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Thlis danger was in all our minds diring those =

fateful days last antumn. Tt may'have‘leSSéned“sinCe”thén'

but it still ‘exists.” Whether it was ircreased or decéreaseéd

by the intervention of the United Nations in its effort to

bring about "an end to the military action of Israel, and -
later’ that of "the Urited Kingdom and France, against Egypt

1s 'something over ‘which men can and will differ for & long =~ -
time. "I happen to think myself, and I say thils in no dogmatic¢™
manner, that action by the United Nations at that time “may have
prevented a bltter, unrélenting and destructive d@ivision, or
~worse, between the Arab,” and most of the Asian world on the one
hand,” and the West on the other; and that in these turbulent -
waters the ‘communists would have found and exploited an idesl
fishing ground with unhappy and perhaps tragié results. The
strains and stresses of this conflict on the Commonwealth ~— -
association because of the pro-Arab feelings of its Asian members
would also have been great, perhaps insupportable.

While the fighting in Egypt may Have ceased, I have
no illusions about the continuing threat to general peace’ C
coming from Israeli-Arab hatred and hostility and the instabilit
and insecurity of the whole Middle East area. Nevertheless,
I repeat that in my view the situation would have become worse
by now if the United Nations had not intervened.

That intervention, however, is far from having been
completed. The United Nations has stopped the fighting. It
has brought about the withdrawal of foreign forces from Egypt,
though not, in the case of Israel, through the kind of clear
and specific arrangements which we favoured but were not "able
to secure. But the United Nations or its Members have not yet
done much about the situation which brought about military
intervention in the first place. Until they do, there 1is no
reason to be satisfied or to come to any final and approving
conclusions about our work in New York.

The question, then, whether the United Nations should
or should not have intervened last October is one that historians
will argue about for years. The question whether Canada should
or should not have joined the United Kingdom and France in
opposing such intervention is one which does not have to await
reference to the historians for an argument. It has ‘already
been widely debated and perhaps we will be hearing a good deal
about it in the noisy weeks ahead.

So far as the United Nations is concerned, once military
action had been taken by Israel - and later by the United Kingdom
and France - no matter whether we supported or.regretted that
action, its intervention was inevitable. Surely with Arab and
Asian members feeling as they did, and with Russia gleefully
seizing an opporrunity to cause trouble - and take our minds off
her own brutal aggression in Hungary - 1t was obvious that the
United Nations would be brought into the situation; first via
the Security Council and, when the veto made action by that body
impossible, via the General Assembly under the "Uniting for Peace"
Resolution. 1Indeed, if the United Nations had not intervened it
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