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the reputation of western Europe in the Afro-Asian countries. 
Denying the rumours about collusion, however, the PvdA - like all 
other parties apart from the communists - considered the Israeli 
attack as legitimate self-defence. 

When the Suez crisis was extensively discussed in the Second 
Chamber, 4-6 December 1956, several delegates criticized the 
American Suez policy. Delegate J.J.R. Schmal of the protestant 
Christian Historical Union (CHU) declared that he had 'little respect' 
for the American artitude during the Suez crisis. Others expressed 
regret at American ambiguity and indulgence vis-a-vis the Afro-Asian 
countries. L.W.G. Scholten, delegate of the Calvinistic Anti
Revolutionary Party, said that the United States risked losing their 
leadership of the Western world. Even the majority of the Social 
Democrats, in principle following the American point of view, regret
ted the lack of American leadership, and nostalgically referred to the 
days of the Truman doctrine and Marshall Aid. Several delegates 
expressed their hope that the Soviet intervention in Hungary would 
strengthen the Atlantic Alliance and would stimulate the United 
States to fulfil its obligations as leader of the Western world. 

The Second Chamber endorsed Luns' disappointment with the role 
of the United Nations. Most delegations criticized the UN policy of 
returning to the 'status quo ante', which was considered by some to 
be a deliberate artempt to restore Nasser's power. A right-wing Social 
Democrat, j. de Kadt, doubted whether democratic countries could 
remain members of such an organization. In his reaction in the 
Second Chamber, Luns once more underlined his pro-British and pro
French point of view. The Anglo-French intervention had been 
directed agaiust 'excessive nanonahsm, dictatorship and fanaticism, 
which threatened stability in the Middle East and vital interests of a 
free Europe'. When British and French vital interests were at stake, so 
were those of the Dutch. The foreign minister rejected the conclusion 
that Great Britain and France, acting without prior consultation with 
the US, hnd been responsible for the tensions within the Atlantic 
Alliance. Consultation of the US government would have had no 
results, according to Luns, because of the negative American arti
tude.56 As the British ambassador in The Hague wrote in his 'Annual 
Review for 1956': •Tue Dutch Government and people have . . . been 
in the main strong supporters of the British and French actions 
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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'.57 

III 

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 vis-a-vis the 
Netherlands, the West had to stand firm and defend its interests, if 
necessary by military means. American ambiguity and reluctance, 
howeyer, 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 Beycn 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 'modem', internationalist tendency in Dutch foreign 
policy, and logically opposed Luns' Suez policy. Luns represented rhe 
conservative, 'atavistic' tendency in Dutch foreign policy. Stikker 
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 disagn:ed. 

Dutch Suez policy was inspired by resentments stemming from the 
decolonization of the Durch 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 dear that 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 attitude during the 
Suez crisis, extreme compared with those of other west European 
countries not involved. These sentiments cannot he 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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