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b september 1956

Inmpgr»mlnmmtamoarzyinmguatyaaundlr
'

.:prmind to let mekm of any dmlopmnta arising out. of the e

Iondon oonferanec on theSuez question which might be of inberutet

= 'ta me. I much Weeiatad the iniicstion of your wish to minttin-

- a contact on this issue which may prove.vitel to the m.mnt
'

~ theUnited Nations, |

|

s

I also mtad, mfik!i of ]'Our m]y @”w" ont.hnmt.@,ce

that you ccmidarad the London (:onfarma and, I t.aka fer
=

r»gram«d, tha‘ensuing discussions in Cairo -- as bes.ng actions

within the framework of m&«ae 33 of the Charter. I am sure
. that this statement washelpful ani thet it was generally appre= it

ciated aa clearly establishing your wish to see fiht mat.tar dmlop &
"

within the fremework of the Charter.
In the past few weeks I bave had oeeasisn ta regret thatI

hadno easy line of access to you, asat some points the devalsp-e

ments cmdtumho callforanexehangaotvim inordsr*ho

aoitnloaaothtahlufpflhyavanitcamdmatcaetmelbana' e
~

of theproblen and to the miintenance of the status and stature or“

the United Nations. I have had the best of contacts with Mr.

 Crosthwaite,but I would be less than frank if I did mot tell you
that, in tht somewhat mbarrmsing lituatima facing me, 1 !lbuld

have groatly appreciated the possibility of a current contact _

.

thmugh Sir Pierson B.txon, as your accrodi.tcd Anbassadnr. e

: Thc R’b- Hon. SCIW” I.Ipyd, GOB.E.’ quc, Quct, MePe
Secretary of State for Porei@ urma :

Foreign Office
’hmn’ S.‘Hol 8



:

Ve all ww hopa tor gnadpmgross in the eaiw talks In
s

ius

the light o: yanr earlier reference to Articls 33 » I asme t.hat u

't.hzy were to fa&l audif a new eonfercnce were otto be sumnad,

itwould beyour mtenhian to follow the rule ma down in Article37

 nd thus bring the matter o the Security Cowncil. The only alter-
'-mtive open undar the Charter mu}.d seen to be action yltearfic

_

under Article 51,although I fail to see how such actionon yom-

. part could be justifind unless Egypt nnexpechedly resart.ed to an

e dmafl attack"; at all events, however » such action wonm also

_
‘bring the matter to t.he Security Council table.

:

<

Apart from my substantive reapomibi.lities as Saeratary-eemral’
: '4_"':1have, of come, a foma.?. reaaon ror giving the great.eat attention

k

to the Suez prablw.If, in spiteof all, things Were so to de’velap-"

as to 1eam the pmc.cdurea prescribed in Arhiclas 37 and 51 aaide,

s vould mmidably put a heavy emphaais on the formal duties of

_ theSecretary-General under the Charter; such a situation seems to
 be one of those which call for the use of the correetive providad hy

Article 99, if we are to remain true to the constitution of the

Organization. You know me wellenough to e.t.a.fierppa that, in sueh

a situation, I would rot hesitate to let nyself be gum-aaohly
V

by the UH law and to act accordingly.
: ~

TR :

ks to possible wlutiem of the baaic problem, I eamnt help e
" but feel that within the framework of the Iondon principles,an

angenent. can be round which would fully safeguard Bgyptian suteop-

tibilities, uhile providing at.mng intermtion&l guarantees =- strenger
~

indeed than you had under the previous system. However, I ropoat
~ what 1 have a]rum said on a previona occasion: I think that it



. o ,w&n ba mt» tluc.fifid1o mfi lmeh2 wl%:mna or “‘&1"‘“

thgpmycr atstua ,outside theUK frmmrh m t.bat!'m .’l

hnp& mm, the talks «mmtm pmmtedtobroa.k ammmuo

 themib&lities whieh epan up, when the UN is brougm.manfiz .

-

'fi.-'_;;_fsaymus;ms- toxmdemka:uchan.ex«paaramnnont.h- bam m}y‘
i

e of prhsbed daement.a‘sian,Ihope tiwt. you,ifyouembarkon :Lt,_ e

ol will ot hesitata to use\matwer uahtanmwe iufcmlly w provi,



hmnrpnrnmmmtemmhmmgutmm
 promisedto let me knowof any developments arising out ofthe-~ londonConference on the Sueg question which mightbeof interest

_tome. I much appreciatedthe iniicstionof your wish to mimtain
‘a contact on this issueuMahm flm vitaltothe tatm of ey

?‘-mmmuaunu.
s sn e Xal» m.a, in maoat ymzrmly-p«nhuon thc mw,

_

o
- ,that. you considered the London Conference—-- and, 1 tmo

|

mmmabmmmmmhmbdg&m%,fiM
 within thefremework ofArticle 33 of theCharter. Iam sure

that umnt&tmub wag Mpm and that. 1#. was smran.v appn-
'

.':datsd as c.lwly gmh:i.flhatsc your wi.ah to see t.ht mtar ;’ynflvod £
’

within the framevork of the Charter,  ~
Intkc;mtSwmh Ihem hndemipato r:mt m:

.

had no easy lineofaceessto you, asat somestthe develo -
.,

“ments seemed to we to call for an :xahangc of views in nrd-r o
_ ensble metoact ami react :ln a way helpful both to amlntian

.

of the problen and to the maintenance of thestetus and staturenf

‘f.ha United Miam.= S twn had tho best, of contacts with Wob

 Grosthwaite, but I wouldbe less than frank if I didnot tellyoue
-

that, inthe somewhat embarrassingsituations facing me, Ivmm
_

have grestly appreciated thepossibility of a current comtactS

through air Pl.crun nmm asM" “M“dIS
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e Secretary of State ‘,:or Foroign mun e
: !brdgu Office



, mklatmmehtnisnrgmpdm&rmmmlflofiIn

- 'f-';'t.he 1ight of your aarlier rezerancc to Article33, 1 assume that u

" theywere to fail andifa mew eani‘erma were not to be numned, -

:

,,:it.uouldbe your inbention to follow t.herule Iaid down in mich 37 :

. and thus bring the matter to ‘the Somity Council.The only alter-
enative open under the Ghartsr would smtobe act:inn diracbly

s

 under Article. although I fail to see how such aeti.on on yaur
~

part could be justifieéanless sm:t. unmmctedzy resortedto an
o "armedattack"; at all everts s homer, such action uould also
~

bring the matter to ‘the Security Council table.,
P Apart tx'ea w mbatantiw reapomibilitieaas Secrst.axw—Genaral =5

. 5‘have, of course, a formal reason forgiving the great.ut. atmtion, ot
"ta the Suez problnm. 1f, in spite of all, thinga were 50 to dwa].ap R

a8to leave the procedures prescribedin Articles 37 and 51 aaidn,
o

it vouldunavoidably put a heavy suphasis on the formal duties of
© the Sacretary-seneral under the Charter; such a situstion seems to T

be one of those which call for theuse of the cnrractive pravidod by Liie

 Article 995 ifwe are to remain true to the comstitution of the

: Organiaation. Youknow mewell emugh w appred.ate that, in sueh

-
& situation, I wuld mb hesitate to let malf hc dfidiug aal&],r

'-bytheuxnwaadtoactacmrmngly«', et

: is to possible solutions of the basic ptobhn, 1 éanmt- hclp s

but feel thatr within the trwewrk of the london principlely ey
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"mt 1 have a:rmty said on a
s previous occasion: 1,;mnk that it



s ; 5, :' 2

L ,.t_vau hcmt as.rmm to mmeh8»mm,orusiv-1;

~ the proper status, outside theUN framework, For thatreason1

- hope that the talks will mot bepermittedtobreak downuntil
o

f‘%ht Mbilitinwhich opca up, khcn thtoisbraughtintobho

~ picture,have beenfully explored. Asitis difficult-ot tai"
say albiaanpfii-- to undertake such an omlnmmavon thabasis emw

. of printed documentation,I hopethat you,ifyouewbarkonit,
= wnlnathuitatu to use uhatmr m&stmu woMmllymay



hmwmmmlmmwumhummw
: om:nmemwwymfomhmthotfiM, 5

 London Gonferenceon the Sues question whichmight be ofiterest s
~

to me. I much appreciated the Mmhaof your wish tomnia 5

& contact on this issueuhiehwpmn mdw hhc Mmez

 the
United Nations. £

»
: -

. 141so moted, mmoryaurmlylp«mt;mthemw,
= tmwnmmoreatm muaanmm--m, I take for

Mod, ensuing discussions in Cairo =~ as being asctions
;

'within the rrmrk of Article 33 of the charhcr. Iam sun

that. this statement was hnlpm mx that it was generally appra«
~

clated as clearly establishing yourwish to see the matter dwolop s
uithi.n the fremework of the Bha.rtw-

Inthcpuf. hxmfimad&hn&h:%mt rcmtmtx
V'.."hadmmnmaf accessto you, ss ab some points the develop-

| mflfoogwhammrmlmmmuma:m inorderto
~ enable me to act and react in a way helpful both to a solution -

- of the problesm and to the meintepance of the status and statureot

 the United Nations. I have had the best of contacts with Mr.
 Grosthwaite, m:mmmmatrmuxaamumm

~

that, in the somewhat enhmuing situstions facing me, 1 would

- have grestly appreciated the possibility of a current comtact
 through 8ir Plerson Dixon, as your accredited Ambassador.

The Rt.bn- aw myd, c.s.s‘, T.D-, thtg HUPO ¥
- Secretary of sm- for Fomsn ALAi.rs :

*

Foreign Office i

: I‘nnion,_,sm.l
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9 03 2w g twmdmgrm aklatmiafleh-tni m
: the ugm of your earlier reference to Article 33, I assume that u

~ they were to fail and if & nw conference were mot to be ammd,
© 4t would be your istertionto follow the rule laid down in Article 37
5 and th!& bring the n&tttr to the semrityCouneil, The onlyal‘bm :
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o

~ Apart from ny mbat.a.ntiva rupomibiliuu as Snretary-aeneral

I have,ofcourse, & formal reason for giving t.he greatest attention dov

.to the Sues problem.If, inapi‘u of all, things were so to dmhp

as to 13&?0 the prwodmz preseribed in saflzm 37 and 51 aside,

L5 ,1&. would unavoidablyput & heavy emphasison the formal duties of ol

‘ the swrstarynaeneralunder the Charter; _guch& situation sem h - e
. be one of those whiah cell for the use of the oo:metiva pmvidod by

_ Article 99, if we are to remain true to the constitution of the
I“Or‘ganmtian. You know me well enoughto uppradam thnt, in mxch

& situation, I would mot huit.ate to let. melr be guid-d aolely

"'Wmmhs&ndtomtmrdingly .

B mwpsaihlcmmuuozthabuumm, Imwhhclp
~ but feel that within the framework of the london primciples,an

 arrangemert can be found which would fully safegusrdBgyptian suscep~
tibilities, while pmvd.ding strong international marmbm - ntmmor

 indeed than you had undar ‘the pnvions mtn. m:nr,- rcpu.t

. what I have alroady seid on & previous occasion: I think t!nt 11‘.



iemost dLfficult En findmch a soms.on, or toxi'n T
v 3 th& proper status, m&s&d& ‘the UKtrmmk. Fbr thatreason1
ot epflh that the talkswillnot be permittedto break downumtil-

~

the possibilitieswhich openup, u}un the UN is brought into t.!m
.

lpzctm, have bcm fullymzphrodmuit isam'amn. -mtto e

_

say impossible--t.o undertake suahan uplorstionon the baais anla‘

 of printed docusentation, I hopethatyou,if you embark on it,
ml mt heaitate t,o useuhatwer uaistmaa we ml‘omlly w j.&dfim



Viscount Cranborne, then Iord Privy Seal: "Speaking personally,

I suggest that it will be necessary in the new organization, that the

chief permanent official ... who will be an international official and

therefore not open to the same embarrassment as the Ministers of indi~

vidual states, should be empowered to bring before its members, on

his own initiative, any potentially dangerous development at an early

stage before the aggressor has had time to gird himself for war. Unless

there is some provision of that kind it will, I believe, be impossible

this time, as it was the last time, to keep the situation under control."
Parliamentary Debates, House of Lords, 15 April 1943. As Lord Cecil ob-

served in the same debate, "The advantage of (a very similar) procedure

is that it removes the necessity of any single power appearing as the

hostile critic of any other power. That would be done as a matter of

routine by the secretariate..." Ibid., 14 April 1943,
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;

therefore mtapen to the same cmbarrassment as ‘the Ministers of 1ndi- ;

"
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~
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'

,‘routine by the sseretsriat...." Ibid.’ 1& April 1943,
; it
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~
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= o
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