Record of the first session of tripartite talks on the Suez Crisis (London, 29
July 1956)

Caption: From 29 July to 2 August 1956, tripartite talks are held in London to establish a common position
on the nationalisation of the Suez Canal Company. At the first session on 29 July, the Americans, British and
French agree on the need for a conference at which the countries with an interest in the canal can give their
views on the matter. But on most of the major points for discussion there is disagreement between the United
States and the European countries, particularly on questions regarding responsibility, the economic sanctions
that should be imposed on Egypt and the preparation of potential military action.
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T0P SEGRET

Eis Government did not wish to publicly dof®
position of the Suez Canal Compsny's _ahﬂ Sl
although they realised this might be importsnte
important point to them was the free access &
watervay. He hoped that the final di

‘aly be reached after a sober estimat
account of the effect such decisions would h
He also felt that not only the interests of th s
taken into consideration, but also those of atherTﬂa”ach- r
Conpideration might be given to the use of the %ﬁ mf Suez,
support of friendly countries, including those st gi Z
enlisted, Action by the Internstional Court of Juii g oF milltary
United Nations might also be considered. The questio i on
intervention did not arise, 1t would in any cass depe The.
developments, and chould be relogated to the backgrnunﬁ. A
Arsb-Israscl conflict should also be segrsgated from ﬁheipmre a of e
The Egyptisn Ambassaaar in Washington had & baen nEoT me
the United States' views. Mr. M a;
consequences to Western pr
‘were not handled corr
taken it should be o .
world oplnion.wlt- it,n Aoy
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TUP SECRET

areas. He would like to have the views of M. Pineau and
Mr, Murphy on the desirability of such a conference

and how it should be composed. He was not in favour of the
Secretary-General of the Unitcd Nations convening this
conference and would prefer it to be convened by one or
rnore of the Tripartite powers. ' '

M, Pincau did not agree with the United States approach to this
whole gquestion, It should not be regarded as a legal problem, but
as a political one. It was a direct result of the decision made by
the United States Government nol to finance the Aswan Dam, If Nasser
were to get away with this, it would have incalculable
consequences for the whole Western position, Like Hitler, Nasser
had made no secret of his intentions. If any legal decision were
taken ageinst Nasser, he would be no more likely to abide by it
than by the Security Council decision that Hgypt should not
obstruct the passage of Israeli ships through the Canal. He
considered that a Note in general terms should be sent to Egypt
as a result of the present conference, He alsoc agreed that a
conference of maritime powers should be convened, He agreed with
the Foreign Secretary on the military aspects of the proulem.

In rcply to a question from Mr. Murphy, the Secerctary of Statc
explained that we were only proposing military preparations in order
to enable us to ensure by force, as a last resort, the free transit
of vessels through the Canal, We had to ensure that the Canal
remained an international waterway. It was not intanﬁed:t@‘nm%a

any military ultimatum to Nasser at the oresent stage. Ve

however be rcady in case he were to occupy th&'bagg-ér.taka7gﬁﬁion

out that United States
idea of ﬁs;-i‘-r;g force.
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would be run efficiently with the prosont starf. Nasser Wov o
demand the payment of '_afxas: in Bgypt. Secondly, fi’tx__g ey tg"‘;ﬁgd
be raised moderatecly, but not so much that 1t wcul E‘ai Fig—.
shipping round the Cape. Thirdly, Nasser would start #9 Co8=
criminate ageinst shipping and, perhaps with the ..'h_"’lg GJ'E::I_ : St
U.S.5.R., would embark on a campaign against Western oi interests.

‘The meeting was then adjourned until 9.30.
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