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This morning, at eleven ofclock, General Burns and I saw
Colonel Nasser and Dr. Fawzi.
I gave Colonel Nasser, in g very short outline, my views

on the Ori%‘j(i and character of my mission, underlining that the United

N
Nations in %A:ontextlwas the only possible instrument for a lessening

‘ A \/\."\l WI\L V“‘?ﬂ U
of tension, but also a screen against such interventions/as probably

would be unavoidable if the situation were not imp;'oved; I stressed
especially this last point as essential in the light of Colonel Nasser's
wish to maintain Egypt!s mdependence;wgéﬁ this general background I
went back to yesterdayi s discussion with Dr. Fawzl and said that I

wanted to explain my reaction, both on the shooting across the demarcation

line and on the raids in a way which I had not found possible in the

presence of Colonel Go’h@ .'
: o el oo
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@as for me impossible to try to work out a way tewerds—
full complianc;e with the Armistice Agreements and%eduction of tension
along the Demarcation Line in a situation xvherefdai}y/ news about
shooting across the Demarcation Line and raids negated the very purpose

of the Security Council efforte I had to speaks with brutal frankness.

The situation, from my point of view, was impossible + I knew, and they
knew that I knew, that Colonel Nasser, at any time, could stop the

(P %)
shooting and they knew that I knew that the same 3}/ true about the raidse

Under such circumstances I must ask him to act so as to render continued

discussions possibles

I A
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Colonel Nasser replied that he did not like to bring up
details for discussion, and he did not think that it was fruitful for
me to do so. He had noted that the United Nations, by its several
démarches in the last few dayé, had added to the tension by presenting
ultimata parallel to those of the Israell Government. He had had to
face that situation in 1948, so he recognized the constellation;

I replied that I agreed with him that it did not make
sense to discuss a snec:La.l detail of the question of comnllance/f
context, but all the same I thought he must understand why a stopping
of the present warlike actions had to ‘be brought out for special and
initial consideration, if we were/to be able to get a definite solution
even of those problems in their_ wider context of compliance with
Armistice Agreementsv.’ There was no reason to talk about anpfiltimatum.

My own approach to him had a time-limit set to me by the very

circwnstance{ the fact that I was taking up discussion with him today%—

it was my duty to reflect this time-limit in my approach to him. There
lellity
was no Sigiﬁary of the kind he indicated, as my démarche to him
‘\"bMM

corresponded to a si démarche to the seme effect to Mr. Ben-Guriomn.

M —, =) | ks |

&e&o@;&-’m,?’my view that stopping of warlike acts was a pre-condition,
recognizing the time-limit set by that very fact, recognizing the exact
equality of treatment of the Israel and Egypt Governments, I thi he

could see the démarches and my present approach in their proper perspective:
Generally speaking, I did not want to have a war of words, and I wished

the episode to which he referred to be closed. What weu;eydiscussing

‘a'.&e/ hard facts, and those facts had to be brought in harmony with tle:

demands of the situation, Ry e
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Colonel Nasser, for the time being, did not pursue tle:
subjecta

I continued by saying that I had to bring up agé.in the
subject of my conversation yesterday with Dr. Fawzi. This morning I
had received the text of the last Israeli letter to the Security Council,

o
which gave ﬁ)lé one-sided presentation of Mr. Ben-Gurion's approach to

: o b 2y e : :

General Burnse I would consider(: \@enera,l interest to make the record

doveA
complete by a publication on my d.eab—];é démarche to Mr. Ben-Gurion and

Col. Nasser; such a publication of the two letters would put the story
in the right perspective, but ¥ was obviously not possible without adding
the reply of Ben-Gurion! s(and my comments on that reply)which, in turn,
would not be possible unless I had an assurance, from the EgyptianGovern-

s
ment@.n identical termsi‘in writingl It was not personal interest, as

my exchange of letters with Mr. Ben-Gurion kept my record with the

Security Council straight, but I felt that it was in Egyptts interest

; acy (M e el e HG
to give a written assuranceyas that would balance ’che(éount and ¥ war

of words. I would be pleased to see such development and, for that
reason, hoped that the Egyptian Govermnment would see its way to give me
a written assurance. .

Later in the conversé,tion, both Dr. Fawzi and Col. Nasser

indicated that such a written assurance will be given, after an agreement

on the text(bin the course of the a.f’cernoon:

.0.'/‘0.'0
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I then brought up the question of shootingWColonel

LV i
Nasser about the Israeli declaration that it would/keep their vpatrols away

from the demarcation line, without abandoning their Wrightst. I felt

T AN o A&
that that declaration, which/remained unilateral, #um provide/basis for

instructions to the Egyptian side to stop shooting.

Colonel Nasser replied that the Egyptian side was shooting
only at patrols, which caused General Burns to point out that thegy 22;;
snipers into Israeli territory to shoot at outposts. . This was an established
facte Colonel Nasser then swung around and said that although it
certainly was most undiplomatic, he wanted to say that this was true;in

a situation of tension Egyptian patrols were sent across the Demarcation

line and were shooting at outposts; that was unavoidable in self-

=

r(,c/cw-/“/mm 5 }

protection, in a situation of strong tension calling i‘W .. &

Qrepl:ied that I wished to thank him for his frankrTess and
the statement of this harsh fact. Such frankness was the only basis on
which our talks would make sense. I concluded that with the Israeli
declaration, there would no longer be an excuse for such practices.

Colonel Nasser replied that he could give direct instructions stopping

such actions, which caused me to say that I felt that under such
circumstances we could tie the matters ups I could address a message

to Mr. Ben-Gurion noting the declared intention of Israel to kiep their
patrols out of sight, saying that on this basis I had assurances of the
Egyptian Government to keep their people away from the Demarcation Line

and from shooting across the Demarcation Line, and reguesting a confirmation

that under these circumstances the Israelis woull stick td tl:xeif

..... ,000.
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declared intention. I added that, as a matter of course, the Israeli
C va—v-f“‘v\fvtg
intention’ which was caused=as a resulb i&% our repeated requests,]/was

tentative and J& Areak down if it did not lead to a pacification on
the Demarcation Line. I did not see any reason why the matter should not
be settled this very daye

Colonel Nasser replied that this could be done Bir the
issuance of specific instructions and that Dr.Fa,wzi and I yfould have

9 el (i,
a look at the text of the messa.ge/ However, he wished to repeat that the
pre:rj.ous practices were a natural outcome of a state of acute tension,
mh;.cl caused me to indicate that that very tension was augmented by the
pract:.ces, and could be broken only if both sides were willing to take the
risk of tentative abstention from ’ohg%ontlnho‘:—;m__ﬁ/f-ﬁdl For that
very reason, whatever the background of the various actions, the logical
approach to the prevailing conditions would be new instructions from
the Egyptians, matched by the maintenance on the Israel sid§ of the
new patrolling practice;-

However, without renewing the previous discussion, I agadgd
in this context to bring up again the hot issue of raids, which I had
raised at the beginning of our conversation. Col. Nasser certainly
could see the very close relationship between tle raiding and the issue
we now had discussed as one which.could be settleds I had to repeat
on that account - and if he vﬁ.she;:/the could regard it as a tribute -
that I knew, definitely knew, that he had it in his power to stop

the raidse

...O/....
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The rest of the conversation touched ¥middsf on generalities,
Colonel Nasser said that he was not sure about Israell!s intentions, to
which I replied I was Jjust as sure about those as about Bolonel Nasserts
own intentions, It probably was undiploma’cic{,’ but I wanted to add that
in my several conversations with Foreign Ministers of leading countries,

I had noted that they used about Col. Nasser the same expressions of

uncertainty about his intentions as he had used about the Israeli

Government. This was an absurd situation, where the mutual suspicions
[+

T 5
had to be broken down wha—.eh/ I felt, could only be done by /concret
. 7 be done by /Concrele,

approach to the very many problems of detail which had to be resolved

in order to break down the present uni‘ortu.nate e . ﬂi.f
- Colonel Nasser accep?e/ my basic thesis that we are dlscussa.ng not
~ovly (o)
declarations of principle, but)very hard and partly rather unpleasant

facts } I thought that we might succeed to meke oA

b/l,\ 2
positive contribution to @\%—17\4 developmen}{new directione







