
Council acte, that will satîsf y us, and
there is nothing in this draft resolution
which interferes in any way with such
action.

But if it does, not act, or if it is unabie
tW net, what then? Are we to sit back
and admit the final and complete failure
of our peace mnachinery?' That would
be an admission of defeat and despair,
and we are not wiiiing te niake such an
admiission. One way out of this dilern-
ma, of course, is the building up of
regional and limited collective security
systems, such as that under the North
Atlantic Treaty. The-se do help to close
the gaps ini our security system, but
they are oniy partial and imited devices.
It~ is the United Natlions itsef, our uni-
versai organzation -we miuet try te
keep it that - which must be strengthen-
ed; nxnong other ways, by strengtliening
the Assenibly along the lines of the draft
resolution. We muet organize - through
the General Assemhly, and in the event
of the Security Council fniiing ini ite
duty -force behind the law; force t o
stop aggression; force to carry out
Assembly recommendatioiis which are
accepted by its Members. It is, of coure,
onily by recommendation that the Gene-
ral Assembly can net - and nothing in
this draft resolution changes that -

but recommendatiofls, as we know now
froen the events of June, can have a
force as strong and compelling as nny
mandate, when right and justice are
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basis of our Position. We do flot think
of these proposais as 1constituting any
radical or revoiutionary departure in
interpretation of the Charter, but rather
as, practical measures to meet situations
in which the purposes of the United
Nations might b e frustrated. We con-
sider that the time has now come to
speli out certain mensures which, within
the ýtermas ot the Charter, the General
Assemnbly and its members can take to
be more f uiiy prepared for such emer-
gencies in the future.

In hie statement yesterday, Mr.
Vishinsky spent a good deal of tfime in
an endeavour to prove that our proposai
to nmake the Generai Assembiy better
able te deal with matters wnich the
Security Council had failed to, resoive,
was contrary to Article Il of~ the. Char-
ter. The Representative of the Soviet
Union argued that because of Article Il
- and regardiess of any action that
could be taken under Article 10 - the
Assembly must refer to the Security
Council - without taking any other
action whatever, any question on which
action is necessary. That seems to us
to be a strange doctrine te hear from the
lips of Mr. Visliinsky, because, on re-
peated occasions, he has brought into this
.1 -nt1lv rpnliutinn- whirh eonnained
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