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SUMMARY STATEMENT BY THE SECRETARY ~-GENERAL ON MATTERS
OF WHICH THE SECURITY COUNCIL IS SEIZED AND ON THE
STAGE RTACHED IN THEIR CONSIDERATION

Pursuant to rule 11 of the provisional rules of. procedure of the Security
Council, the Secretary-~Ceneral wishes to éubmit the?following statement on
matters of which the Security Council is seized end on the stage reached in
their consideration on 3 November 1956.

1. The Iranian question (see S/3618)

2. Speciasl agreements under Article 43 and. the organization of the armed
forces made available to the Security Council (see 5/3618)

3. Rules of procedure of the Security Council (see S/3618)

k. Statute and rules of procedure of the Military Staff Committee (see 8/3618)

5. The general regulation and reduction of armaments and information on the
armed forces of the United Nations (see S/3618)

6. Appointment of a governor for the Free Territory of Trieste (see 8/3618)

7. The Egyptian question (see S/3618)

8. The Indonesian question {see S/3618)

9. ‘Voting procedure in the Security Council (see S/3618)

0.  Reports of the strategiq Trust Territory of the Pacific Islands pursuant
to the resolution of>the Security Council of 7.March 1949 (see 5/3618)

11. Applications for membership (see 5/3618, /3626 and §/3630) )

1z.  The Palestine question (see 8/3618, /3687 and S/3700)

By a letter dated 29 October 1956 {§/3706) addressed to the President of
the Security Council, the representetive of the United States of America stated
that his Government had received information to the effect that the armed forces
of Israel had penetrated deeply into Egyptian territory in a military action
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commenced on 29 October in the-Sinai;area. He therefore requested. the
convocation of a meeting of the Council as soon as possible to consider "Steps
for the immediste cessation of the militery action of Israel in Dgypt".

At its ThBth meeting on 30.0ctober, the Security Council included the
sub-iten proposed by the representative of the United‘States in its agenda
without objection and invited‘the‘repreéentatives of Bgypt and Isreel to
participate ln its considevatlon. Following a statement by the representative
of the United States and a report by vhe Secretary-General on information
received from the Chief ofestaff,,the Council began its general debate on the
question. |

Considerstion of the guestion was eontinued at the Thoth and T50th meetings,
2lso held on 30 October.  The representativé of the United Kingdom read the
text of a statement (S/3711) by the Prime Minister of the United Kingdom in the.
House of Commons on 30 October, declaring, inter alia, that the United Kingdom
and French Governments had addressed urgent communications to the Governments of
Egypt and Israel, calling upon both sides to stop all warlike action by land,
sea and‘air forthwith and to withdraw thelr military forces to a distance of
10 miles from the Suez Canal. Ih_order to separate the belligerents and to
guarantee freedom of transit through the Canal by the ships of all natioﬁs, they
had asked the Egyptian Government to agree that Anglo-Freﬁch forces shdﬁld move
temporarily into key positions at Port Said, Ismeilila and Suez. It had been
made clear to Egypt and Israel that if after iwelve hours one or both had not
undertaken to comply witﬁ'those requirements, British and French forces would
intervene in whatever strength .proved necessary to secure complisnce.

Also at the Thoth meeting the representative of the United States introduced
a draft resolution (S/371L0) providing that the Security Council, noting that the
- armed forces of Israel had penetrated deeply into Egyptian territory iln violation
of the Armistice Agreement between Lgypt and Israel and expressing its grave
concern, should (l) call upon Israel immedlately to withdraw 1ts armed forces
behind the established armistice lines; (2) call upon &1l Members to refrain
from the use of force or threat of force in the area in any manner inconsistent
with the Purposes of the United Natlons, to assist the United Nations in

ensuring the integrity of the Armistice Agreements, and to refrain from giving



8/3738
English
Page 3

any military, eccnomic or Tinancial assistance to Israel so long as it had not
complied with the resolution; and (3) request the Secretary-Generasl to keep the
Council informed on compllance with~the resolution and to uwake whatever
recommendations he deemed approprizte for the ﬁaintenance of international peace
and’éecurity in the area by the implementation of that and pridr resolutions.

At a leter stage the representative of the United States agreed to amend
his draft resoluticn by the insertion of a new paragraph 1, calling upon Israel
and Egypt ilmmediately to cease fer, and to renumber the paragraphs of the draft
resolutlon accordingly. '

The Security Council took a vote at its TWOth meeting on the United States
draft resolution (5/3710), as modified, which failed of adoption owing to the
negatlve votes of two perman=nt mewbers of the Council. It recelved 7 votes in
favour, 2 against (France and the United Kingdom), and 2 abstentions (Australia
and Belgium).

Following the vote, the representative of the USSR introduced a draft
resolution (8/5715) providing that the Security Couneil, noting that the armed
forces of Israel had penetrated deeply into Bgyptian territory in violation of
the Armistice Agreement between Egypt and Israel and expressing its grave concern
at that violati¢n of the Armistice Agreement, would call upon Israel immediately
tovwithdréw its armed forces behind the established armistice lines. At the
suggestion of the representatives of Chins and Iran, the representative of the
USSR agreed to add to his draft resolution paragraphs calling upon Israel and
Egypt immediately to cease fire, and reqnésting the Secretary-General to keep the
Council informed on compliance with the resolution and to make whatever
recommendations he deemed appropriate. N

The Council decided by 8 votes to 1; with 2 abstentions, to adjourn until
9 p.m., and sgreed to include as a second item in its evening agenda a letter
dated 30 October from the representative of Eeypt (S/3712).

At the T750th meeting the revised text of the USSR draft resolution
(8/3713/Rev.1) was questioned by some Council members because the text had been
revised to read in paragraph 1 "Calls upon all the parties concerned immediately
to cease fire". The representative of the USSR accordingly agreed to revert to
the original text reading "Calls upon Israel and Bgypt immediately to cease fire".
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The revised USSR draft resolution (S/3713/Rev.l), as amended, was then put to the
vote, and was not adopted owing to the negative votes of two permanent members of
the Council. It received 7 votes in fevour, 2 against (France and the Unlted
Klngdom), with 2 abstentions (Belgium and the United States of America).

Following the vote on the USSR draft resolution and some explanations of
votes by Council members, the Security Counecil turned to ﬁhe next item on its
agends 'for the meeting, the letter dated Z0 October from the representative of
Egypt (see item 32 below). At the conclusion of its consideration of that item,
the Council adopted & resolution at its T51lst meeting on 31 October considering
that a grave 51tuatlon had been created by action undertaken against Egypt, teking
into account the fact that the lack of uneninity of its permenent members at the |
Thoth and 750th meetings of the Council had prevented it from exercising its
primery résponsibility for the meintenance of international peace and security,
and deciding to call an emergency sﬁecial segsion of the CGeneral Assembly in order
to mske appropriate recommendations.

13. The India-Pakistan qUestion (see S/%618)

1k. The Czechoslovak question (s/3618)

15. The question of vhe Free Territory of Trieste (see S/3%618)

16. The Hyderabad question (see S/3618)

17. Identic notifications dated 29 September 1948 from the Govermments of the

French Republic, the United Kingdom -and the United States of America to

the Secretary-General (see S/%618)

18. International control of stomic energy (see 5/3618)

19. Complaint of armed invasion of Taiwan (Formosa) (see S/3618)

20. Complaint of bombing by air forces of the territory of China (see S/3618)

21. Compleint of failure by the Iranian Government to comply with provislonal
, measures indicated by the International Court of Justice in the Anglo-

Ireaian 0il Compeny case (see 8/3618)

22, Question of an appeal to States to accede to and ratify the CGeneva Protocol

of 1925 for the prchibition of the use of bacterial weapons (see 8/3618)

25. Question of a request for investigatlon of alleged bacterlal warfare

(see s/3618 ’
2L. Letter dated 29 May 1954 from the acting representative of Thailand to the

United Nations addressed to the President of the Security Council (see 8/3618)
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25. Cablegram dated 19 June 195k from the Minister of Externsl Relabions of
Guatemala addressed to the President of ﬁhe Security Council (see 5/3618)

26. Letter dated 8 September 1954 from fhe rebreser ssive of the Unlted States
of America addressed to the President of the Security Council (see 8/3618)

27, Letter dated 28 January 1955 from the representabive of Now Zealand
addressed to the President of the Security Councml concernlng the question
of hostilities in the avea of Lertain islands off the coast of the mainland
of China. Ietter dated 30 January 195) from the representative of the
Union of SOV1et Socialist Republics addressed to the President of the
uecurlby Council coneeruing the qpegtlon of acts of aggression by the
Um:ted States of America against the People's Republic of China in the
area of Taiven and other islands of China (see 8/3618)

28, SJtuation created by the ‘wnilateral action of the Egyptlan Government in
bringing to an end the system of 1nternat10nal operatlon of the Suez Canal,
which was confirmeéd and completed by the Suez Canal Convention of 18688
(see 8/3661, 5/3667 and‘S/Bb'(T) ‘ o

29. Actions against Egypt by some Powers, perticularly France and the United
Kvngdom, vhich constitﬁfe a danger to international peace énd'eecurity ana‘
are serious v1olatlons of the Chartér of the United Nations (see S/jéGl)

30. The oltuatlon in Hungarv "

By a letter dated 27 October 1956 (S/5690), the representatlves of France,
the United Kingdom and.the Uniteq States of Amer;ca addressed the President qf' ‘
the Security Council with fegard to the eituatidn created by the action of fbreign
nilitary forces 1n Hungery in violently repressing the rlghts of the Hungarlan
people as secured by the Treaty of Peace to which the Governments of Hungary and
the AJlled and Associated Powers were parties. These three Governments bherefore
requested, under Article ih of the Charter, that an item entitled "The sntuatLon
in Hungary be included in the agenda of the oecur&ty Council and that the Council
be convened urgently t0 conblder the item.

By a letter dated 28 October (8/5691), addressed to the Secretary General,
the representative of thu Hungarlan People's Republic transm:tted the text of a .
declaratlon by his Government protes thg the placing on the agends cons;deratlon.
of any question concerning the domestic affairs.of Hungary .
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At its Th6th meeting, on 28 October, the Security Council decided, by a vobe
of 9 to L (USSR), with 1 abstention (Yugoslavia), to include the guestion in its
agenda. In response to his request (8/3694), the Council agreed, without
objectlon, to invite the representative of Hungary to participete, without vote,
in its consideration of the question. By = vote of 1 in favouf (USSR) to
9 ageinst, with 1 abstention (Yugoslavia), the Council rejected a proposal of
the USSR for postponement of the discussion of the question for three or four
days. TFollowing statements by members of the Council and by the representétive
of Hungary, the Council adjourned, leaving it to the discretion of the President
to convene another meeting when he deemed necessary.
| By a letter dated 2 November 1956 (S/3723), the representatives of France,
the United Kingdom and the United States of America requested the Fresident of
the Security Council, in view of the criticel situation in Hungary, to call an
urgent meeting of the Council that afternoon.

At its 752nd meeting of 2 November, the Security Council, after some
discussion, agreed to accept a suggestion of the President that the credentials
of the representative of Hungary be accepted provisionally and that he retain
his seat at the Council table but not ﬁake a statement pending verification of
his credentiasls. The Council continued its discussion of the question and
agreed to meet again the following day. Towards the close of the meeting the
Council received the text of a letter (3/3726) dated 2 November, from the
President of the Council of Ministers and Acting Foreign Minister of Hungary,
to recognize the declared neutrality of Hungary, and to ask the Security Council
to instruct the Governments of the USSR and Hungary to start immediately
negotiatioﬁs concérning the execution of the termination of the Warsaw Pact and
the withdrawal of Soviet troops stationed in ﬁungary. ‘

At the 75%rd meeting on 3 November, a draft resolution (8/5750) was
circulated by the representative of the United States, according to which the
Security Council, considering that the United Nations is based on the principle
of the sovereign equality of all its Members, recalling that the enjoyment of
human rights and of fundamenﬁal freedoms in Hungary was specifically guaranteed
by the Peace Treaty between Hungary and the Allied and Associated Powers signed
at Paris on 10 February 1947 and that the general principle of those rights and
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freedoms was affirmed for all peoples in the United Nations Charter, convinced
that present events in Hungary manifested clearly the desire of the Hungarian
people to exercise and to enjoy fully their fundamentel rights, freedoms and
independence, deploring the us~ of Soviet military forces to suppress the efforts
of the Hungarian people to reassert their rights, noting the Declaration by the
Soviet Government of 30 October 1956 of its avowed policy of non~intervention in
the internal effairs of other States, noting the communication of 1 November 1956
of the Government of Hungany to the Secretary-General regarding demands made by
that Government to the Government of the USSR for "instant and immediate withdrawal
of Soviet forces", noting further the communication of 2 November 1956 of the »
Governmenv of HUngary to the Secratery-General asking the Security Council "to
instruct the Soviest and Hungerien Governments to start the negotiations 1mmed1ately"
on w1thdrawal of Soviet forces, and anxious to see the independence and
sovereignty of Hungary respected, would (1) call upon the Government of the USSR
to desist forthwith from any form of intervention, particularly armed intervention,
in the internal affairs of Hungary; (2) express the earnest hope that the USSR,
under appropriste arrangements with the Govermment of Hungary, would withdraw sll
Soviet foreee Trom Hungary without delay; (3) affirm the right of the Hungarian
people to a governmentfresponsive to its national aspirations and dediceted to its
independence and well-being; (4) request the Jecretary-General in consultation
with the heads.of appropriate gpecialized a&gencies to explore_on an urgent basis
the need of the Hungarian people for food, medicine and- other similar sﬁpplies "
and to report to the-Security Council as socn as possible; and (5) request all
Members of the United Nations and invite national and internationsl humanitarian
organizations to co-operate'in making availsble such supplies as might be required
by the Hungarian people.

The representative of Peru suggested that amendments might be made in the
United States draft resolution, to the effect that paregraph 2 would begin with
the words "is confident" or “truste", and that operative paragraph 3 would include
reference to the right of the Hungarian people to "secure, through free elections"
a government responsive to its‘national aspirations.

The Council, by a vote of 6 to 2, with 3 abstentions, failed to adopt a
proposal to meet again at 5 p.m. on 4 November,‘and decided, by .10 votes to none,
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with 1 abstention, to hold its next meeting at 10.30 a.m. on 5 November, it being
understood that the scheduling did not rule out the possibility of calling a
meetlng earlier if cfrcumstances should so warrant.

51. Milltary assistance rendered by the Egyptian Government to the rebels in
Algeria

By a letter dated 25 Qcteber 1956 (8/5689 and Corr.l) addressed to the
Secretary-General, tte representative of France requested that en item be placed
on.the agenda of a forthcoming meeting of the Council concerning "Military
assistance rendered by the BEgyptian Government to the rebelshin Algeria". In
an accompanying explanatory memorandﬁm he charged that an examination by French
authorities of the'Egyptien vessel "Athos" on 16 October had disclosed that it
was carrying 8 very large cargo of arms and ammunltlon which had been loaded in
Alexandria and was intended for delivery to a maquis chlef in Algeria.

At its ThTth meeting on 29 October, follqwmng a statement by the
representative of France, the Security Ceuneil decided, without objection, to
include the 1tem on its agenda, and further dec1ded to 1nv1te a representative cf
Egypt to participate, without vote, in its discussion of the question. The
Counc1l agreed that it would be left for the incoming President of the Council
to flx the date for the next meeting on the subgect

32. letter deted 30 October 1956 from the representatlve of Egypt -addressed
to the Pve31dent of the oecurltv Council

By a letter dated 30 October 1956 (8/3712), addressed to the Pre31dent of
the Securlty Council, the representative of Egypt requested that “the Council be
convened that evenlng to consider a letter from the Minister for Foreign Affairs
of Egypt, which he transmitted concerning a note to the Government of Egypt from .
the Government of the United Kingdom-containing an ultimatum te Egypt to (a) stop
all warlike actions by land, sea and air; (b) withdraw all Egyptian military
forces ten miles from the Suez Canal; and (c) accept occupation of Egyptian
© territory by British and French forces of key positions at Port Said, Ismailia
and Suez. The ultimatum demanded an ansver by 6.30 a.m. on 31 October, failing
which the Governments of the United Kingdom and France would intervene in
whatever strength they might deem necessary to secure compliénce._ The Egyptian
Minister for Foreign Affairs declared that that threat of force by the British
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and French Governments and the imminent danger of occupation of Egyptian
territory in flagrant violation of the rights of Egypt and of the Charter of the
United Nations had impelled the Govermment of Egypt to request that the Securilty
Council be convened immediately to consider the British-French act of aggression.

At its T50th meeting on 30 October 1956, the Security Council included this
letter from the representative of Egypt (5/3712) in its agenda by a vote of 7 in
favour to none against, with 4 abstentions (Australia, Belgium, France and the
United Kingdom). Following the rejection of a USSR draft resolution on the
Palestine question (see paragraph 12 above), the Council began its consideration
of the letter from Hgypt, the representative of Egypt having been invited to
participate, without vote, in its consideration. Following statements by
several members, the Council adjourned until the next day in order to reflect cn
a suggestion mede by the representative of Yugoslavia that the Councill consider
the possibility of calling an emergency épecial session of the General Assembly
under the terms of resolution 377 (V), "Uniting for Peace".

\ At the T75lst meeting on 31 October, the representative of Yugoslavia
formally submitted a draft resolution (S/3719), which provided that the Security
Council, considering that a grave situation had been created by action undertaken
against Egypt, and taking into account that the lack of unanimity of its
permanent members at the Th9th and T750th meetings of the Council had prevented
it from exercising its primary responsibility for the maintenance of international
peace and security, should decide to call an emergency special session of the
General Assembly as provided in the General Assembly's resolution 377 (V) in
order to make appropriate recommendations. By a vote of 4 in favour (Australia,
Belgium, France and the United Kingdom) to 6 against, with 1 abstention (Cnina),
the Council rejected a motion by the United Kingdom to the effect that the
Yugoslav draft resolution should be ruled out of order. The Council then
adopted the draft resolution of Yugoslavia. = There were 7 votes in favour,

2 against (France and the United Kingdom), with 2 abstentions (Australia and

Belgium).
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