- The United Nations has beceno a forum for discussion, Any nation cg

X "~ policies, to stir up selfish national prides, to foment class and rg
"* use the United Nations as a platfornm for propaganda rather than a ple

:"-’ ~ form for progresss Doth small and great countries have besn guilty d
- this false approach to international co-operation. Some of the smal’

* - Small countries are not alimys right just because they are small, no:

ol -

_ chance to get to know each other. before tlie nations had a change to
~ pet into the habit of co-operation through the United Fations, harq,
~ bitter probleus were throwun right at ite Though these problems may
- not have been solved, they have not yet killed the Organization, as

they migbt well have done, Also, on the ¢redit side, grievances any
disputes have been dragced out into the opens That is to the good,

- bring any subject before it at any time. It has hecome the custodie
- -and the prodder of the oconscience of man,  All that is to the good,
On the debit side, and we are & little more conscious of the
debit side at the rmoment, there has been little evidance that the woy
- of the United Nations is based on an intermationzl approach to intep.
" " ‘national problerss There have becn, on the ocentrary, many sims tha
certain members of the United llations use it to promote selfish nati

prejudices, to trouble the waters so0 that they could be fished inj

nembers of the United Netions have taken advantage of their legal
- esuality in that body unfairly to attack larger countries; to exploi:
grievances, mot always with a view to gettinz those grievances settl:
peacoably, but to gettins then settled advantageously to themselves,

- are all non-Anglo-Saxon ¢ountrics aluays virtous and right just beew
they are not Anglo-Saxons There has been a tendency in recent montk:
for cortain sraller countries to exploit the syumpathy felt for small
countries and to adopt selfish and rmischicvous policies at both the
Assaibly and the Security Council. ‘ : ,

But this is not the greutest menace, The greatest danger to ti:
future of the United Nations, a menace hiich will kill it if it is x
broucht under control, is the irresponsible use of the veto pover ir
© the Security Council, I rezlize that I w: on dungerous ground +when !

“talk about thiss The veto po.er itself is not necessarily to be
condecrned, It was arrued at San Francisco, and there vas a ¢pod de:l
of force behind the argument, that, as lons as you have an internutic
organization vhere every state has one vote and no state bus rore tic
one vote, vhere the srallest - Lw:embourg = is on the sune basis as u
rost poverful - the Urnited States; where you ruct observe tlhe strict
lezal ecuality of all sovereign stotes, you cannot expect Great Pouc
7ho hove to bear tie ruir responsivility Jor veues and war, to put ©
destiny of the iorld in tie lunds of o iuthaiatieal result of 28 azud
£7¢ It can be arsued they chould have greater votin; power, just ac
they hive :ore pouer and rorc rosponsibility in earryir; out the i
decisions resulting fron votcse However, thoush the weto itsclf way:
rizht or it Loy be wronj, the way the weto s been used in tie last?
' yecrs in the Scecurity Couneil hus, to . wuy of lhiniing, been but |
 irrcsponsible and indefensiblee I raicubor thit at Sen Fruncisco we.
goert bours and hours and lours aruin; wloinst the vetoe Cunadicnst
on the side of the ansels in this wrgierts wo thought that possidvl
tuo~thirds najority would be anouga to protcect tlie lejitiiate specic
interests of the Great Poiers, However, vio had to give in, dbecause ¥
could rot have becen at tict tire any agrcercnt for a United Nations 9
on the basis of the veto, DBut, and this is sonctimes forptten, bell
© the votc wub accepted by tlhe Corference, the permcnent reubers of t
Council who were given this privileze gave a solemn pledge that they
wiould exercise it uith resoorsibility and with restraint; that they
iould not use it in smull issues and in procecural ratters but omly
vital cuestions; with a due sansec of thelr responsibility and with 3
“éue recocnition of the speci:l privilece that thcy had in possessing!
Trut promise cortainly has not been obscrved by those po.ears, or at .
lezst one of those novers, which posscss this privileges Toko, for
‘instance, the use of the vcto in respcct of oclection to the United
Yutionse Only a feu vieeks a;p, the U,SeS5.Re vetoed the elcetion of ¢
country like Ireland, Woll, if there is any peace-loving country i’




