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regarding the Middle East and the Suez Canal.” And they had been
‘highly critical of the United States policy (or lack of one) in the
Middle East”.*”

m

Dutch Suez policy was no accident. The Suez crisis was seen as part of
a long-term development. Radical Afro-Asian leaders like Sukarno
and Nasser threatened to disrupt the international system.
Confronted with actions like the nationalization of the Suez Canal or
the unilateral actions of the Indonesian government wvis-d-vis the
Netherlands, the West had to stand firm and defend its interests, if
necessary by military means. American ambiguity and reluctance,
however, made such an attitude impossible.

Though supported by the Second Chamber and most of the press as
well, Luns’ policy was criticized by some high-ranking diplomats and
foreign ministry officials. Beyen and former foreign minister Stikker
concluded that Luns’ policy was immoderate and counter-productive.
Critics like Stikker and Beyen followed the American line of reason-
ing, though they had to admit ~ as Beyen did in cabinet — that the
American attitude was not stern and consistent. Beyen and Stikker
represented the ‘modern’, internationalist tendency in Durtch foreign
policy, and logically opposed Luns’ Suez policy. Luns represented the
conservative, ‘atavistic’ tendency in Dutch foreign policy. Srtikker
rightly suggested that colonialist emotions had played a role in Dutch
policy-making regarding Suez: there were no material Dutch interests
involved, and the most important lobby - the Dutch ship-owners —
even explicitly disagreed.

Dutch Suez policy was inspired by resentments stemming from the
decolonization of the Dutch Indies and the continuous Dutch—
Indonesian conflicts. Fixed on the role of Afro-Asian leaders like
Nasser and Sukarno, the Netherlands rejected the American policy,
which tried not to jeopardize relations with the newly independent
nations. The American government was in fact accused of being
indulgent vis-a-vis both the Afro-Asian and the socialist countries,
and therefore responsible for the Western weakness during the crises
of 1956.

Returning to the discussions mentioned above, it is clear thar the
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Netherlands did not act as ‘an exemplary ally of the United States’
during the Suez crisis. It did not give ‘unconditional support’ to
American Suez diplomacy. On the contrary, in The Hague criticism
and resentment prevailed with respect to the role the United States
played during the Suez crisis. Dutch post-colonial frustrations were
still fresh and strong, which explains the Dutch atricude during the
Suez crisis, extreme compared with those of other west European
countries not involved. These sentiments cannot be discarded by
labelling them as an exception to the pro-American rule. They would
in fact hinder Dutch foreign policy-making until the transfer of
sovereignty over West New Guinea in 1963.

University of Amsterdam
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