
A further stratagemn consists in, the introduction of high-sounding resolutions
containing the most unexceptionable sentiments of a peace-loving kind
which on closer inspection are found to mask the stubborn intention of the

Soviet Government not to budge an inch in the direction of practical
compromise. These devices have created littie or no impression within the

United Nations where delegations are ail too familiar with this pattern of
propaganda diplomacy. Instead, they have served the purpose of disillusion-
ing those delegations which stili clung to the hope that the Communis

were'genuînely interested in international cooperation. The Soviet Dele-

gation, however, may have less interest in the fate of their proposais in the
General Assembly than in posing before the wider public outside as the
defenders of peace.

The most striking example of these tactics is to be found in the major

propaganda debate which each year is introduced into the General As-

sembly by the Delegation of the U.S.S.R. In 1949, this debate was inaugu-
rated by a resolution denouncing the Governments of the United Kingdomn
and the United States for attempting to prepare a new war and at the

same time proposing that these Governments should give their assent to

ill-defined and equivocal proposais for disarmament and for the conclusion
of a Five Power treaty. The representatives of the democratic countries
replied that if indeed there was danger of war, the source of this danger

lay in the disruptive policy and in the aggressive activities of the Govern-
ment of the U.S.S. R. They embodied these views in an alternative resolution

which was adopted by an impressively large majority. The debate was a

manifestation of the high degree of unanimity among the non-Communist
states on the principles which underlie a f ree society and on the necessity

of defending these principles. It cannot be said, however, that the immense
outlay of time and energy required to meet and offset the Communist

propaganda attack in this debate made any contribution towards the
purposes for which the United Nations was founded.

Similar attacks were made by the Communist delegations in debates

on almost every other subject on the agenda. The discussions on disarma-

ment and on the control of atomic energy resulted in littie progress because,

in both cases, the Communist delegations were able to distort the debate

into an exchange of mutual recriminations, thus avoiding serious considera-

tion of practical measures. Similar methods were used in every organ of the

United Nations on which a Communist delegation sits. It is, therefore, to

the very considerable credit of the United Nations that ways and means

have been found of achieving resuits in a number of fields in spite of these
efforts to reduce its effectiveness.

0f course, it should not be assumed that without Communist obstruction
ail would have been plain sailing in the United Nations. Quite apart from

the complications introduced by the attitude of the Communist delegations,
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