‘This is the first time that action. has been
taken under the.‘Uniting for Peace  resclu-
tion, and I confess to a feeling of sadness,
indeed even distress, at not being able to
support the position taken by two countries
whose ties with my country are and will remsin
close and intimate; two countries which have
contributed so much to man's progress and
freedom under law; and two countries which are
Cenada's mother countries. -

1 régret the use of military force in the
circumstances which we have been discussing,
but I regret also that there was not more
time, before a vote had to be taken, for con—
sideration of the best way to bring about that
kind of cease-fire which would have enduring
and beneficial results. I think that we were
entitled to that time, for this is not only a
tragic moment for the countries and peoples
immediately affected, but isan equally dif-
ficult time for the United Nations itself.
I know, of course, that the situation is of
special and, indeed, poignant urgency, a human
urgency, and that action could not be postpon-
ed by dragging out a discussion, as has been
done so aften in this Assembly. I do feel,
however, that had that time, which has always.
to my knowledge, in the past been permitted
for adequate examination of even the most
critical and urgent resolution, been avallable
on this occasion, the result might have been a
better resolution. Such a short delay woudd
not, I think, have done harm, but, in the long
run, would have helped those in the area swho
need help most at this time.

Why do I say this? In the first place, our
resolution, though it has been adopted. is
only a recommendation, and its moral effects
woulid have been greater if it could have
received a more unanimous vote in this Assem-
bly~~which might have been possible.if there
had been szomewhat more delay. _

~Secondly, this recommendation which we
have adopted cannot be effective without the
compliance of those to whom it is addressed
and who have to carry it out. I had-ventured
to hope that, by a short delay and in informal
talks, we might have made some headway, or at
least have tried to make some headway, in
securing a favourable response, before the
vote was taken. from those governments and
delegations which will be responsible for
carrying 1t out. T

I consider that there is one great omis-
sion from this resolution, which has already
been pointed out by previous speakers--more
pacticularly by the representative of New
Zealand, who has proceeded me. This resolution
does provide for a cease-fire, and I admit
that that is of first importance and urgency.
But, alongside a cease-fire and a withdrawal
of troops, it does not provide for any steps
to be taken by the United Nations for a peaze
settiement, without which a cease-fire will be
only of temporary value at best. Surely, we
should have used this opportunity to link a
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cease-fire to the absolute necessity of a
political settlement in Palestine and for the
Suez. and perhaps we might also have been able
to recommend u procedure by which this ab-
solutely essential process might begin.

Today we are facing a feeling of almost
despairing crisis for the United Nations and
for peace. Surely that feeling might have been
harnessed to action or at least to a formal
resolve to act at long last and to do some-
thing effect!ve about the underlying causes of
this crisis which has brought us to the very
edge of 1 tragedy even greater than that which
has already taken place. We should then, I
think, have recognized the necessity for
political settlement in this resolut.on and
done something about it. And I do not think
that, if we had done that, -t wouid have post-
poned action very long on the other clauses of
the resclution. Without such a settlement,
which we might hase pushed forward under the
incentive of fear, our resolution, as I see
Lt, may not make for an enduring and real
peace. We nmeed action, then, not only to end
the fighting but to make the peace.

1 believe that there ig another omission
from this resolution, to #hich attention hag
also already been directed. The armed forces
of Israel and of Egypt are to withdraw, or if
you like, to return to the armistice lines,
where presumably, if this is done, they will
once again face each other in fear and hatred.
what then? What then, .six months from now?
Are we to. go through all th's again? Are we to
retum to the status quo? Such a returmn would
not be to a position of security, or even a
tolerable position, but would be 2 retumn to
terror, bloodshed, strife, incidents, charges
and counter-charges, and ultimately another
explosion which the United Nations armistice
commission would be powerless to prevent and
possibly even to investigate.

I therefore would have liked to see a
provision in this resolution--and this has
been mentiohed by previous speakers--authoriz-
ing the Secretary-General to begin to make
arrangements with member govemments for a
Un.ted Nations force large enough to keep
these borders at peace while a political
settlement is being worked out. I regret ex-
ceedingly that time has not been given to
follow up th:is idea, which was ment.oned also
by the representatise of the United Kingdom .n
his first speech, and I hope that even now,
when action-¢n the resolution has been com-.
pleted, it may not be too late to give con-
sideration to this matter. My own government
wouid be glad to recommend Canadian partic.pa-
tion in such a United Nat.ens force, a truly
intemat.onal peace. and polrce force.

We have a duty here. We also-or, should I
say, we had--an.opportunity. Our resolution
may deal with one aspect of our duty--an
urgent, a terribly urgent, aspect. But, as I
see .t, it does nothing to seize that opportu-
n.ty which, if it had been seized. might huve

(Over,



