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PRESS CONFERENCE BY TIE SLC?ETARYeGENERAL HELD AT UN
HEADQUARLURS ON THURSDAY, 5 SEPTEMBER 1957

'

The SECRETARY-GENERAL: Ladies and gentlemen: before we engage 1n,

today's exchange of views, I think that I speak for all of us in renewing here

the expressions of regret at the pass1ng of one of our colleagues and good frlends,
Peter Freuchen. It is quite unnecessary for me to characterize him to you.

I am sure that you were happy to count him, as I was, as one of our friends.

You have had before you since yesterday the Introduction to the Annual

Report vhich, as you know, is the paper in which I try to spell out what I feel

I can and-should say concerning the major problems facing the United Netlons.

I have nothing to add; I hope it is'clear.enough. However, I feel that it mightn
be useful for the emphasis at this press conferenceto be on whatever explanations
and clarifications fihgim‘uoy like to have on verious statements in that

:

. ntroduction, Far be it for me, however to try to direct your questions.. This

is Jjust an expression of my own reaction in thlnklng of the possible scope of our
discussion today.

Mr. Gershon SWET (Meariv, Tel Aviv, Israel) On page 1 you state:

"The presence of UNEF, incomplete though its present deployment..," Could
~ you tell us what "incomplete" means?

The SECRETARY-GENERAL: As you knoy, 'gbe resolution of 2 February asked

for deployment on the demarcation line, that 1s/ the same on both sides. You know
~

that until now we have had it deployed only on the Egyptian side of the demarcatlon

line. As to the other arrangements, we started out developing this and that kind
of detail as to their functions. The discussions have never been followed up to

the Very end, so to say, because, as conditions1mproved and the authority of

UNBF seemed to be qulte sufficient, there was no reason to carry on

dlscu351onsvwhich, in such a s1tuatlpn, would developa mildly academic flavour.
N
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‘Mr, Alexander GABRIEL (Transradio News Agency): Mr. Hemmerskjold,
I direct myself, as you suggest, to your report and particularly to the Middle

Last aspect of it, andI am genuinely seeking enlightenment here in respect to

what appesrs to me a rather difficult noinkt, I fieg the impression in your

successful operations within your own scope, within the jurisdiction of the UN,

that you are operating slightly under the handicap of é man who has conbrol

of his own flocr in a building that is on fire and all the other floors are

seemingly about to be subject to great conflagration. I know that you know too

that you cennct sepzrate one prcblem criéis in the Middle East from the other.

I want to esk you, sir, if you think you would bring this report up to date

if you rewrote it today in the light of recent reports of the last’seven days,

and, secondly, whether you think that,if this whole thing presents an inter-related

seriesof probigms, the unanimity of the big Powers might not be a great master

key solution to theywhole,thing?

The SECRETARY-GENERAL: On the first point, I would like to say that

I doubt whether the dgvelopments that you have in mind are ripe for any

comments in the form which you £ind in this report. On the second point,

I excuse myself for finding that the reply is implied in your question.

Of course everything in international politics is much easier when the big

Powers are agreed, especially if their views are supported by the great ma.jority
of the smell Powers.

|

Mr. Saul CARSON (Jewish Telegraphic Agency): I hope you will forgive

me 4X T bring'up something which is not étrictly mentioned in your report, but it
is a collatersl problem. I wonder whether you have heard from any of the

Middle East Merber States about their stand on aggression. There were requests

by Israel last winter and fall for Egypt to declare itself on that particular

point. It is certainly,in the minds of some of us,tied up with your request

for UNEF to be on both sides of the line. It is tied up with your reiteration of

your Teeling that there is a llifi to peace, and some of us feel that possibly

a will to peace might be demonstrated by a renunciation of aims of aggression.

|
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The SECRETARY-GENERAL: The exact situation is this one: I have

transmitted questions to the effect you mentioned from the Israel Government to

the Government of Egypt'and to theGovernment of Syria. I have also myself -- it

was in April -- addressed letters to the Government of Egypt and the Govermment of

Israel concerning their stand on Article I of the Amistice Agreements. [here

has so far been no reply to any of these four communications.

Miss Mary Francis HARVEY (Quincy Patriot_Ledger): My question is

related to clarification of two points in the report which seemed to be related,
at least broadly in theory. On page 1, you say that the United Natiohs can

"also help by providing an objective judgement of the rights and interests

involved." You do not further elsborate as to say whether this objective judgement

comes from the Legal Department of the United Nations as regards treaties such as

the Armistice Agreementsor from a majority vote of the General Aséembly or from

decisions by fact-finding units such as the MAC,

I wonder what you meant in that case; and then, given the facts that there

is such a thing as an objective judgement rendered by or through the United Nations,
I wonder then sbout a statement made on page 3 which says: "Nor do I see

Justification for telk sbout the responsible and the irresponsible among the

nationss" If there is such a thing as an objective Jjudgement, cannot the

responsibility or irresponsibility of a nation be validly related to what degree

this nation takes into consideration such a Judgemeqt of the international

.community?

The SECRETARY-GENERAL: On the first point, I think that you covered

fairly well fhe field I had in mind. If you put up a truce observation

organization supported by both sides and by the United Nations as such, it is

of course,just as with a court of law,/a foregone conclusion that what they put on

paper must be considered objective, and I do not think that any of the parties

have challenged the objectivity of the United Nations representatives. Of course,

they have always chellenged the objectivity of the other side. But in what lawsult

don't you do that?

(more)
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As to the Secretariat, of course the same requests and the same conditions

applye  The Secreteriat has a role to fulfil if it does act objectively. And

again, if we are not objective end not considered to be objective, I would say

that the parties should criticize us, and publicly, and we would have to defend

‘our stand as best we can. I am heppy to note, therefore, that on the whole I

think it is recognized that at least there is an unfailing will to objJectivity in

the Sécretariat.
When you come to the Security Council, which has functions similar to,

although in no sense identical. with,that of a court of law, we know that all sorts
of interests conflict in the Council. But I think that if you go to the

fact-finding and the bagic interpretation of law, the same idea preveils; it

should be en objective judgement; that is to say, it should not be an ex parte

judgement. You can continue in thet way through the various United Nations organs.

That is whet I mean the United Nations can provide. It is just the same as

having a mediator or a Jjudge in regular life. At a certain point‘it is valuable

to get sdmébody who has nothing at stake,and who has some training in studying

both facts end law, to say: well, this seems to be the situation. It helps

towards a solution. That is really what is meant.

As regards your other gquestion ebout "responsible" or ";rresponsible," I

would like to be what you sometimes love to call in the Press "philosophical."
I think that we are &ll moméntarily irresponsibie in our actions and reactions,

especially if we are éngaged heavily, with our interests,in fla issue. But that

does not mean that we are irresponsible in a general sense. What I react against

is the idea that there is a kind of class distinction between members who cennot
be expected toreact responsibly and members who are supposed to react respbnsibly.
But that does in no wayA exclude -- and I include myself inbthe Judgement, of

course -- that we, all of us, momentarily can act under such end such pressures

in a way which is in that specific case,perhaps,somewhat short of responsibility.

Thet is an entirely different issue.
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Miss HARVEY: In other words, nations may or may not be responsible

withina certain context, and yet you would not divide nations into classes?

The SECRETARY-GENERAL: I do not think we should go too deep inggt%gén
The distinction I meke,and which I think should be obvious from the text, is/the

sweeping Judgement that somebody is irresponsible, end a much more narrow one,

that we personslly, individually, nay feel that in such and such specific

situation a reaction falls short of that stendard. In that nobody, I think,

can exclude himself from the risk of running into that‘kind/of Judgement.,

‘

Mr. Joseph P, IASH (New York Poet): Sir, your repoft deals with the

Middle East primarily in terms of the Arab-Israeli situation, undergtandably 80,

But in recent weeks that conflict has been dwarfed by the conflict between the

Unitéd States and the Soviet Union in the area. Do you see any way in which the

United Nations cen do something useful about this latter problem?
}

‘?he SECRETARY-GENERAL: In a sense I have already replied to your

question when I saild that I felt that these problems -- which obviously

Mr, Gab»iel had in mind -- were raised a 1ittle bit too early for me to be

in a posi®iva to say very much about them. I would like to heve tle wabter a

\

little bih more (la-r hefore having views on how to fish.

Mz, Basppulsti G, FRISHNAYYA (P, G. Krishnayya's News Secrvice and

Publications, Madras and Benares): In your Introduction, I thirk Justifiably,

you gxre proud of the work done by the United Nations police force in the lMiddle

East and you indicste that the United Nations would be glven more gsound foundation
gshould such a force become permenent, at least on a standby basis. Can you give

us more information on the steps teken in the Secretariat for a study of the

"standby plan for a United Nations peace force that could be activated on short

 notice in future emergencies"?
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The SECRETARY-GENERAL: As to the steps teken, we have had under

discussion for/sqgiw the best wey to handle it procedurally in thef;ecretariét,
and it is quite likely that one of these days I will make public the composition

of a sSpecial Secretariat committee;’so%% s digesting 2ll the details of our

experience with UNEF, We have not so far formalized this. In fact it is

:

started and the time is soon ripe for a formalization of this study.

I may perhaps, in order to avoid misunderstandings, clarify what is said in the

report. When I say on & 'standby"basis , I do not meen that such and such

forces are reserved in such and suchgcountry. Whaet I mean is really that we have

the full set of, so to say, master agreements, master legal texts, master plans

for transportation arrangements, and so on and so forth, which are completely

flexible. That would mean that we would not have any current costs for this

standby arrangement, but we would have a booklet where everything is set out in

black and white. So that if we were to run into a situation like the ore we

had last year, we need not create from day to day; we need not

aporoach Governments with a lack of clarity as to the conditions under which

they will meke contributions., We could Juét press fhe button and say: With this

set offdocuments -- once approved, I hope,by the General Assembly— and all the

legal texts, and so on and so forth, would you be willing to do this or that.

That is the modest standby idea which is covered by'thé phrase in the report.

Mro Morris RIVLIN (The Day-Jewish Journal): Cen you tell us in a

few worde what you expsct of the special session of the United Netions

Gecnral. Aorembly on the Hungerian question?

The SECRETARY-GENERAL: I would not like to comment on that question.

We wre only a few days before the opening of it and I leave 1t to the members of

the General Assembly themselves to present their views.

(more)
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Mr. D. VLASTO (Atlantis): In view of the unanimous resolution of the

General Assembly of 25 February 1957 on the question of Cyprus for a peaceful,

democratic and just solution, would you receive the Archbishop of Cyprus,

Makarios III,if he expresses a desire to have an audience with you during his
visit to the United Nations?

The SECRETARY-GENERAL: I know that Archbishop Mekarios is coming.
There is no arrangement made.

Mr. Simon MALLEY (Al Gomhouria; Le Progres Egyptien): In your report

you speak of the constructive help to the Palestine refugees which constitutes

‘an obligation of first priority resting upon the Organization and its Member

Covernments. I wonder whether you can tell us whether the Secretary-General

himself has done anything in this regard, particularlyin the lightof some

nevs reports saying that you wmay have contected the Israel Goverument on the

issue of the properties of the Palestine refugees.

The SECRETARY-GENERAL: The lest point to which you refer is a kind of

-- I would not call it routine, but a kind of normal operation, a follow-up

operation which, you know,lhas been going on for years and is not covered by

the phrase to which you refer here. ‘

As to your broader questlion, this is a problem to which I, frankly, have

given very much thought. . I would not be ready to say that this and that

should be dones The cousideration is intended only to provide mwe, and to provide

us in the Secretariat, with a solid basls on which ffée discussions can be taken

up and continued with the Covernments interested. That is to say, it is in self-

preparatlon more then in preparation of proposals that this Secretarist thinking

‘has been going on.

Miss Pauline FREDZRICK (NBC): In connexion with your experience with

UNEF, if this organization is put on a more permanent basis, would you say that

it should have a stronger military characteror a less strong military character?
In other words, should it be more heavily armed than UNEF? Should it be able to

meet military situations as well as police situations?

(more)
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The SECRETARY-GENERAL: I think one should start out from the concrete

experience we have had; that is to say, trim it for police functions. That

does not, of course, in any way exclude the possibility of further study which

looks at additional problems which would arise if such a force were given wider

functions. But you see, here again it is a question which is raised fairly early.

I go on record with the General Assembly with the fact that we digest in the

Secretariat the experience we have had so as to prepare, let me call it, the

master texts necessary, and then, of course, we frame them on this specific

experience. Whether or not this is considered to be a good idea to be followed

up by the General Assembly, it is for the General Assembly to decide, and then

the General Assembly may give terms of reference for a follow-up study, after

we have ended our part of the job, which may very well bring up the broader

aspects which you have in mind. But we start out from the hard fécts, and that,
of course, will give us quite enough to do, even with‘the very modest frame which
UNEF has got constitutionally.

Miss Pauline FREDERICK (NBC): You usually make recommendations; I

wondered if you might recommend to the General Assembly that UNEF should have a

stronger military character.

The SECRETARY-GENERAL: UNEF as such -- no., What a standby organization

should be, I have not gone very deeply into. My own feeling would be that a

standby organization -- so to speak in a printed booklet, as I expressed it --

should be as flexible as possible, should cover as many alternatives as possible,
That is to say, it might cover also the case where a more definite milita:y
character is given to the force.

Miss Phyllis GREENE (International Review Service): In your report you

mention the report of the Radiation Committee which will come out next year.

Several_réports on radiation have already comé out from national sources, and

these talk about threats presented to mankind if the levels of radiation in the

earth are raised, It is possible that the report of the United Nations Committee
will do the same., Suppose a complaint were brought to the Security Council based

on these reports, against any government or governments which, because of any

(more)
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particular activity such as bomb tests or dumping radioactive waste, were to be

a threatto the internatioral peace end security of mankind, do you think this

would be within the competence of the Security Council?

The SECRETARY-GENERAL: That is avery hypothetical question,and I would

rather leave it to the Security Council to decide. It would depend,you see, on the

factual circumstances, and for that reason I am afraid that, raised in the very

general form in which you ralsed the question, there is nobody who could give a

clear reply.

Mr, Jovan SCEXTIC (Radio Belgraie): Do you think, or do you hope, that

it'will be possible, during the next two General Assembly sessions, to do

something in order "to blunt the edges o conflict among the nations,-not to

sharpen them?"

The SECRETARY-GENERAL: Most definitely I think that has been done also,

paradoxically enough, in the last two General Assembly sessions, It is something

which goes on all the time, The very fact of tgfiw goes on, for example, in this

room during the General Assembly has that effect. Comparison of notes at a

table and in the corridors necessarily ini{luences the thinking and blunts the

edges.

Mr, Jovan SCEKJC: Do you think it will apply to the special session of

the Assembly?
‘

The SECRETARY-GENERAL: I hope 80.

Mr, Saul CARSON (Jewish Telegraphic Agency): The annotated agenda for

the twelfth session of the General Assembly carries an item pointing out that the

Secretary-General’s term expires next April. Would the present Secretary-General
accept reappointment to his post?

The SECRETARY ~-GENERAL: When the Security Council puts that question to me

I shall have to reply.

(more?)
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Miss Mary Frances BARVEV (Quincy Patrios Ledge*) The Introducfion o
the Report ctates that there are bome questions still pending regarding
stionalization of the Suez Cauai T recsll ‘that, in tHe body of ke Fepert,
here szems 1o be an eflnerefni tha* negotiations or some kind of mediatioa are

8L111 coatinuing reg&:ding the point of 3nsulating the Cenal from doussthic

p011uiCSa That seemvd to be 1mplied in the *anguage of the body of the rerort
;fleéfii Does “histacmeny in the introduction referring tec differenceé e

_

some of which are still peuding -~ refer to that particular point of Imsulation Gi
the Cenal from domestic politics, and are there regotiations or med35ion under

.

way in your cifice regarding this particular problem?

The SECNETARY-CENERAL: The whole field of differences of opizion
which bzcane c’ear in the Security Council in May is, eo to spzak,; under

continual debate, You know thabt someGovernmenngave‘/the%rcepuauce provisionally,
Some of those problems were such that they could be %ackled dirsetly; 6:3618 are
more Lar~“e9vh-ug, reising sflO*tseuq of principle. What is s2id hare

oL a;l, of co«vs., that there is vhislack of general eccephanca of the
_

estsuiished by the general d@clarw,ion-u-itls a well kaownfast -~ and; ' glfinoceS
that problems which are left pendtng in this conttext are subject to continuad

:

‘negotiations ~- informal negotiations. I would not say thah alL tae certrove*s_al

o€ waile mu*gsd in the Security Council are hardied in iheti way, I feli uhau

11VOfiJ be Tirstthings first, There are some practical issuss which should be
'

?~ug‘c cuv of thepictures as soon ag possible, and for *thel rezson I would noh

say thav my own activitiesccver the whole field. They have been ccncentrated at .

~one or Uwo points which seem to me to be of special urgency.
7

:

;
7k

Miss Mary Trences EARVEY: Would you be prepared +o say whabt those

points axel

he _du,flQ AY~-GENERAL2 One poin wherethe basic eprvoaca is clesr, bub

where gome ‘things rewain to be done, is the ope ofsettlement bstween the
d

shareholcéers of the old Compeny, ,énd eefiit ? ovec':'z:.anaf’of Egypt -~ the scttlerent made

necessary by nationalization, You know the point is covered in the general

(more)
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Mr. Alexander GABRIEL (Transradio News Agency): Sir, you may

recell that at sne time I raised the questinn of some miseing morey in the United

Nations as & result of certain Governments'! not paying their I.0.U.s. I am

referring specifically to the repeated pledges of the big Povers, from year to yeér,
to enterin a more co-operative spirit into the economiec development programme

_which you outlined in your report if they secured thls meney from savings on their

national armament budgets. They have repeated those pledges,as you know, at the

last gession Af the Economic and Sncial Council. Now, as we all know, they have

effected some savings., That is true in the Congress ofrthe United States and,
I think, in London, and I believe the Soviet Government has admitted making

savings. How do you visualize that this mrney cen be transferred from the I.0.U.

stage to the paid-up stage? Just what is the mnral and legal and procedural

pressure that we can put an these rich boys to come scross (if I may use Brooklyn

language, which they apparently understand better)?

The SECRETARY-GENERAL: I really do not know how to reply, because I

thought that this was something which was not in need of an explanation., This is

a matter which is entirelyin the handé of the Governments. You asked what kind

of moral pressures, and so on, can be applied, That is not my business: I do not

spply moral pressures. I spell out a need, end the Governments respond or do not

respond to the need., The idea of any kind for 1obbying of our needs with the

. various Governments is completely foreign to me.

Mrs. Kay GRAY (Greenwich Time): In connexion with your report on the

International Court, you menticned, in your appeal to Member Governments to accede

to compulsory jurisdiction of the Court, that there were meny disputes that would

be further gfiola toward solution if the legal aspects had been the subject of

judicial determination. I wonder vhether you\would be & little more specific

on whether or not you would include the six-year-old question of Isreeli shipping

in the SueZz Canal among those matters.

(more)
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The SECRETARY-(ANERAL: Well, that may be included. Generally speaking,
the recent tendency -~ the tendency after the Second World War -- to treat every

international conflict primarily as & political one is, I think, unfortunate.

There wag an old tradition which was in the opposite direction: to treat it

primarily as a legal matter, and then toresolve the remeining political issue

in political terms. I believe we would gain by a switch back to the older

tradition, One consequence, of course, would be that, when there is a legal

element in a conflict, like this Suez matter, there is quite a lot to be said for

?fig? §ifiififlifiuiifiéiiég%% is in that direction. On the other hand, the general

tendency is now in the opposite direction,and thus a recommendation that it be

taken to the International Court is, in a certain sense, a departure from present

trends. If I therefore reply to your question in the affirmative; it is the

type of question which could have been treated, first of all, in legal terms,

and, secondly, in political terms -~ it does not for that reason mean that I

would sit here now and say that it should be taken to the Court. Do not give it

that interpretation.

Mr. Joseph LASH (New York Post): Have you received a recent

communication from the Hungarian Government?

‘The SECRETARY-GENERAL: I received a communication some time ago, but it

did not introduce any new facts.

Mr, Jovan SCEKIC (Radio Belgrade): In that connexion, does your offer

to go to Hungery still stand?

The SECRETARY-GENERAL: I said at the previous press conference that
hY

there is this invitation. I have an open mind.

Mr. MIAfiC ISAAK (Davar): When you stated in the introduction to your

report that you believe that there is a general will for peace in the Middle East,

were you referring to some popular sentiment or were you referring to basic

attitudes of present leaders of Governments despite whatever statementsto the

contrary they may make?

(more)
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The SECRETARY-GENERAL: I am on safe ground because I refer to leaders

with whom I had the pleasure of having personal contact.

Miss Phyllis GREENE (International Review Service): The 1954 resolution

which sent you to Peking in conunexion with prisoners in China requested you,

"in the name of the United Nations, to seek the release, in accordance with the

Korean Armistice Agreement, of these eleven United Nations Command personnel,

and all other captured personnel of the United Nations Command still detained".

Do you consider that your mandate in that respect is still open and, if not,

when did it close -- and, in any case, when is the last time you communicated with

Peking, or Peking with you?

The SECRETARY-GENERAL: The history of the case is as follows:

Absolute priority within the mandate was given, as you know, to the fifteen

American flyers, who subsequently were released in 1955. At about that time,.
the United States Government started discussions in Geneva with representatives

of the People's Republic of China,'discussions which covered pait of the ground

which could be read into my mandate. It was not a good idea to cross wires and

have discussions going on in two different forms or in two different directions.

There was therefore a very clear indication ,fiaht as long as these discuscions

continued, initiatives onmy side should be left pending. There was no reason

for me to butt into a discussion that was going on. That means that the decision,

to the extent that there is not,so to speak, full compliance with it on my side,

remains alive, of course, like all guch decisionsof the General Assembly. But,

on the other hand, the situation has been and remains such that no immediate

action on my side wouldbe indicated.

Miss GREENE: What about the second part of my question, concerning

your communications with Peking? When was the last time that you -~

:

:

The SECRETARY-GENERAL: Sometime early last year.

(more)
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Mies GREENE: Barly in 1956%

The SECRETARY-GENERAL: Yes.

' Mr. Arthur FLETCHER (Worldwide Press Service): I detect in some
'

delegations & hope for fresh thinking during this coming session of the Assembly'
- in breaking the stalemate between the industrial and the industrializing :

countries on such questions as SUNFED and expanding the'Technical Assistance

Programme to a level closer to what Covernments would like to have. While I

respect‘yoor dislike for lobbying, you are a sensltive barometer, andI wonder

whether you anticipate any innovetions in this economic sphere during this

coming session of the Assembly.
'

:

The SECRETARY-GENERAL: Not on ahy‘major scale at all., I think that

all the useful idees that should beconsideredare more or less on the tablé}
and for that reason any innovamions ‘are not very likely. Within the framevork
set by these various ideas and the’proposals before the General Assembly, there
may be poss1bilit1es for concrete 1nitiatiVes by the Secretariat or by delegations

:

which would perhaps carry further in the seme direction. As is the case with
:

-

any Government or any nation, we always have competing approaches: the generalized %
one, establishing the pattern and then trying to fill out thé framework, and the ‘;f
more modest one of step~by-atep building. Delayslcohcerning progress in the
first respect never exclude stpmetfia in the second respect. % for one, and my fi
colleagues in the Secretariat continue that with qnite some hope.

Mr, Alexander GABRIEL (Transradio News Agency): Is there any reason

in your mind why you would feel that you should reject an offer to continue to

serve as Secretary-General if you are invited?

The SECREmARY~uENERAL' Mr. Gabriel, I think my previous reply clearly
indicated that I do not like to discuss the issue at all.,

(more)
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 Mr. Simon MALLEY (Al Gomhourie): Mr. Secretary-General, on behalf of

’my cqlleagueé»here, may I éxpress to you our thanks for your expression of grief

at the passing of our most distinguished colleague, Peter Freuchen. Thank you,

éir.

~ The SECRETARY-GENERAL: Thank you.

The press conference rose at 11;40 Q.M.


