,"have takenclear decisions on general terms of reference, / of course,

the Secretary-Ceneral is forced to undertake a kind of policy—making which

from the point of view of Member sfinemnreav 30 feel may be considered

unsound or at least not in line with the kind of procedures we should have
:

here.
'

'

»

e the other hand he finds himself in a Situatlon where he lacks not means

of pressure,‘but the kind of weight Wthh every Government necessarlly has

becauseit is part of the wcrld picture, part of the whole patternof trade,

policy-making and so on and so forth. That‘is partly compensated for-by one

fact, Becausehe has‘no pressure group behind him,no territory and no

parliament in the ordinary sense of thc word, he can talk with much greater
'freedOm, much greater frankness and much greater simpiicity in approaching
Governments than any Government representati"e~on do. In summing up, I would

say that the lack of & superior body to which to refer does not matter fbit there

is a clear-cut policy line laid down by the main bodies here. The lack of
means of'pressure -- if the word is not misunderstood -- is in a certain

sense a weakness which, however, is compensated for, and in some respects perhaps
more than compensated for,by the freedom of action, the freedom of expression

'

which the Secretary-General can grant himself and whlch I am happy to. note,
Governments do grant him.

(more)
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.

You talk about the posSibility'of so;e fbffifiik bolicy«making body, a -

political division. I do not remember “ekuctlywhat you called 1t.,”1n a Sense;\;f
‘yyou have it,in the Middle EaStern questibn at present as regards ‘the UNEryin

=

‘the Advisory Committee. The Adv1sory Committee has proved to e an extremely
"useful body to which I owe a great debt of g"atitude for the assistance they

have given to me in a free exchange of views which hae clarified both the

reactions of the General Assembly and my own thinking anofbr the support they
have given to me in practice - also in other respects.v It may be that such

’:'an Advisory Committee system inpartlcularly cruciel questions may prove an

‘avenue towards a more balanced co-operation 1n “ields like this one between the

SecretaryGeneral and thepolicy-making bodies, im the first place, okcourse,

the General Assembly.
:

: S £ e :

i replied so fully to this question that I have forgotten your second

’uquestion.’ What was it? ,’_”‘ B e .

IQUESTIO: I wondered Whether you had anything to repOrt on the
:

'“thgarian situation?
'

’

j :
-

ik
R

. The,_SECRETARYgGVENEBAL.:‘ No ) these ta nothing today.

: QUESTION:With regard to the Suez Canal problem, do*you think it

wouldhelp if the question was discussed in the Security Council? Or would

"fyou favour private negotiations bllaterally or multilaterally?
‘

:

Ry
& f X i

2

,

The SECRETARYGENERAL* In1a0u, various Governments have already

"j;_embarkedon the second road. AL do not think it is a good 1dea to Jump from one.

ijform to thecther unless and until the possibilities offered by the form
'

already chosen have been exhaus,ed. Whether or not this is thecase can best

be,decided'by those negotiating. o 'r”:f e i

. QUESTION.‘ When youwerein Cairo,»did you take up in your talks

"with President Nasserthe crucial question of free passage for Israeli ships
"through the Suez Canal?

;

t

(morej
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The SECRETARYGENERAL° There was not a single part of ‘the Middle

Eastern problem in which Egypu is a partner,or to which it is a party;which I
1

did not cOver in my talks in Caer'
‘

o
o

:

et L
TR

~ QUESTION: Did he promise anything or say anything on that question?

The SECRETARYGENERAL I think that I must stick to my general rule

i not to inform the press first about What may happen in talks of that nature.'

I refer to what I said a moment ago. & have considerable freedom of: eapression o

in such discussions. On the other handobviously I am bound to observe some‘

s Bt

simple rules of discretion.
33

| ’“QUESTIONf Assuming thata final peacc eettlementin the Middle East
is still a long wayoff, do you feel that it is in the interests of ‘oth sides

for UNEF to stay indefinitely in the Gaaa Strip and in Sharm elSheikh? Are

! 7 3you making plans for a long stay? L e
_ o e i

The SECRETARYGENERAL‘* T would put my reply in this way. I would be .
|

unhappy to see the breakup of tho UNEF arrangement until we had such a "fl
|

background change of the situation as would to my mind render the UNEF
unnecessary in its present form. We arenot there yet. Tn fact whatI say

corresponds very closely to the stand which I understand to. be the stand of :

the General Assembly -- that is to say, that &as long as UNEF has thefunctions

which were determined\and decided upon by the General Assembly it should of

course remain in order to fulfil thosc functions° That is,,short of such a
- for the purpose;

change inptheaiituation as would provide us with some better means/ g have_
'

nothing/ln mind, I Just make that reservation as a matter of course.

,

.

QUESTiONs M Hammarskjold if I may return to a house matter, the

United Nations is going to miss within a few days a very familiar ‘and beloved

figure. E. wonder if you would care to conment on the loss of this United
Nations personality. 1 refer to Dr. BenJamin Cohen.

\‘. (more)
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The SECRETARYGENERAL: You are a greatfriend of the Secretarlat but I

thinkyou maeybe Jjumping the gun a little bit here, and I believe that we should

leave personal matters outside this discussion. I leave it with the greatest
confidence to Ben Cohento give you clarification on the state of his’affairs.\

QUESTION- Do you feel that Egypt will permit the UNEF to stay in Gaza

:

and at Sharm el-Sneikh‘_ndefwnrtely if it is not stationed also on theIsraeli S1de?

Anad secondly, is there any way of avoidlng a possible crisis if Israel attempts to

send a ship thrOugh the Suez Canel?
Xy

%

4 %

%

_

The.SECRETARYQGENERAL‘ On the Tirst point, I\think that we have seen, in
the last five months, 80 many changes in the situation, S0 many new elements

'

brought in, that you will understand it 2 consider it a lrttle bit futile to
:

crystal-gaze. All I can say is that there isat present full understanding betweenl
the Government of Egypt and ourselves as to depldyment of the UNEF on the Egyptian
,side.The further developments are things which I would rather leave aside in this
,d*scussion."l think that the situation as it now stands, and as far as it goes,

should be considered satlsfactory, a view which, as you know, was expressed not

only by the Advisory Committee,but most’recently echoed byMr. Dulles in his press
:

conference¢

 Your second question referred to the situation in the Suez and thepossibllity
ofavoiding a clash there, On that point I can only refer to what has been said in

:

public from the two sides. They spsak for themselves, 1 do not speak f”r them.

What the situation might beif and when we were to run into trouble because of thiS'

_

or that stand is something whieh I would rather leave a51de for the moment and not
iy

'comment on. e :

:

S
7 ‘l.

:

gUFSmIO : May I ask wry you have nept the terms of the UNEF agreement
with Egypt as it relates to Gaza, in a state of secrecy,and why an operative
agreement of that‘type as a public matter should have been secret?

'
:

7/
& i\ %

‘(mré}
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The SECRETARY-GENERALS Because it is a stagein?aproces%here &

think the right moment for full publicity will be at a somewhat later time when

things have been more fully developed in practice and the situation has become more

settleds There 1s nothing more remarkable to it than that. You know very well

from negotiations conducted by, for example, the United States that, not as any

-

matter of secrecyor qulet or what not, but just as a part of sound procedure, one

does not, so to say, bring everything out when one is sfill in the run. We have

reached a certein stage in the developments that is a basis for further
developmehtso I would rather reserve, as I sald, any statement on theée various

|

matters until a stage when the situation is clarified more in detail and more

definitely. '

'

QUESTION: Would you suggest that the UNEF be a permanent element in

United Nations operations for future emergencles? A kindof permanent force?

The SECRETARY—GENERAL: We have to see a little bit what the UNEF is and

how 1t came Into being. You know well that, under the Charter, a United Nations

force was envisaged in quite different terms., It was envisaged‘under the terms of

Chapter VII -- that is to say, to be used after a decisicn of the Security Council,
a decision wihich was mandatory and compulsorye. The whole operatiop this time was

~an operation under the "Uniting~for-Peace" resclution-- that is to say, in the

General Assembly. The Assembly has not got the rights of the Security Council, and

a force set up by the Assembly 1s, for that reason, tied by the Charter rules in

other Chapters and other parts of the Charter fhan Chapter VII, It is not anything
,fiaht so to say, can be used as a means of enforcement of a specific policy, That

1s the great difference befween the UNEF and a force as envisaged in the Charter

itself, I do believe that this specific form, although useful under the

circumstances, valuable as to the experience it ylelds, is too much tied to a

specific case and & specific set of circumstances to be able to serve directly as

a basis for further development,.
.

:

On the other hand, I think that the experiences are such and the lessons we

 have learned are such that it will render much easier the build-up of a kind.of
United Nations force, perhaps also outside Chapter VII,or within Chapter VII, which

should be a lasting element in the United Nations equipment.

(more)
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To sum up, I would thussay thatIscarcely see the possibilltj ofJust j .

letting the UNEFasit was formed and developed last fall, become the basis fer a ;i
continuous organic developmenta I wouldrather see it as a kind of experimenal

it

prototype from which we learn a greetdeal and which, ihopev willmake it easier'&
at a later stage to renew the discussion\and reach results concerning a United

'

Nations force as a formalpart of our equipment. K A
‘

Gen

‘hi
‘

QUESTION'* 1h0pe you will peruon me if I repeataquestion which may

have been asked before, I have not heard all of them. WOuld you care to comment

on‘thepresent status of: Israel‘s request made to you repeatedlyforayes o
no‘answer from Egypt asto whether it considered itself ina steteof

1,2 belligerency?
YA Sk i

e TheSECRETARYGENERAL- Thequestion hes not been askedbeforeo The

preSent status is that the question which the Government of Israel asked me to
.

transmit to Egyptwas formallytransmittcd to Egypt an. the‘course ofmy visit to

fCairo., At my departure from Cairo Ihad sorfar not receiveda reply. As you know,
‘I‘have fion beenxhomemeny days andquite a feW'things have heppened. In those days_

\have nqt heard anythingabout itorf:~j<‘lg =“;_; ;@mLfb,; 0 g;la g :r 1h=-
ey
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QSZION*' President Bisennower said againyesterday thatit shouldnot

be assumed that Egypt will bar the ships of eny country when the Canal is reopened.
Howdoyou feel about that assumpt*on? nij' vug *; L

./"
=

B ,fi‘ The ShCRLTARY-GENERAL* L have no reaSon to comment on the statemenh made

by the Presidentg I think it is a wise assumptlon.
:

Fa

QUESTION" You said before that you have not 80 far recelvedanyreply
from Egyptwith regardto non-belligerencyg You saidalSO that a short time only
had elapsed.r What time would you consider long enough in which to expect such a

reply or to say a replyvas overdue? ie
o

P

(morej 



Te SECRETARY-GENERAL" Does that not somehow depend on the circumstances?

=
Is it possible to state a geneial rule when, from your point of view, it 1s ; 'vf;

;

1appropriate to reply to a friend of yours, or tb‘ & foe of yours? After all it
~

has to be seen in the total setting, Mind you, I did not say what I said -
.concerning the timetable in Justification or defence of anything. i wanted to

ipoint out that the timetable hav1ng been wnat it ls, there is no reason for
Abcomments in either direction on the fact that, S0 far, there has been no reply.

,

QUESTION' Although the Egyptian memorandum on the Suez Canal does not

;make any reference to the six principles of the Security Council do you feel that

7 all these gix rinciples are menticred in that memorandumin some way? Is there.

‘E,any one that is not mentioned in it? Sh : p" a4 et -

The SECRETARY-GENERAL' That depends largely on the interpretation of the

:memorandum,; The principles, ‘as you remember, were not called principles by the

} ':SecurityCouncilbut were called requiremvnts. That is to say, they were

./;:requirements which should be met by any arrangemeut established for the Canal,

"TWhether or not the Egyptian proposals do meet *hose requirements is a question of

‘.’interpretation of the text, on the one side, and of the requirements,on the other
:

thand. You know that the requirements ‘have been interpreted in different ways.c I‘_‘

dluohsfi7T like, however, in this conscx* to draw your attention again to my proposals'q{
of 24 Octobei to Egypt because they are of interest Justas an illustration

:

fhto your question. Those proposals we.e said in the very letter, if satisfactorily

:handled to meet my understanding of the requi*ements. What I feel or do not

‘vfeel may not be too important or interestina in tnis context, but what is

imore importantand interesting is that later,in various capitals when this

_!gmatter has been discussed publicly -- for example, in parliaments -~ it has

 been obvious that the viaw/t%;tagog g:édeveloped on the lines of the

i,2h October letter would meet the requirements. That is a guidance atleast

.40 the interpretation of the six requirements as it has developed in the _‘
vpast few months. But i would leave it to others to say whether or not this
'proposal meets all the requirements - if DAhe requirements are, so to

"say, covered, & have already said that the proposals elaborate only part
72

(more)
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lof what was seid in the 2k October letter, leaving other mauters more or less

aside. That does not mean that those matters necessarily are brushed aside; 1t

.ma&imeanthat they are left,to tne‘development in practice and, for that reason,

it may be wise to add that the.full rétly to yourvguestiOn‘necessarily‘will depend

”Ve",aleouuPOnrhow various points in the Egyptian proposal are put into effect.

;

QUESTION' May I come beck for a moment to the Hungarian question? You

said that there were no new developments, but do you not env1sage an Aesembly

meeting? ‘Before the last session of the Assembly adJourned there were some

:representatiVes who even wanted a debae on the interim report. Then We learned
thet the debat: would take place only if and when the flnalkreport Was

a

available. What is the situation now?
;

,
The SECRETARYGENERAL I'haVe no information eoncerning tne reactions>

of the delegations. I guess that the fullreport of the Committee will be

o forthcoming fairly soon. It may be that,some of you know the timetable.regarding7'
‘the report of the Hungarian Committee, It will be the last half of themomth,
Mr, Cordier says. My gueSS'would be that delegations nould like t0~heve a look

‘

at that report and decide in the light of their impressions of it.
{

T
:

S

e

: QUESTION6 Returning to the questlon, when iS'a:reply'overdue, would

“‘you repea+ your question to the Egyptian Government, say, within a month, on

T{at the end of a month, 1f & reply is not forthcoming?
et

The SECRETARY ~-GENERAL: You are formalizing the issue far too much,

.:;'A question raised by me is never abandoned by me; it is kept alive,

'QUESTION" On the matter of the‘financing of the UNEF‘and the‘Canal

clearance, do you think that is a matter for the Assembly to deal with falrly
soon?

: : ,
: e

4

The SECRETARY-GENERAL: I think none of those questions necessarily
calls for a meetingof the Assembly soon, As to the Canal; you know there are

a limited number of countries which have put up advances, and we can manage

gmore)



Note Mo, 1571
& April 1957

¥

what is our responsibillty-= Or rather the responsibil*ty we have uncertaxen on

'_'t%e s*efl“ of r?ose advanceso If efit Govenmenteare not _fl“icserpoo hard fo*"a,

k?;very aulck oecrolon or very eorly repayment I think the sound approacnwould be

f”that ’flu metter will b° set*led as early as possible during tbe twelfth seseion,

’7i;Bum itdepends or therr view of i+, I must say that, so far, tbey have not snown

1? ‘any impatipnc Thev understand that the is«ue, although imnor*ant, isnetone in

'5fthe froutriney ou+ thate sbould take itup in due time dfia Angood orders 7;1
_
Jaln]y feel *hat none ofthe Governments which heve proviaed advences would

”fconS¢der the question 0; suoh signrficance as to warrant the reconvening of the

“F:elevemth sessicn for speclal meetlngs. i ;f"S fl .

_ tothv thmu quos*icn, you know, is a d*”fereru one. The General
;

iAssemlehasiVensuffiorent Pinaacial authorlty to Peep the UNFF operetlong01ngh
**weTl into.uhetimeof the twelfth session. However, unereare somev-~ 1 would not

‘V.exactljcallemosvtub/iagAJnfimlquesticnsoffprrnbiple’invclved wnich are atbfieserp
:belnv disoussedoi hope uhat, again,those who are the most iaterested partres 1n

;

*a*hir ca Ltxecontributing Governments = will see their Way toa %olution of "
;ihose quest*onu oforincrple Wichwill not re.der 1tnecessary to haVea meefing
fof the GeneralAsaemoly agalne Again, I would eaythat it isoy strong

‘»fimpression that those Governments have averykecn sense of proportion and

":woald not like to creaie any unnecessary fuss or difficultros which would

%)
’,forceall delegwions to gettogether agaln on what 15not an immeiately urgent

deigus

7



Note No. 1571
b April 1957

QUESTION* ”Could you*

’Jrequesteda loan from the United Nations or the lnternatlona1 Bank in Lonnexiono
17751

‘i wlth the equlpment of theCanaT? e A S Sk

¥

The FTCRE”ADVGENWRAL. sahverehfi' been no yitderid’rehtieI,tseuqerfiheds
oth{flmeor via Nr, Mevioy'

o QHFSTTON'f L wonder 1f you would mlnd cleering up what maj senmto be

Sk verv petp01nt;” There vere certaln mumblings apparently among some of your«

';aldes1nCa"ro -- mumblings whlch were heardback here --to the effect thet

‘['Israel ‘had “snubbed" you bv not specificelly inv1tingyou to come there. Would

57you care to comment on how you feel aboutyour relationshlps at thrs point w1uh'

’f}fthe'Govelnmentor Israel, in v1ew ‘of: the fact thatthey had sald tha+ youWoul‘

theWelGOme there? ool L L

;

Tho SECRETARV~HNERA : People really are too sen51t1ve on my behalf._g

cI have never considered myse‘f "Snubbed" I think that thle was a good,sound

seen13ubfifii relationship, where they very kindly said that i wes welcome and where
;

‘

b sald that asmatters had developedI really felt that mJ most immediate and 'fif

35furgentneed was to take up certain talks here. Thatis the whole story, and
o

f}those who read 1nto it eiher a snub by me or a snub byIsrael are just too

"-sen1tive.,

,

QU'T)éW :

I think that you have said that you are unaware ofany

”frevivan of the ”edayeen organization in the GazaStrip.‘ Could you tellug whetzer‘

m’itwourde possible for ‘the UNEF, under the present arrangements, to detet such |
Lhedevelopmentand perhaps act ugarnst s

£
‘

=

¥

{

’.The“SECRETARYgGENERAL; My reply would be: Yes, underpresent
.arrangements.“Thab does not, of course, mesn that we can have awatchful eye

in every corner.' in'genere; terms, however,my reply is: Yes.

.‘(more)';
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QUESTION* In this question, I am trying to establish the trend and

direction of thenegotiations with regard to the Suez Canal issue. At the

present time, the maJor negotiation seems to be by way of direct talks, through
theEmbassies and otherwise, between Washington and Cairo. I wonder where the

,v‘Washington talks and Washington's responsibilities for these negotiations begin"
eand whether’in the present talks, 80 far as you know, the United States also
speaks‘for the major users,

_
The SECRETARYGENERAL My reply to the first qpestion would be this:

As matters now stand the discussion is going on between certain Embassies and
the Government in Cairo. I em kept fully informed; there is no need forme,
so to speak, to squeeze myself in between. To the extent that this or that

Government wents to have my reactlon, it gets that reaction -- and that is ell.\
That is to say, I am, so to speak, part of the picture but am not engaged in
any direct talks,or negotiations.

As regards the second p01nt it is of course for the United States to reply..;
I think, however, ‘that if you have put the question you should not find 1t Lo

i /-difficult with your knowledge of the whole development, to see what the reply lS

*f;flikely to be° o -
:

'

‘

:

; o
i+

:'QUESTION' T have raised this point only because, as you may be aware,
a number of friends of the United Nations of long standing have privately

vnexpressed gome concern -- Justifiably or not -- over the possibility that in such

:‘a complicated arrangement ofconsultations it is possible for some Governments
~tor Padl in their negotiations, to blunder, and then to permit the United Natlons
to "hold the beg" and take the responsibility for their failures. I em not
WOrried about this so long as you ere in office, but I am Wondering whether
you are worried about it

The SFCRETARV'GENERAL No, 4 am not worried about it, althougn
I cannot deny the theoretical possibility. But, you know, Lhere are S0 many
'theoretical possibilities in the world thet we Just cannot afford to go around

being worried ebout them.\ =

<more)
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QUESTION: Could you give us anv report on the progress of the
_

‘

negotiations concerning co-operation between the Unlted Nations Relief and Works

Agency and technical assistance agencies, on Lhe one hand and Egypt, on the

‘other hend, in caring for the people in Gaza?

Tne SECRETARY-GENERAL: This is one of the matters vhich I had no time

to cover myself and which was, therefore, left open for further discussion

between theEgyptian authoritles and Mr. Labouisse as Director of UNRWA and

Dr, Bunche as, let us say, personal representative of the Secretary-General.
P have no recent reports on develcgmts, but this question o which, as you
know, belongs to the lastphraseln the muchdiscussed statement of 22 February --

is under study. i
5

QUESTION: You helped to WOrk out the six requirements concernlng the»

",Suez‘Canal. One of those reduirementswas that the Canal should be open to

- shipping of all nations, without discriminetion -- overt or covert. Do you

consider that this means all natlons, regaroloss of whether Egypt may fail to
. recognize one ofthose nations?

=)

The SECRETARY—GENERAL° I regard that as a direct translatlon/into a
Security Council text of the basic principle of the Constantinople Convention._'”
The reply to your qnestlon depends upon what is the correct interpretatlon of the

Constantinople Convention.

 QUESTION: It is not always easy to tell from your reports, whether
you now enjoy your JOb. Cen you tell us whether you do enjoy your Job?

The SECRETARY-GENERAL: Well it seens incrediblebut I do -- and I have
also enjoyed thlS Press conference. Thank you.

.

;

o )

i

-

‘(mofe)
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 INTERVIEWFOR TELEVISION AND NEWSREEL'CAMERASv
&

e "QUESTIONzk Mr. Hammarskjold are you optimistic that the”Gaze situation
f will be worked out?

=

~ e
.

5 N

-The~S§CRETARYQGFNERAL: Speakinb on another occasion before telev1sion

 and newsl_cneras, Lexpressed such optimism.. That was when T left for Egypt.
If anythingq I feel, efter having been to Cairo, more conv1nced about the

just*ficaiion for my optumism at that stage.

! '71(743 QF“STTON“'*There‘ere‘so many-unansWefeafqpeStonsabout the Middle
Eastern situation. Would you say that it wouldbe wise to assume that the

United Nations iswaiting for something to come to pase before making an
announcementabout your. talks with General Nesser?

e

S _

‘I.‘h‘=SFCRETARY-GENERAL. On that specificp01nt I feel that it is never

a.,fi!good idee to talk too much in the middle of the run.S 1s more satisfactory
-

¥

toeverybody £0 wait unull you have more elaborate arrangements to put out.

For that reason, 1. think that for the time being we shoulde satisfied with

x

what has been achieved which as you know, met With the approvalof the

AdviSoryCommittee‘, Later on we may have to revert to the mAtter,and be more
'

explicit about it.»e o e ‘s § "-X‘
’

j=< »fl. ,?j';‘f eJ‘,,;
i

‘!' = As to your generel questlon,I would say that, inny view, At would be a

little bit irresponsible if the United Netiohs were Just to sit here and wait

for something to come to pass. I think that the United Netions has a
S

responsibility for seeing to it that the right bhings come to pass.»f
i

G ;

“cQUESTIONf 1How'dobyou feelnaBOuf‘lsrael*S‘use of thefSuez-Canal,‘
’r?dlojksremfiaH’tre;.[[5

s ' e '

\

The SECRETARY GENERAL° I have a long, and 1.think perfectly consistent,
record on tham as to the legal issue, I hope that the S1tuation w1ll develop
in such a Wey that this will not become a new source of maJor disturbance.

s ¢

'

3

)erofi(
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QUESTION' Reports have it that fedayeen bands are again operating 1n
’
-

:
the Gaza Strip. Do you hav1ng anything on that?

:

The SECRETARYGENERAL‘ Well I have seen the newspeper stories ;

~about it,but I have nothing from our own people in the field. 5
:

.QUESTIONEf What»prOVisionndoes the UNEF have’in caSe'thisjis,trne?t

The SECRETARYGENERAL The UNEF has, under present arrangements, such
authority as to be able to feel that the developments are not, 80 tospeak

‘.vundercutting their efforts at the Armistice Demarcation Line.

, QUESTION Have you and Premier Nasser reached any dec151on on how long
rthe UNEF Will stay ln the Middle East?

’ e
The SECRETARY—GWNERAL The agreement which ex1sts is a pdblic one.

tahT??fl,is an agreement to the effect thet‘the Government of Egypt w1ll in its

'hV attitude to the UNEF be guided by what vas called good faith in interpreting.
=wi:the functions of the UNEF. If there were to be different v1ews as to the extent

"nof time which those functions indicate, I em sure that that would be a matter
for discuss1on. » \"’ B ! o

;"’”
= QU?STION' Would you say that it is advisable to assume that Israel

Will have no difficulty in sending ships through the Suez Canal when the Canal

’i'becomes completely navigable?

A

The SECRETARYGENHRAL' I would rather not, for the present, comment
‘

~ on that. You |
remember that the matter has been raised quite recently in a couple

‘.of»press conferences in Washington, and i think that I cen referto what wes
: said then. '

‘

(more)
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i

QUESTION'“ What is the purpose of your next trip to the Mlddle Eeet?

I belleve that you are g01ng to v151t Mr. BenGurion this time.
X

The SECRETARY-GENERAL' No plans have been made forsa new trip to the

Middle East for the present. In fact the purpose w1ll determlne when such

-ftrrp_should come about. I can say for certain that I would be most happy to

have aochence to have a telk hfiiw Mr. BenGurion.
e 5

7
3

5 2

P

s «« s \

.gg;EfiEH@Do you feel at this time that it is necessary for you to
retumn 1mmediate1y7

‘

i : i i

»

The SECRETARYGENERAL There is nothing celllng for my presence there

.won-fisuj But as I sald Just recently ln the press conference my sultcases are,
so to speak, alweys packed,,and it depends on my own Judgement of the needs and

the Judgement of the needs of those who are parties tothe conflict in the

Middle East.‘“'(! S - a0 ei

i

QUESTION In your talks with Colonel Nasser, did youfind him
:

cooperative?
i

S

) £

¥

The SECRETARY«GENERAL' You know how to put the questlons. One of your

colleagues asked~as you may. remember, the same quesbion in the press conference. ;
I Just wishto refer to the fact that we metwith co-operatlon on vthe{
proposals we put forward concernlng the UNEF and you can draw your own

conclusions.f

QUESTION:.-Where'dp.wefgq from here?

Tne SECRETARY-GENGRAL: Where do we gofrom here? That ispart ofmy
profe351onal secret.

' ‘

=

.

,


