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political. spstem the ammunition with which %o attack it and
we have: no way of securing gimilar information from them. Ve
cannot posSsibly restrict our liberties on this account, and
we must simply accept the disadvantagse of our position, hoping
at the same time that our own peoples will not unnecessarily
expose us to attack by gratuitous distertions of the facts
gbout our country. Ve shall have also to face in the United
llatiorns the problem created by deliberate efforts to destroy
the organization by making it ineffectives, This isg g danger
which we lace in our own political life at home, and it ig
interesting to see the sane tecliniques being used to impede
the working of international political organizations,. The
United llations is basad on essentially democratic conceptions ‘
but our democratic political organization is subject to the
weakness that a deternired minority can make use of its
privileges to discredit it ang destroy it. ‘ie are all
familiar with this technique as it is applied within
our ovn comrwunity. e have seen small groups in meetinges
who, because they could not get what they wanted, prevented
the majority getting what it wanted, ‘e have seen meetings
break u» in angry coufusion because of the deliberate f
interference of a handrful of people who knew precisely
how to use the rules of procedure in order to prevent any
srocedure taking place.. Exactly the saze tactics are being
used in the United Fations itself and ve shall have to make
up our ninds there, as at home, that we will not let our
political institutions be distorted and discredited in this
ranner.

I have been Speaking to you about the dif-
Ticulties wvie are encountering in the United I'ations because
of the division between the Eastern European States and

the rest of tlie vorld. There are other difficulties which
are inherent in the unature of the orgdnization itself., 4
great deal has been said ané written for exanple about the
veto pover. This is the cowgsion expression for the voting
Jrocequre in the Sécurity Council. " requires seven out

of eleven votes for any important motion to carry in the
tJecurity Courcil, but a motion is lost, no matter how many
'votes it receives, if one of the Tive bermanent menbers of the
{3ecurits Council votes ageinst it. It applies only in the
joecurity Council, because tuat body is tae only organ of the
tuited Ilations wvhich has been given the pover to erforce its
cecisions. 1t is a rough and not very satisfactory solution
L0 a very difficult problen.. The United Nations is, as I said
vased on dewocratic principles, end in a denocratie community
one man has one vote. But the inequalities amonrst states are
0 great, not only in power and resourceg but also in respon-
f31bility that the principle can not be fully applied. It is
inpracticabvle to Suggest that @ number of smell states by
fuelr vobtes should be abls to put in motion the resources of
Gie large ones. 1t was therefore decided that before action
Could be taken in the Security Council the votes of all the
arge states should be required. The word "action™ was so
tlverally interpreted that in practice it was impossible to
Eécure any decision in the Security Council if any permanent
Lenber yere opposed, This voting procedure is generally un-
Popular and a number of Suggrestions have been made for its
todifioation, including sone very useful Canadian proposals.
O one, however, has proposed a satisfactory alternative, and
1L_QO Lot think 1t probable thst any essential modification
1111 be uade in this procedure until the United I'ations has
Jlhed a great deal rmore stabllity and wisdom than it has yet
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