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AIDE NENOIRE

Mr. loutfi saw me at 2.45 p.m.-on 10 November. He had received
new questions from Caire whiech he wanted me to elarify orally. ,
1. Once forelgn troops had withdrawn from the Canal ares and Port |
Said, would the United Nations Force have functions in the area independently
of an agresment with the Egyptian Govermment, or is it recognised that
Muwummmmuwm My reply

~ was yes, this interpretation of the situation corresponded to my view,

2. Is it recognized that it is indispensable $o have the consemt
of the country concerned, in this case Bgypb, for the participation of
groups of specific nationalities in the Force? I replied that I did net
consider it possible, constitutionally, to accept any such condition,

If I were to accept the view implied in the Egyptian question, it would
mean that I'had permitted Egypt to infringe upon my authority wader the
General Assembly resolution. "The country concernmed” would, if this
principle was established, be sble to stop the movement of the United
Nations Force by unreasonsble refusals to partieipation by such govern—
ments as could lend their aseistance, However, this firm stand in
principle on my side was not the full reply. I considered it obvious and
 necessary that the United Nations give the most serious considerstion to
Those views must be given thelr full weight in decisions on the compesition.
However, I repeated that, while that was my view on the policy, I could :
not acknowledge consent as to the composition as "indispensable".

3. The question about Canada was raised again, W'Mh‘tm
pointed form. Egypt said that once they accepted a Commender of the :
United Nations Force who was a Canadian, they did not feel that it would be
a slight to Canada to refuse Cenadien participation in the Force. I brought
out the previous reasons agsinst the Egyptian stand, adding that the
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absense of the Canadians wonld, i my mind, seriously put in question
the velidity of my previous judgment that the Force, as it was being set
up, would be capable of its tasks., ALl I could do was to get in toueh
umm.m,mzwuunm;mmsqm
stand on the issue remained fully valid. :
:hmm&.mm,uammu:mumzm
Mr, Loutfi that the Canadisn Government took the mebter very sericusly
and would have to reconsider its permission to General Burms to partisipate,
if the Egyptians refused to receive Cenadian forces. Mr. Pearson might,
however, consider a switch from ground forees to supply wmits. He
wumsmwuuummmwmmnm.




AIDE  NEMOIRE

Mr. Toutfi saw mo ab 2445 peme on 10 November, He had recsived
 mew questions from Cairo which he wanbed me to clarify orslly.
fb_ymrmmmummmntmm”umm
Said, vould the United Nations Force have functions in the erea
u»mmu&-wmemmw.wunmmm :
Muwumbrthmmumm. My reply
' 'mm.mmmamarmmmmuw-muwm’
| % nszwmuunmmmwmmum
'atmmm.ummw,:wmmawmu
fmnp-ercmmcuuemmmmm? xwm:mm
© comsider it possible, comstitutionslly, to sccept any such condition.
uxmuwwmuumnmwmmnm
mMIMM&MW%meW&ymm
mmm 'rhumr:oomd'um,um
;mpxemmwnw,bowtemsmmumma
;mumwmmummmmwuwwmm
mumhmmmtm. m,mmmn
»Mphmwnwmmmmnnw xmmaobmum
mm that the mud Nations give the most miom mmm to
memmuwmommmmm
muummhoymmnnmmnmamm
However, I repsated thit, while that was my view on the policy, I could
sot acknowledge consent u\hmmm as "indispensable".




3 mwmm'mrmdmwmuma;m,
polated forn. Hgypt seid that onos they accepted a Comanier of the
mammmmmam,swmm:mmummu
~ammmumommmwnnmkm. IM&&
‘mmmmmqnmmwam,mmm.
»mormmw,uwm.mwmu@mbu
mnmmarnywmummsmm.unmmm
: up,\uul&hwabhﬂriumh. mx»ﬂdbmmzﬂ-mhﬁ& :
'nmw.wmzm.dnwmmmmtmqpmu
nuaaumnmmmxym |

zmm&.mm,u;misua:mmx,'xuub.*
Toubfi thet the Canadian Govermment took the metter very seriously and
‘mmamumw'mmuammaxmummu.
:Armwmﬁumwmm Mr. Pearson might,
m,nm;mammtomummu. He wished
V.teunsm«mmuuammmumm,nnm«. |




IX

Aubassador Loutfl saw me today st 2.30 p.u. le had not been able
to receive cables from Cairo, but had had s talk ever the telephone with
were on their way., My suggested press commmnique (Annex 1) was approved
WWWQWMWMG!MZM
Mz~
concerned to the participation of groups from speeific countries in
WWM“M wmmmf'
ammmmmmwmsmmumm
“Mhmmummumm

- mmwwmmmumwm-
consent of the country concerned is necessary for "entry and
presence” in Egypt or in specific parts of Egypt of the United
Nations Foree. It must likewise be agreed that “when this
~ consent is no more valid” the United Nations Force should
m(&:mxmmzmmmm:mxm

~ of consent” could be made before the tasks which had justified
mm,mmmu,ummmm
mmmmamcxmmw '
proved to exist, the matter should be negotiated).

(b) It should be agreed that the United Nations Force had "ne

_ of the British and French forces. .»

In a special Aide Memoire, tresting the composition of the Force
{mz),um-mtmmmmmmm- It was
mmnmmmmmmm

hm«mﬂ&mumm :
mmtaxm:mmumuuﬁ;nm
rmmmmzm.mnummtzmmmm

mmammm,ummmasnmum

to Nasser advissble. ,
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27 December 1956
MEMORANDUM

Because of a question put to me by the British Delegation I raised today
the following point with Dr. Fawzi, y

According to reports from Wheeler Younis said, 24 December, that $he Anglo /
French ships brought down south of Port Said would be seized by Egypt if they
were not changed to United Nations ownership. The fear had, therefore, been
expressed that Egypt might intend to seize the Anglo/French ships now in

~ Port Said under UJN, flag, I said to Dr. Fawzi that my understanding of -

the situation was as follows: »

When the Anglo/French forces withdrew without. the situation concerning
the salvage fleet being elarified, I decided to take the ships over under
U.N, responsibility and U.N, flag, until a clarification and settlement was
reached, It was my understanding that this situation was recognised by the
Egyptian Government. Any measures against the fleet, of the type mentioned
by Younis regarding ships south of Port Said would, therefore, in my view,
be measures taken against U.N. who had the ships as its own and under its
~ protéction, and I would, on behalf of the U.N,, have to fight such measures,
Dr, Fawsi said, first, that he "did not quarrel with" my interpretation
~ of the situation and , later, made his stand more precise by agreeing that
I could say that he personally shared my understanding, He had no reason
to believe that any other view was held in Cairo, but would, as a safety
m&sure, inform Cairo about the situation. I understood this to mean that
he would tell Cairo about my interpretation and his reply.

I said to Dr, Fawzi that it had never appeared to me, even as a remote
possibility, that any measures would be taken against the Anglo/!"rehch ships
in Port Said under U.,N, flag, In fact, Younis' statement could be read as an
indication to the contrary, At all events, I would consider such an action il-
legal and as directed against the U,N, It would, furthermore, if he permitted
me to say so, of course be political folly, Dr, Fawzi seemed on the whole sur-
prised that the matter had been raised and said he considered it necessary that
all rumours to this effect were efféct.ivaly killed, He added that he felt,
however, that if, at a perhaps much later stage, the Egyptian Government felt
that the ships should leave, they should not, so to say, be forced upon the
Egyptians,




AIDE MEMOIRE

Dr. Fawzi made the following points:

1) Egypt did mot object against payments being made with reservations;

2) TFgypt would mot care about who paid for whom (I understand this to
mean that they would mot object against arrangements among the users as long
as full payments were received).

3) Egypt had no objection against this or that specific payment arrange-
ment as long as the payments were clearly addressed to the Canal Authority.

&) Egypt would rot envisage an arrangemert where the disposal of certain
sums collected would in some way be withheld from Egypt "pending settlement™.

Egypt. would be willing to consider a proposal based on these points put
forward by whoever it might be - "perhaps the Secretary-General".

Later in the day I had & talk with Ambassador Lodge and Ambassador
Wadsworth and other members of the US Delegation. Ambassador lodge said that
the US had a stand on the issue. They would hope that I would take into
account the proposal they had already put forward to me. However, they felt
that I should frame the proposal as I considered best, without caring
 about the users, who, anyway, never would come to any acceptable agreement.
He feared that the British Delegation might have tried to give the impression
that they and the US Authorities were agreed, which was in no way the case.
"You just go ahead". : :

16 Pebrusry 1957




smbessador Loubfi saw me in the afternoon of 13 Hay.
He transsitted s messege to me to the following effect:

" Dr. Fawsl wished to inform me hat the points I hed raised
in my recent letter were under consideration. lie would revert to
the matter soon. However, he thought that I would fully realise
‘Shat there was an important qusstion of timing imvolved.
 In thenking for the message I asked the isbassador %o
 trensuit to Dy, Fowsl that Just as - knowing hin ~ I noted his
prosdse to reply "econ®, I for ay part had to stress that I
had used the word “urgency® as & serdous indisation of the
dangers of delay.

13 ¥ay 1957




The 11th of March 1957 the news of the appointment of an Administrative
Covernor in Gasa reached me when, before lunch, I was saying good-bye to
Dr, Fawsi. In the conversation during this farewell visit I had already
raised with Fawgl the question of Helmy's visit to Gasma, pointing out that,
while neither Burns nor I had refused him to come as liaison officer with
Burns, X considered it premature and unwise for him to go. With that back-
ground the news of the appointment of Latif came as something like a shock.
I was very emphatic with Fawsi and eaid that I foresaw that, if the cards
wore being played this way, we would very soon have a meeting of the General
‘Assembly, Fewal obviously fully apprecisted the serious impact of the move.
He sald that he felt that it was best that he went home in spite of all,
but that, of course, he could be called back to New York even en route.

It was obvious that this whole question of Egyptian moves in relation to
Gaza would be raised by Fawsi on his arrival in Cairo, Wednesday the 13th,
with & vivid impression of how matters stood in the United Nations,
- In the afterncon of Monday the llth the Advisory Committee was con~
~md.mmmtdmnmmmmmmnmm
mmmm
mmnmumnumtm«mmhmum
This was in part a reply to a esble of the same morning where Bunche ex=
pressed fears that the situstion could not be held under control until my
scheduled arrival on the Zlst. Another part of the background was that
Bunche was going to Cairo for talks during Tuesday and Wednesday, in the
first instance with Gohar. Under the new instructions sent by us, he should
mmmmm(ummtommmtutmnm
with the President hed been requested for Wednesday).

~ The relevant parts of the cable of instructions to Bunche, which
should serve as background for his talks with the President, resd as
follows:

'/o




arrangements
mmmmumnmmmmmm-

"I feel you should strive for these points with great insistence
but yourself on the line that they, together with a delsy in im-
plementation of all administrative measures until after an agreement with
me, are essential if Egypt is not to blow its cooperation with the United
Nations to pleces,"

Tuesday morning, the 12th, we received a cable from Bunche on a
conversation with Gohar. In that conversation Gohar was reported to have
said that it was the Govermment's intention to send Latif and "9 or 10 ad-

- ministrative personnel” to the Gaza Strip, Wednesday.

The following parts of the cable should be quoted:

"Enquiring very seriously if UNEF would 'resist' their emtry, I
M)mmtﬂﬁmmmawmh'

o his direct question whether UN would ‘object! to Egyptian
mnm” .mam,x(m)mmmsmmmumuw
to do so

, m;mmﬂn-mmmmmmmmmw
- and had had his declarations disavowed on higher levels, knowing further
that the next day Fawsi would come to Cairo, and counting on a discussion
between Bunche and the President on the basis of ouwr instructions of :
Monday, I felt that I should regard this statement of Gohar's as something
_which wuld be taken care of in due course on the right level.

In a meeting of the Advisory Committee the same afternoon I,
~therefore, did not refer to this part of Bunche's report on his talk with
Gohar, which, however, caused ms to stress the nced to get reastions on
mmmwommwurmmmsummum
down the lime. The prineiple all thoough had been not to bring the Committee
in on early and unrelisble reagtions in the gourse of talks but to inform
them fully of what we knew to be a definite basis for action.

o/o
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After the Advisory Committee mseting a new cable was received from
Bunche, reperting on & second talk with Gohar, In this talk Gohar had
confirmed the news concerning the entry of Governor Latif, However, his
group nowsascwaid to be reduced to 5 administrative officers. They would
“most probably” come on Thursday. ’

4 cable received in the moming of the 13th reported that Bunche
was going to see the President at noon (that is to say 5 a.m. N.Y.time).
Bunche ssid that he would base his talk on our instructions of the 1lth.
Considering this and also the arrival of Fawsi in Cairo, I did not con~
mmtmmmmum:mmwm picture. The
.Mnxmmmmnumumxwwnmmam
presentation to the President of owr request for a delay with all measures
ww«mmmwauv&ﬂ.mwum.muwn
talk, theoretically, in the early afternoon.

: nm.xmmmmwmmmuuu
awmmo:mmmmmmmmetmmu
-M,h%m#%ﬁ%%@uﬁmt&tl“fww.
support in my delaying action, in the case of the others in order to give
them an opportunity to react and, perhaps, report home.

For the reasons already given I comsidered, on the other hand, that
T should walt with a new meeting of the Advisory Committee itself until
I had received the expected report from Bunche. An added reason for this
was that the question of principle had already been thoroughly discussed
wmcduuenmuuum,mmzmmsmmmm
mmMthMmmmmmmuunumw
W,ahutmnmmm,mwmrwa«w
snd for such restrictions as would be called for in order to maintain an
appropriate position for UNEF and to apyrosimate as much as possible the
. Israell line. If convened before the receipt of Bunche's report on his
talk with the President, it was, therefore, obvicus that the Comittee
would only approve of the instructions given and postpone further reactions
untid after the receipt of the report. While keeping the possibility '

e




of couvening the Conmittee in the afterncen of the 13th open we, under
all these circumstances, kept the initiative back pending the arrival
«mwm
ﬁuh:mﬂnotdnmtmu-thhnﬁhdmmu
* the way of communication chosen weve the most important - the Bunche
memummummmummmnm),
amammmmmmmuwmnm
mmmmmmmum;wtusmmmaun

~ nummmumu&mmmmumum

mbd‘mthoudnlofmmmmm The Advisory Com-
mittee was convened in the aftermoon of the l4th, and on that occasion
mmrammmmmmu.mmmmw

interpretation of its stend on Wednesday.




MEMORARDUE

Ambassador Ioutfi came to see me at my request. In the
light of recent information concerning the Israel demarche to
Leary about the Syrian border troubles and the great publicity
~ given to that demarche, I drew Loutfi's attention to the de-

 velopment. I asked him wrgently to report to Fawei that the
situation worried me. It was easily recognizable and I could
mot exclude the possibility that ome of the sides suddenly would
go too far. The repercussions in such a case would be quite up-
~ predictable. What, for example, would be the impact of an Israeli
- retaliation raid on tho Palestinian ait.mtion in Jordan or in
Gaza? I felt that it was strongly in the interest also of Egypt
'tomzdafhm-m I would mot uk?miartbaxgptun
Govermment to intervene, as I was mot inm a poait:.on to Judgt about
their possibilities, but I wished to draw his attemtion to the
situation for whatever action thcy might consider h-].pml and

_ appropriate.

'26.1&0 1957




General Burns cables, 10 February 1959, that following facts
umwmmmc MﬁaﬁmmMMhImd'-

memtmmmrmmmpmz,
Mm«mwmmmwummsmvmn .
Israel and expressed surprise at meeting the UNEF patrol. MM'
the frontier, mzmmmammmhmpamx

towards Israels The Israel patwol did mm&wmw
countered Bedouins on the Israel side International Frontierjy
ﬂmmmmﬁmwmm”nmwormmum
mtmmmwmmiaammmm,mmm
w“ﬁma%mmmm '

— m«wmtmmmxmmmmmmwmm
only bursts of fire from FN rifle with vhich three of Isvaelis were
armed, and which hes a distinctive sound quite diffcorent from that of
Earl Gustav MGS with whioh Hgyptian police were armed. nmm 5
vestigation subsequently revealed, mmﬁmwﬂuumm
patrol were directed against an unocoupied Bedouin camp (tents were
found pieveed with bullet holes) and fire was slso directed at fleein
. Bedouin family, mmofmehmmmrm | A

: the third wounded. mm&»wum There were ents
- dn a 500 metre square avea. : :

mmwmmupsmummmm:-mm
MWMMuMMrMa,mtﬂ

wwmm. mmmmmtmmmm
mmmmmamnn,mm_mwmn
Jeep for approximately ? kilometres, found & y

shooting a submachine gun into the air. :

heard in the avea that morning by the pe
mmmmtmmmmmuvmmamm

diffioulty, :

The UHMOS investigation disclosed £ ts of four persons only
ecrossing the International Frontier at CR 807, The tracks led in
& south westerly direction to GR 07970680, then south to GR 07970663
and finally easst %o the Imt-rnational Fromtier at GR 08130663. These
tracks were caused by persons we-ring boots. No other footprints were
Mﬂchmtmmptatmnnefﬁ.ww ;




After examining the bodies, the Ubservers determined that the
mcmw:rmawum‘km They noticed powder burns on
the left arm of the women,

The UNEF sergesnt and corporal were alome in the jeep amd no _
MmdMutwm Nor was there a Bedouin in the
armoured Gar.

: mmmnwmmmmmz, mmm
mam“mtmﬁ :

_ The Israel patrol personnel were srmed with three FN rifles and
one submachine gun. Bach also carried a bayonet.

~ mm-ﬁnmmumwnmmxmum




mmmm 10 Pebrunry 1959, that following facts
me“meMhM‘c

‘—mmm;umwmamm«amm
myamtmmmaﬁuauatmmm
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mm.‘thﬁmmM“ |
. ﬁmmmmwwm'tm They noticed powder burns on
the lelt arm of the woman.

WWWMMMﬁmmm;ﬂuﬁu
: "MMﬂm:ﬁwm km%uﬁ%hm
mmmnwmﬁmmzmumm
mhmﬁmnﬂh

e mmmmmmmmumamﬂau
- Ome cubmachine gune Beok aleo carried & bsyomeds
n-mmmmuwmmmmxm'

',.mmmmummmmmm .
; She was mmwmnmmﬁmimm :
Ml the «res soom after the ineident.




