
Woman's National De ocratic Club 
ashington, D.c. 

February 28, 1957 

. When you asked me to appear before 

you today, you graciously told me to choo m:y own subject. As 

it turns out, thi"s has not been an easy thing to do. You, I, 

and almost everyone else in Wash~on at the moment are pre· 

occupied with the crisis in the Middle East and with all the 

public uncertainties, Congressional-Executive tensions, &nd tbe 

tremendous amount of ction and inaction which is now going on. 

I ~self am f'ull of the subject, and almo t daily for the past 

month_; I have had to address myself to one or the other spect 

of it -- whether it be tbe ambiguities and insufficiencies of 

the Eisenhower Doctrin 'J or the rati"£1" bypocritical one-sidedness 

of the threatened sanctions against Israel. 
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One of th lately has 

been ray rol as a Dele at to the General Assembly of the United 

Natio s. In that role I must;, of course, represent the offici l 

position of' our government as far as my public statements or votes 

:t the United Nations are cone rned. Before I joined the leg tton, 

howe r, I de it quit cl ar that I intend d to speak out in 

my rol s Senator and private citizen w never I f lt that 

our official policies were misguided or insufficient, just as 

I woUld speak out in support of the Administration whenever I 

felt that my support could be elpful nd sincere. 

Within the st ontb., I have watched with considerable 

apprehension the r lationship bet n our iddle East rn polic 

and th functioning of the United tiona. I say apprehension 

bee use I convinced on the one hand that our Middle Eastern 

"policy" _, ls either non-existent or deficient, and on the other hiil11tl 

thbt the way some of our leaders bav used the United Nations 
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in tb1s oonceot1~~!t1 ~~ tbe United ations 

tself. I have in ind specifically the 1nconsist nt attitudes 

of two of t chi f :A publican spokesman on fo ign fairs .. -

President Eisenhower himself, who s aks for tb.e AdDiinistration, 

and my colleagtlfl t the United Nation , nator Knowland, bo 

speaks for hi self and for an und1 clos d number of o-

tionalist R public ns in th Co resa and in tb country. 

are all thoroughly f 1 r with the repeated appeals 

Which President isenhower bas personally made in special rrv 

broadcasts, press conferenc s, and State pe.pers. H ba stated 

in the strongest possible g ralitie~ that it is our national 

policy to rely upon the United Na ions. Such relianc is, I 

uppo , particularly useful when th United States go rnment 

b s no policy itself. But it y 1 by t token, be unfair 

to the United Nations. 

A Senator Mike nsf1eld said last Monday night : "It 

is policy Which would ke th United Nations sea goat 
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Branch of a or frustration, but it wUl hardly ser tb.e 

interest Of the United States." 

Senator Know land, on his part, devoted who1 speech at 

the Georgetown University on February 11, 1957 to th deficiencies 

-ot the United Nations, :raiSiilg bout s :fundamental doubt s 

can be raised concernitig the President ' s relianc on the U.N. 

Senator Knowland •s question, s usual., went straight to the point: 

unoes the record of' tb United Nations warrant continuation 

ot our policy and support?" Every implication in his speech 

suggested that it does not. 

The Senator accused the United at ions of frustr ting 

.its lf by vetoes, of operating on 

of incre singly resorting to bloc voting, 

in int mal dome tic affairs 1 and of discri natiej in allotting 

its financial urdens. Some of these charges re unden1 bl , 

but they spring rro th world in which w 11 ve. KnoWing 
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on bi consistency. Tb se arguments inst the United Nations 

have otten been made by many of those ele nts in the R publican 

Party for wh Bill Knowland bas been a spokesman in the past. 

I sure tbat his supporters will re sured to know tbat 

rvice at th United tions Gener As mbly bas not warped 

the deep and continuing convictio s of t senior Senator 

from C lifornia. 

Consequently I have decided to say few words today bout 

t rol of the United tions s I see it. It is role which 

lh f4 11~ 
does not quite fit either President Eisenhower ' s reliance/\ or 

rL ~t I 

senator Knowl nd , s rejectiorll"- I should preface this by saying 

that I do not want my remark :to be taken in a rtisan context 1 

et 
even when they are delivered from so mUdly ~ partisan rostrum 

/1 

as this. 
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Yet, I am ~ ~ ~ it I al.so point 

out that on may discuss tne United N t:Lons dispas ionately 

at.\ 
t Democr tie P rty ti , b c se orld responsibilit~ s 

never been an issll! which bas torn our party asunder. 

Indeed, as f r s I kno , t United N tions itself bas never 

b en a subject of heat or controversy within the Democratic 

Party. Fro Woodrow Wilson who inspired 1 t 1 through Franklin 

,) 
Roosevelt who :foundl\ it, to Ha;rry Truman who invigorated it 

in Korea in 1950, the United Nations ba. been a testimonial 

nd hard work of state n in the De ocratie rty. 

As far as I concerned., it would be terrible thing if 

this instrument of international cooperation which we Det110crats 

helped o much to build., sbould su.t'fer relapse under simultaneous 

misase by Republican President nd abuse from his senat 

Minority le der. 
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Yet I ar€G~'¥t bas been bappeni 

during the st tew we ks. While th President overloads the 

United Nations with reliane whil retusi to supply the 

th United Nations in a effort to discredit it among tb American 

people. 

Of th se two publican appr cb.es to the United Nations, 

e-lttst'~ 
th President's is the most i:iiMIIIi~ and the most :frustrating. 

At t:i. s be !:las seemed to re rd the United tions as some kind 

ot vast Yn1 vac chtne into which U problems y be f d that 

· re too difficult to b resolved by inspiration, high-minded 

abstraction 1 or moralizing. This pproach in sense is 

flattering to the United tion , but even world organie tiona 

can b flattered to death. 

A tendency to impose task on the United Nations beyond 

its c pac1t1es does disservice to the u .. and its future. 
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Reli e on tbe ~ QU in ~~renee of both poliey 

and le dersbip is self-defeating. Without steady injections 

,·e.5 ",·,. 
of specific American polic~ and bard .. vor ing leaders t the 

U.N.r w c won't register ~hin except a compromise 

of other peoples' pol cies a d other peoples' leaders. 

oth s, while I often welcome 

the Pr€si nt •s vords, I do not alway know what they an. 

Lip-servic adership is not nough to D:Jeet the requirements 

of the hour, and com:f'ortablJ reliance on an intant world 

organization 1s hardly deq te to the t sks now facing us 

s the most powerful nation on arth. 

I do not wish to be misunderstood. I should like to e 

the United tiona used, but used ffectively. I should like 

to energi~ it with rican 1 der hip. I should like to 

strepgthen it and develop it in a dozen different ways, not only 

in its political, but in its soci&l, econOmic and scientific 

spects s well. It is this element of construct! ve, detailed 
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support which I ~Q ~n'-lr¥ &esideat od from 

the Minority 1 der. 

Let turn now to so of th criticisms which nator 
v 

Knowland d others ba made of the United tion m 1 ts 

f'Ulnesa in the context o the long-ter 

L t me ~~gin by d eribing tor you a cane which h&a 

beeom t l.iar to me during my s rvice t t.h U.N. General 

de /I· 
I i scene WhiCh frequently th logic 

or logic choppers an literal 
¢1: 

ded men. He at the Gen ral 

$0 
Assembly are,_na.tion st t s, un~e.l in power, w alth, and 

cultur • All claim an equal ov reignty. E&e ·,pursues, or 

trie to pursue, an independent policy. Each judges ita own 

beat natioriil. interest. Each en ertains ita own private and 

public opiriion about the eh cteri tic of a more p rfeet world. 

The delegate t~ selves represent historical b ckgrounds 

and exhibit cultural differences to such a vast ext nt that most 

logical m n could easily despair over the possibility of commonly 
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accepted standards. Some of the m bers of th United tion 

pay much of the cost of it op r tion: other pay ver.y littl • 

Th r are blo a. Del gates frequently think more of th ir own 

bloc~s and th ir own inter ts thari the overall p ac of the 

world- or rather, I should say, lm.oat all deleg tea _identify 

their own interest /and the inter ts ot th ir own bloc)fs with 

the overall p ace ot the world. Lately, it has se 8d to be 

pai.nfully true that those who defy the law of nations s 

to get aw y With or than tho that respect the Chart r. 

of th Unit d Stat s. One hundred seventy y. are ago our thirt en 

colon! s att pt d the experiment of th United States of Americ • 

There i:s not a ingle thing said again t the Unit d Nations today 

that was not said against the early Republic. How could you 

h ve gove ent h n a part of the states had slaves? There 

was double standard. Th agricultural states were fraid of the 

more indu trialized at tee. ~ wante fre trade. Some wanted 

protection. Th smaller states ere atr id that th larger stat 
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of th felt that they would bear a disproportionate sh re 

ot th cost or the Federal GOvernment. 

Mor over, the nations in the old worlcl that had not been 

able to defeat the r volt ot the colonists predicted that the 

colonists would defeat themselves \>$-cause they could not govern 

themselves. These struggling colonies, ith a few million 

people - many of them impoveri h d - with few means of 

communication, defied the logic of everyone but themselves. 

-We are too+_!lard.Y, if' we judge the United Nations by 

the standards or literal-minded men. I shall not cl 1m th t it is 

able to produce absolute justice or even rough justice for all. 

I shall not claim that the ak ar as powertul as the strong. 

tleither will I claim that t.h wealt are necessarily wise in some 

of their voting. 

But I will ~ that the United Nations represent the 

arly stages of the evolution of' mankind to international law 

and order. Sofen cious is the desire of man for peace, so 

trong is this impulse tor law and order, that within the last 



twelve yeara th ~od~jj ~~ood the moat terrific 

shock and assaults upon it. It h survived the advent of the 

atOmic ag and he revolt o quarter of th world against the 

colonial ystem. I earnestly believe that had it not b en for 

this organization, the world might w 11 be in its third and 

final war. 

The United tion is far from perfe~t. Bu~ aJ+ the hop s of 

man to evolve a ju t international economic order, to advance human 

rights, to top aggression, to disann, to establish reign 

ot law, are bound up in th Uriit. d. ations. It is for us to 

apply not absolute logic, but rather tne test of imagination. 

It is. tor us to g1 ve the United Nations our leadership. 

Let us consider the situation as it really i in view or the 

attacks against the u. • 

1 • . Bloc Voting 

'l'b United Nation naa eighty members. One fourth of them 

were colonies when the Second orld War began. One fourth of the world 

has thrown off the yok of colonialism in slightly more than a decade • 



Sooie lrundred milli~,Q [~'Y.inal liquidation of th colonial 

system. PaUl Hoffman, my fellow dele at at the present United 

Nations Ass bly, has call this th gre t st social revolution in 

history. We Americans ght say that the blow which we struck 

to the colonial syst in 1776 i re ching its .f'till fruition 

in 1957• 

Now these new people are very picious or the estem 

orld becau they identit,y th Western world with th coloniali 

which they have struggled to overthrow. Some or th , not 

appreciating th t the ~oviet Union has est blish d a new colonial 

system. by absorbing contiguous terri torie , have nded to b 

neutral in what we think are som of the great mora.l. issu s of our 

tim • Naturally they tend to bloc oting. W'e he r ot the Bandung 

Bloc, of the sian•Atriean Bloc, etc. 

Many of these r~t~~,a are ithout th lo g experience in 

government ot the n tiona in th est. But they are entitled to 

t 1 their way to make mistakes a did our American to fathers. 

ot the nation lack the train d civU serrlc and the industrial 
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technicians of t~Q. J~Y tend to give tbe 

highest kind of priority to economic development. 

Under tllese circumstances, I think we should rejoice that 

~ these new · , still absorbed w1 th the birth pangs of 

nationalism and revolution, nevertheless want to join end play 

an active role in the United Nations. This is the most significant 

fact of au. 

I recogniz the difficulty of blocs. At the mo . nt there 

~~~ 'r.-. ~aAJ-
this large As1an•African bloc sometimes so blinded 

~ ~ . 
byA~ fear of colonialism that ~ cannot b objective in such 

matters as Kashmir. But the Government of tbe United States 

must live with these blocs and must do its best to dispel :fear 

~d suspicion. It must hold a place of leadership because of 

its singlemindedness and devotion to the principles of justice 

and the Charter. 
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~~ Morillity! 

It is not neces ary to blame the United ations for decisions 

that are ond its co trol. The United Nations is not responsible 

for the double standard of morality which is involved in not 

punishi~ the oviet Union while attempting to enforce the 

Charter el where. The double standard exists and is deplorable. 

We houJ.d do all we can to remove it, and I think we could go 

farther than we have in attempting to remov t. But is it 

false empbasis to criticize the United Nations for failing 

to act ~ainst th Soviet Union Vben the nations themselves 

have refused, perhaps rightly, to risk t final terrible 

ambl ot atomic war? 

In this sense, the double standard of morality is built 

into the international situation th~se days. It exists in or 

outside the United Nations. The only legitimate questio to 

ask is whether the Unite Nations diminishes or increases the 

operation of this double standard. I am convinced that this 
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international ve Q~~~ or oral force)'( not 

only:: diminishes the doubl standard, but is our very best hope 

of diminishing it 

It is true that the United Nations has secured re Ul.ts in 

the Middle East in th tangibl for of securing the withdrawal 

of the British and the French, Given th.e legitimate guarantees 

which they se k, we may expect, I thihk, the withdr wal of the 

Israelis. United Nations resolUtions ve not secured the 

withdrawal of the Soviet Union fro Hungary. But in the long 

process of the development of justice froo the frontier to the 

modern community, just ice has scare ly be n even. A "double 

standard of morality" is not unheard of hi torically s among 

nations, or even today in all the life that goes on about us. 

Th strong have often escaped penalty 1 but they have not 

escaped censure. Certainly th re was no equivocation about 

United Nations resolutions regarding the Soviet Union in Hungary. 
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Altbough tbe sovG~ P¥'hdrawn, it is generally 

agreed that her ction in Hungary and th pu lie opinion generated 

in the United Nations because of that ction, has done more to 

~ weaken the in.fluenc oi' th Soviet Union than any/1 single . nt 

since the war. 
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or th s reaso , I not so concerned about he use 

of t veto by the Soviet Union a are so others . A !£.1: 

element in th world ovi t 

power sets limits to t can nd cannot be done. This is 

regrettable. It is lso a f ct which would exist wb ther 

or not it is formalized 1n the veto ~r of t Security Council. 

ThrOUgh the Uniting f'or ace Re solution the United ations 

has, how ver, found technical y around the technic l veto. 

ssembly that vas debating too 1ddl 

st rn question rece d t three o ' clock in order that tbe 

ight be an rgency meet1 of the Security Council to 

consider Sovi t tr 1 Hungary. And wb. n the Soviet Unio 

vetoed t resolution twice Within t lifeti of this resent 

ssem.bly, without le ving t ir ts t members invoked t 

Uniting for Pe ce solution, nd tile General Assembly t 

within t~nty.four hours in emergency session. 
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I re Uz t~ DlL 2 Jf:neral Assembly does 

not the leg force of resolution of tbe Security 

Council. But I believe that by recedent, and by the 

xerc1s of its prerogativ; s, and through its influence, 

resolutions of th Ge ral Assembly will come to ba gre ter 

and great r authority. Two ~rs ago I tb.ought tliat the Charter 

would have to be revised before tbe deadlock in ltlembers could 

~~t 'f"h~ 
be broken.).. United N tion has now been abl to increase 

it mbership from sixty to eighty. 

Of course I know that . ny rgu that the veto in the 

Security CouncU should be removed. I bave th feeling, however 1 

that many if not most of the politicians who complain most 

stridently about the current abuse of the veto power in the 

Security Council re precis ly the ones who would insist on its 

contin tian to protect American inte sts if the time should 

come when it elimination were seriously considered. 
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4. u .. Interference in Domestic Aft irs 

Tb nit d ~.QUa 2 ~iocipl.e' o£ """ reign 

quality o st tes. Henc it is no s pposed to intervene in 

the d stic jurisdiction of its me rs. Presumably this 

means that the United Nations can criticize aiber's domestic 

law or practice onl;v if it violates its obligations under inter-

Bational law or treaty. In tters of self -determination of 

colonies or of the protection of human r~hts, the United Nations 

is therefore involved in legalisms. 

On of the most difficult prOblems tbat the United N tiona 

faces, and it Will always be so, is defining the area of affairs 

Which are tnt r tional and which are "essentially within the 

domestic jurisdiction of any state." As far as I concerned, 

any matter ceases to be a tter of . essentially domestic concern 

if it tbre tens tb peaee of tbe world. Thus I believe that our 

govern nt we.s right in supporting United Nations consideration 

of the tre tment by South A Afric of its Indian minority because 

of a treaty existitlg between South Africa and India. 
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I 1 eve ~~¥• rl.ght in interfering 

in the Union of South Afric attempt to nnex Southwest Africa 

because tb.e Union was bound by an obl1 tion to the League of 

Nations not to annex its League Mandate for that area.. Unhappily 1 

I lso beli ve that a. c se c n be de for saying that South 

Atriea•s tre t nt of its various colored populations, inde-

scribably wicked though that tra t nt y be, is its domestic 

concern. 

But I lso believe that we must decide the questions by 

trial and error. In the G neral. Assembly, as far s Algeria 

is eoneerned, it y well be that tb.e debate in th- General 

see ly against France ' s vi shes bas s ved what re 1ns of 

the French Empire. The French may now move toward reform& 

in Al.g ria and, I hope, are about to announce a bold program 

for all French African possessions. I understand that the French 

Governmeht was pleased ith the mildne s of the Assembly resolution 

on Algeria, but regards this mildness as giVing it a one-year 

respite to produce a better syste for Algeria before the 

TWelfth Assembly me ts. 
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Tn ~ sage ~1~~j)~tion ~ b pr ctical 

chieve nt tar s~ssing the ffectiveness of any clear-cut 

1 gal decision on how far the U.N. could go on interfering With 

France ' s "internal11 jurisdiction over Algeria. 

5. Financial Contributions 

The United States pays third of the bu t of tne United 

Nations and more of s cial refugee and e rgency items. This 

oN e-
is undeniable . But, as far as the, third cost is concerned, this 

is less than the United States would be required to contribute 

if the United States wer actui1lly ssessed dues according to 

its abUi ty to pay. We would then pay forty percent instead 

ot thirty-three. Indeed the national income o:f' th United States 

is more than the combined national inc s of a third of the 

U.N. membership. 

Beyond that, I do not believ that we want in the United 

Nations, any mbr than in the United States, a property qualification 
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i"ar vating. It e~ p~ime to come the General 

Assembly will move to rd a weighted voting based on so popul tion 

qualification. I emphasize that th General Assembly is only twelve 

ye r old and has ba.d ighty members for only a few months. 

Fro what I have said bout the U. • , you can tell tb.at I 

-.rJ 
am more interested in t possibilities than I am" the dangers. 

,'('} I am less interested in the frustrations than I am,_tn opportunities 

!£!: leadership. 

Consider for a oment the positive achievements or the United 

ations. Here e.re a rev: 

(l) In 1951, the United N tions, at the request of the Govern-

ment of the United Stat s, inter ned against tb.e aggressor t the 

'l'b.irty-eigb.tll Parallel in Korea. I know all t difficulties nd 

the arguments. Th Un1 ted Nations did not have police fore • 

'!'he United states made a disproportionate contribution ot forces, 
fJ e,~t,rfA~ /t.fS fhr:,.. ~ • ...t~'~.c , ' 

b cau it bad th forces clos t b.and I\ Fifteen otb.er mbers of 

the United Nations contributed fore s. I understand tbat bad we 
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b n vUJ.ing to ~~~ support of ot;bers, tb 

equivalent of ~nother division from United N tions countries would 

have been obtained. So forty nations contributed id of various 

(2 ) . President Eisenhower, in what I think may be his most 

important contribution to history, chall nged the Unit d Nations 

Gen ral. Assembly on December 8, 1953, to establish an agency 

under t aegis of the United N tiona to promote th atom for 

peace-time purposes. An agency under tb.e egis of' the United 

rr tion~ bas now been est blished and the bl ssings of atomic 

energy will not be the possession of a wealthy few, but will b 

xtended to all mankind. This great new revolutionary force, 

which President Conant of H rvard id could only be compared 

wit ~ the discovery of fire, shall be the possession of mankind 

through the United Nations . I am woud that it was our governn:~ent 

that made this suggestion. 
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o:f Human Rights, which, thougn a declaration and not a treat,y, 

~ 
source of law, • t principles a:re1,tncorporated 

in new constitution' and..- it is gradually being referred to 

by domestic court as a standard of human rignts. 

(4) The United N tiona has demonstrated that a multil teral 

approach to h lp th underpri vil d peoples of the world help 

themselves is mor efficient and satisfactory approach tban 

ny of the bilateral methods of technical assistance that bave 

been used. We must put this 1 a son to new and expanded use. 

( 5) The pres nt General As rilbly to which I am Del gat 

ba also demonstrated its capacity to do important things. Today 

it has fleet of forty vessels clearing the Suez Canal. It ha 

the first real international army patroling an area s the forces 

of two powers withdraw in respons to As mbly resolutions. 

Jt./"'¥'-" 
Nothing like that h s occurredA in history. 
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I want to ~~s¥rnational force. I wisb 

to see it perpetuated. I do not think it Will ever be large.; 

possibly not more than ten or twenty thousand; possibl~equipped 

with few patrol boats to keep waters opell, such as the Gulf 

of Aqaba, but alw ys a small force. It will be a very small 

force, indeed, c cd to the custo ry armies of nations. 

A sheriff is one man in a community of many, but be wears 

the badge which is the s ~ol of the community and men do not 

attack him easily. So I believe that a small, avail :ble United 

N tions Fore , rushed to a scene of trouble before the trouble 

ets out of hand, will, in ost e ses, l:ielp prev nt violene . 

I do not bell ve that there is any government in the world today 

that would fire upon the symbolical fore of the community. Had 

such a fore been in existence when the first ppeal came from 

H~ary, it m~bt bav been dispatched there quickly. I doubt 

if even Soviet commanders would bav fired upon it. 
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I ba joine~~¥ senate Resolution 

for the establishment of' a rmanent United tions police 

tor • It seems to me to be crucially itiiPOrt nt that thi 

opportunity is not lost for tb.e establishment of a permanent 

United tions force growing out of the mergency force 1n 

the Middle ast. 

toM 
To eonelud , it seems)\ that t only policy to establish 

re just and peaceful world is one wbich combines law en-

torcement, through the United Nation so far s that is possible, 

with c reful diplomacy 1nsid and outsid the United tiona. 

cJ6u..,. W,N J 
W must judge ~decision~ both as le al obligations from the, 

t and by probable co q,uenc s f'or future preced nts. We 

should urge asur s to induce memb rs of the United tions 

to ibserve th 1r obligations under the Charter which are likely 

to be succes :tu1 and which do not unduly risk nuclear war. We 

should urg conciliation and compromise thro:ugh the United ations 

to settle disputes ~aeefully and justly. We must not ask of 
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others what We must strive for 

an equal enforce nt of legal oblig tiona, but must realize 

w~ If 
that great 1~qual1tiea o! power ~ sometimes make this 

impracticable. The discrepancies in the United Nations 

structure between voting power and financial contribution is 

inherent in th sovereign equality of states and the necessity 

to allocate costa by capacity to pay. 

The United Nations, though far fro perfect, is an asset 

to the world. WhUe seekit;lg to improve it by practice, 

interpretation, supplementary agreements and, where feasible 1 

amend nta to the Charter, we must not destroy it or weaken it, 

ignor it or overburden it. 

The Unit d States can realize many of its policies more 

effectively by orking tbrQUSh independent diplo cy to create 

conditions which will permit the United Nations to be more 

effective -- particularly by seeking ogre ment with the Soviet 

Union to reunite Germany 1 lo and Vietnam, and to moder te 
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mutual suspido€ ~ P¥oliey of defense 

without provocation, and conciliation without appe ~nt, 

would contribute to tbis end. 

The moat important g1.1ide to policy is patience. Some 

factors are undoubtedly on our side. Nationalism is a stronger 

force than communist ideology. The de nds for peac , self-

determination,. human rights, conomic development nd social 

progress, which a1rinciples of th Charter and also of 

American foreign policy, are demands of human beings on both 

sides of the Iraan Curtain, in developed and underdeveloped 

countries. The Charter provides opportunit~es for th se 

universal demands to exert pressure upon the policie of 

go¥ rnments otherwise dominated by fear, ambition or fancie.J 

necessities. With pat1 nee, skill and moderation we can help 
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Let us see @~ P¥ not led astl"IIY by 

resentment, impatience, misirifor tion or ambition, into 

decisions hich would fail to refl ct tbe opportunities which 

tne United N tions off rs and which would defeat our own 

objectives. 

The United Nations can fail. It c n become a futile 

debating society. It can be afraid to stand for principle 

or to p~y the principles when possible. If so, it will 

our faUure as much or mor tb.Wl the rest. And f 1lure can 

11 me n n atomic r that will destroy life on tht planet. 

The processes which have begun in th Uni d ti'ons in 

twelve years may also go on to curb the forces of vil and 

make the blessings of atomic nergy, of economic well-being., 

or human rights, of freedom and civilized living the possession 

of all rUankind. It will be th defeat or t be victory of the 

United N tions and uch depends upon the patience 1 snd l der hip 

which this country gives to the t sk a ad. 
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