Record of the third session of tripartite talks on the Suez Crisis (London,
30 July 1956)

Caption: From 29 July to 2 August 1956, the French, British and US delegations meet in London for
tripartite talks to establish a common position on the nationalisation of the Suez Canal Company. At the third
session on 30 July, the talks focus on drawing up a list of participants for the forthcoming maritime
conference on the Suez Canal.
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RECORD OF MEETING HELD IN GCUNCIL CHAMBER,
" FO L IGN OFFICE AT NOON ON JULY 30, 1956

Ths conference had before them a draft communiqué, which cﬂulﬂ
also serve as an iuvitation to powers to the prapuﬂechG
users. They also had a list of powers, which might be in
to the proposed conference, celculated on the basis of 1888
Conveution powers, flag tonnage and itrade. lMpr. Ross explained
that the communigué did net eover all points. In particular the
French delegation had wished it to be put on record that Nasser
had indicated publicly that he was unable to run the Canal, axeapt
by foreing the employees of the Buez Canal Company to remaln at
worlks This point had been omitted, sincs it was thought that it
might lessen the chauces of ﬁ%talning support far the ccmmuniqué
and the ensuing coufersnce.

The Foreipn Secretary asked whet was the advantage of tha
list prepered by uthe Working Party over a list based on mamha ahﬂ,
pf the Intarnational GhaMber of Shipplﬂg. In raply it waa 1

' political flavour. LT Seﬂretar th ht th

communign? should cover the Tact that Nasser ha& behaved baﬁly as
well as the desirabillty of international arrengements

operating the Canal.  lr. Murphy ssid he would prafar
ta~ﬁ” icle 8 of the 1885 Bonvan-inn aﬁd this had b

3e ratar” said that, whatever came ot of th"'ﬁre en
- B¢ d €8 aential that there sheuld bs
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replied that, apart from gaining some time, the principal
United States object was %a Eall:% a useful impact on the EgYRLLEH
attitude, It might also Tortify our position with regard to
Article 1 of the 1888 Convention, A three power approach tzpw-e.
this problem was not enough and it was essential £0 :aaﬁenhéﬁ,
base. Although the United States were not signatori to ﬁ vy
1888 Convention they nevertheless benefitted from the use Q:t“
this international wabterway and would insist on their right to
this use. 'Ehg_géggynge retary said that if we were not very
careful the Conference ot Mari%ime Povers might limit our
freedom of action. M. Pineau saild that the conference nad ¢

two purposes:

(1) To gain time, L rcr, e P
(i1) To meke clear that the Canal should be put on an
international basis.

There was further discussion of the Confe:

and the poss
pointed out
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ﬁ /~The guestion of was then discussed. M. Chauve:

sa3id that the Engtian éovernmart had giv T
en shi
a week to comply with the new ragulatigna. PPLGE eomnEnIER

Mr. Proctor Said that the Minister of Trans
port was Seging

British ship owners in the afterncon and it would
give them instructions 500N i TeE

M. Pineau pointed out that some shipving companies normally
made advance payments to the Suez Canal Company. Such compsnies
woulg be in danger of being forced to pay twice for the same
serviee.

8ir Leslie Rowan sazid thet, iff a politic:]1 decision were

taken that ships were to be kept moving through the Canal at
present, it would be necessary to decide how payment should be
made. It was to be heped, although this secmed unlikely, that
ships would continue to transit the Cansl, paying as they had

done previously. If masters found they cnuld not get through the
Canal on this basis they would then need exchange control
authority to enable theam to pay. If such authority were given
1t would neot be for payment sither to the Egyptian Government

or their new Suez Csnal suthority, butl would be given to shipping
companies for “ahlps expenditure generally". As to the question
of shipping compznies paying twice for the same service this

might be dealt with by a subseguent claim. This problem, however,
was Bubordinate to the necessity of keeping ships moving through
the Canal, provided that was the political decision. If

shipping companies a@sked whether they might pay the Suez Canal
authority, they would bs given no specific advice but simply told
that if they found it necessary to pay there woild be no objecticon
on exchsnge control grounds. Payment would be made "subject

to reserve as to the right of the Egyptian Gawernmsnt, o demand
the payment of dues". is sy ' nued
for a 1ong tlme it would conﬂiderably prejudice tae Gove

C cognition of the new Suez
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The longer payments wers continued, &0 that the new
authority obtsined money, the more face we should lose and
the more we should weaken our juridical position.

He 8lso wished to rsise the guestion of our nationals in

Egypt and perhaps Jordsn. It was possible that there might :
be unpleassant ineldents and it was for consideratior
we should now teke steps to thin them out. Trere were some
13,000 British nstionsls in Egypt, of whom about 7, 000 were from
the United Kingdom. M. Pineau agrsed with the Foreign Secretsry
thet people with nothing urgent to do in Egyp'b should leave.
Mr. Murphy said there were 2,800 A :_L. j_ Egypt plus a number
of tourists. The United 31;&11‘.35 < - : :
but no decision on evacuation had been haleen. vas agreed
that this question might be discussed wit ¢ Prime Minister
at lunch.

1 l—l'!
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