P Eleen ] DrpET
m’%i¢ 4 5 9wf,«e< crecen oo MO F For PeReliCF s ey
cr#s ,
A\ United istions Under ﬂhtecﬁ/ Héﬁﬁa'ﬁr' a; eyt lER
e Copor 7 <
#he Yorld Isntt ?eaﬁv for the U Nut"= 4,8, Senstor Barry Goldwster

It would be  nistake to regard the hesvy offensive in the
Inited States azainst the United Nations ag merely the noisy efforts
gf tunabic exbremism from the far right, receiving abiention of the

" mess c@méugie&ﬁiﬁng media oub of all propordion to its ﬁum%rigal and
politiéel influence, It is thebt, but it ile slse sugpes sbive of éeepar
curvents in Americen life,

The atbtecks on the U reise these questlongs 1, ﬁh@# is the
right wing in the United States? 2. Iz it as-influantial-ag it appears
to be? and, 3. Is it likely Lo extend lis suthority and succssd in
éastrégiﬁg'the-ﬁaited Hetlions aleﬁ%ﬁihh_ath&r alme?

- A gtudy on this auﬁgactlg wileh sppeared in 1963, is helpful

al.'*

Cka providing enswers Lo zt least the first &ﬂ@ of these guestions,
Bllﬁwe?tﬁ aﬁd Hsrpie define the right wing in the only terms thsi
make the svents of the lest several sonthe meaningiols

foesthe fmeprlean Right Wing ooy be geid $o include 211 thoge

wio share the convicticon that the relationship of povernment

to the individusl sheuld be &@varely'1imateég,¢?igntuwxng@rs
wonld limit the taxing and spending powers of Congress, balance
the budget at whatever cosd, snd stebllize present fluid
procedures ln the Pedersl Sesewrve Bénk ond the United Siates
Tressury. +hey ssk the complede withdrawel of government from
the regulation of industry, fros loboremansgement relations, from
publle utilities, from businese enierprize in any fleld., They
degive vo onblaw fuil employmend in industry, ocollsetive Largaining,
the closed shor, and political educetion Tor union moembers,

They ask the complete withdrawal of povernmend {rom the supere
vigion of heslth, sduestion and welfare, and the imuedlates
voiding of a1} progress desling with soelal security, sediesl
Lusuranve, fluoridation, polic vaecine, mendal health, culiursl)
developsent, adull edocation, and federal aid to 3Ch00lSecas

In the internatiocnzal Tizld, ihe rizht wingers seek to limit the
powar of the president to meke tresties, snd the pouwsr of the
Otate Depertment to Lesue visaw and pessporis. They would put

e Amevicen Bight ﬁinr,{ﬁ erert to the Fund for the Henublic, Ine,
Yy Relph B, 2:lsworth and cereh M, bevris, dniversity of I1lincis Libyary
Sehool, Goeasieonal Papers, dumber 59, Sovenber 1960,




an immediste end to forelgn aiﬁ,”and to the participation of
“the United States in the United Nztions, UNESCO,: BATOD, GATT,
I12, end any remaining Point Four Progesms of Technical Assis-
tence. They would withdraw recognition from the USHR, Israel,
: and most Iron Curbtain Countries, a=nd close the door to any
i communication with these couniriee or with Bed Chins. They
would ask the ' to meet elsewhere 2nd immedistely raze the
DUl 18108, « . L2
It is obvious that all rightnﬁingers do not hold all these views,
There ars:some uite feel sirongly on one or a few of these subjects,
znd there ave others whose inberests arve concentrated on a different
asagortment of these questions, However, as Ellsworth and Harris
strongly emphasize, the important link tying these sometimes diverse
elements together iz their common opposition to change. "Most of these

g 4 People c2ll themselves conservaiives, and there seoms %0 be no lexicoge

raphical reason to challenpe their use of the term, or to water it

down with neo, nsendo, or ultra, Historically, conservatives have

alw&ys 0§p0$ed change, and these conservatives oppose it ne 1&53.“3

Pefined in these teras, the right wing in Ameriocs is seen to %e-
far more extensive than it is usually imagined, In fact, Ellsworth
and Ha?ris'suggest thet *In some ways, conservotive scems a more

adegquate designation than rightigt or pight wing, since the latter

suggest to some ninds 2 splinter group, and it sppears that the litor-

sture deseribed (by the authors in their study) does nob proceed from

& splinter group, bub fegrﬁseﬁts a large portion of American apinion*“h
This, then, is the fmericsn Right ¥ing, iis top leyers drawn largely

from privileged socisl gréups {the military, business and hereditary)

tut atbraciing to its viewé large numbers of average Amaricana who find

%ﬁfjintense nationalisn i1t propagetes setisfying needs whose origing

ZIbid, Feze 31
31&1&, page 1, emphasis in the orlzinal.

hlbid, empheslz in the originel,



they %ﬁemselvas ore unaware of, What i ite likelihood of further
success, ond what are the reasons fer itz perticular &ntiyat&y to
the United Nations? ' |

& few years ago, Robart Heilbroner, in 2 remarikatle book,
speculated that history was turning againet the Ameriesn ¥Way, both st
home and in the internstional arena, "I one thing is certain,” he
wrote, PIt is that history's forces have reached a power utterly
unlike that of our sheltered past, <nd that the changes tnoae forcas
portend are very different from the propiticue historic transformstions
they brought sboubd in our ;aaﬁ~“5

dellbroner detected seversl powerful and unfamiliar forces ervele
oping and dizorienting people in the United States. Some of the most
important of these ware: -3;.f The weapons stalemate whie& has elevated
the influence of nﬁnwmiiita?y ﬁaﬁeéminanta in the Hast~%éét struggle;
P éhﬂ drive of the underdeveloped areas for rapid improvement, which
of neceagity weers them toward collectivist ecaﬁemic solutiongs
3. Betlence and technology creating enormous new problens in everyday .
living in the ﬁnitad.ﬁtaﬁaég and finally, h. The conbdinued "blind® |
ec¢onenie growth in the United States slong traditional lines which aill
meke elffective rosponges %0 the technoliggical, politieal and economic
developments noted above, difficult If net impossible,

Hellbroner concluded %haﬁ these forces were creabing a world
situstion in which "the probabillities...ave that 'history' will go
agalngt us for o long time, and that the trend Qf.eveﬂté, both at
home aad sbroad, will persist in directions which we find inimicel

and uncongenial,”

Tihe Pubure Ag Histor, by'R@ bert H@llbraner, Harper & Brothers,
How York, 1955, page 175

CIid, p. 178.



How do these forees explain the rising tide of the rightewing
and 1is hostility to the United dations that les todey manifest in the
Unlted Stabes? Consider flrst the weapons shaslemate and the signife-

icance of the developing sconomiss,

Uited States? R@actians To the %eap@ns Stalemate and the Developing

Economies
| The weapons stalemzte--hydrogen bombs piled high on two sides
of the world--has produced a wide assortment of reactions in ithe
United Stetes, some of which encourage or st least reflect éxtremist
gentisent, Tﬁ&r& ars, firét of s11l, those who do noi r@ccgniée that
a stalomete exlste and belleve that lmerican nuelesr power is 5111
unchecked and lavincible, The extreme side of this position coincides
with the view, freguently heard, that the absence of television (with
the accompanying beer comnevcials and cther ﬁcanvinaing“ props} in-
dicates Gagarin and Titov never actuslly cipcled the sarth. The people
wne balieve this alsc believe that Yussian strength iz based on a few
capiive German selenbists, thet the bacdkward nations don't count, and
Your side" has merely o indiente what it wanbe snd take ib. In this
view the Ul is only a.m@eting vlace for the Yenemy" to expound his
views end possibly infect vulnerable Amzricsns who are unsccountably
reg&rd&é as particularly suﬁeeptibia to treasen and subversion.

| n a2 wmore sephisticated 1@vel'there ig a highly theeoretical group
of snecislists, 3asosia%éd for the most port with the Armed Forces,
who accept the fact thet H-bombs are nol an American wmonopoly, and
therefore are prepared to evaluste calaly how Pive to £ifty million
Arericen casualtles may effect the ability of the economy to reasin

viabl@,T

For this view ses Un Thermonuclear Wer by Hopman Hehn



This group belleves thet ordinary living praceéses will continue,
with perhaps some temporary dislocations. War as an instranent of
nolicy, consequently, 1s not to be excluded. és iz to be expected,
this view also susteins a2 "pogitions of strengih" conception, which
generslly prefers unilatersiist decision-making to UN agraemgﬁzfjin
gélicy choless fecing the United States. At the noment, however, and
ong cannot predict how long this condition will pr@vai1, the mejority
of the pa@u&akimn iz aware, if only vagnely, of the unreslity of
relying on puclear way fars as an instrument of palicy,' Bub it is
alse uneerbain sbout whet Yo do next if circumsiances sre truly as
menacing es ébeg have béﬁﬂ.ﬁaiiy degoribed for sixteen years., A
strong ineclination remains to telk thinps over wiith "the other side,
and support for the United Wabtions, as 2 useful and practicel forum
for pregerving peace by alving dlssgresments, a?garently is giill
substantiel. A Gallop Foll taken in Februsry 1962 fouwnd that 83% of
the ﬁmericéns interviewed wanted the UN to be euccessful and believed
that it was a desirsble institution,

‘he eruclal gquestion insofsr as bthe UY end world pesce is con=
cerned iz will this sentiment, admittedly frapile anﬁ.suscep%ibia o
aroslon, be preserved or will conservsbive sbiscks succeed in eone
vincing the popular mejority thst wmilsteralist sctimn is,préferable

to internsiional discussions and negotistions? The ansusy may be

decided, in lavge measure, by the definitions given and aecepied, of
vhat is the nature of the threat confronting the United States.
Reconsldereiion of this mailler has boen underway for some.time, lﬁince»
the end of World Wer II, the prevalent view, presented conbinuously
iﬂ.a variety of forss in all of the orgsns of nmass cammanicatians,

hag enphasized the threat of Soviet military expansionism tied to an



insatiébl& drive for world coamunlst déminatien. More recently, the
rightwlng's congistent and lang~hé1d3 wut hitherte largalyvignared
opinton {wlth the =xception of the Melerthy era) that there isnan
inﬁarmal_ﬁhreat to the United States, repfeseniéﬁ,bg the concealed
forces of domestic subversion, has beeamé ingressingly influential
“in what once would have been regarded as “soderste’ circles, According
o this intévpr@tatiﬁn, sugeinetly stated several yesvs spo Ly the late
Sensbor HeCsrbhyy Aserica's current problems stem divectly from
*twenty years of treason®, now updated to inelude the two Eissnhower
aduinistrstions snd the Eennedy vears. The nodern var&icﬁ gf this
view ig|that of the founder of the sceret John Birch Society, fir, Rober
Welch, independent and sucesssful candy menalactuyer, who ﬁlaiMSI%hat
“le sre beinp insidicusly, conspirstorisily and treasaﬂouély led by |
decention, by bribery, hy.ﬂQ@?Ciﬁﬂ and by fear 1o destroy & republic
that was the envy and nodel for all of the eivilized warld;"a
Both views, the "offleisl" and the right-wing, agree that Gémmanism
i the chief souree of the danger and the eause of America's problems, .
The “official! explanation directs abbention to the internstional |
chayracter of the threat. The conservative rightists insist on the
domestic slte of the danger. Neither outlook, though the rightist
even loss so, gives much weight o a third explsnation of what menaces
the acuaﬁryiﬁghat many other analysts hav& eonsidered important, These
obgervers, Hellbroner included, find an inability or sn unwillingness
of fmericen leadership to comprehend the dimensions of the movement for
- soeisl and economic justice that isg racing through the undaréa#elapad
portion of the world. This, the holdexSof thisz third view believe,

makes 1t imposelble for the rest of the population to be instructed

%) .

%?he New York Times, Febwuary 5, 1962,




on what are the true nesds of the developing socleties, what are the
certain consequences of fallure to sssist these needs (which would be
present with or without the existence of the Soviet Union) and how the
fmzrican soclety may be m@biliz%d 1o effectively villize its impressive
regourcesy for an undertaking unlike thal of any preceding historicsl
erds

Eugene Rabinowitch, the editor of The Bulletin of the Atomic

meiaatxats, has ﬁrltten that "The only proper aim of foreign geliey
in the stomic zge is furthering of the intersats of mankinﬁ.”g Yot
guch an pblective seemingly'ealiid@s in the Unlted States with a nete
work of ﬁrivatiz@d‘indiviﬁmalistia institulions and nstional values
that promote a very differvent snd contradiciory set af’intaresﬁs.
hmerican goals sesm still %ﬂlb& smodeled after the gaudy aschievements
feshiondd by the commsrolsi-industrisl saéieti@s in the 18th and |
15th &enturiés, But the values, ties snd dependencies that such
privately-wielded)pover enforeed sud reguired have disappesved. ‘The
militery weans tradltiﬁn.ilv'avallgula Yo compél that kind of respect
is wndermined by countervelling nuclear power as wsli as by messive
popular resistance msvamanm&; Perheps Apacld Toynbee hes best described
thin situstions

1t i ivouie and.ﬁragie,'iﬁ an age in which the whelé world

hes come Lo be insplréd by the originazl and suthentie spirit of

Americanism, Americe herself should have turned her back on

this, #nd should have become the arch-gonservabive power in

the world safter ﬁavlrg made history ay ithe sréhﬁrevalutlanary

ong o

Toynbee Tinds that "In present day Americs.,.the affluent majority
is striving despevately to arrest the irresistible tide of chanse, It

is stbeupting this lmpossible task becsuse it is bent on conservinge the

g%%é Eui%@ﬁin ef the Atomic Selentisbe, September 12604



socizl and economic gystem under which this comfortsble affluence
has been 3equir¢d¢”l
Jeen thie way, it is understandable why the shadings of thought

which have customarily distinguished Familiap® conaﬁrvatism from
vituperative rightwing ex#f@&Simn have becoms slmost invisible on
“@ﬁﬁstienﬁ affecting the husiness gystem, Uovermment asction for soclzl
ﬁbjecﬁiv@s is regerded with horror equally by Detrolt suto magnates,
oil kings, the fmerican Hadical Asseclation and any one of the one
thousand voluntery rightwey organizetions that Ellsworth and Harris
found to exist in 1558, ; |

Though the ﬂ@n&%?V&ti?é 31)isnce has suceessfully prevented even
the mildest modifications in the socvlo-economie order, it is not a£ all

‘evident thet exisbting srrangements can meet the non-miliéa?y tasks of

reacting to the chelienge of & competing soclal sysbem, of assisting
the impoverished two-thirds of the world, snd of handling effectively
the ﬁmmesﬁié congequences of 2 contimuing scieﬁﬁific and.ﬁechualegical
revolution which is affecting every festure of the natiﬁnal sxlstonte,

Ameyicen power, exercised traditionally, st home and ahréad, apgarentiy

finds itself thwarted. Alternative national ubtilization of the comntry's

sbill potent resource czpabilities for non~traditionsl internstionsl

and domestic social objectives is entirely unfamiliar and even contradics
tory to Amevican hablts and pravailing lastitutional patterns. The
conservatives are working vigoroualy 4o keep things this way.

For a variety of reasons, the United Hations offers a fine target
against which to discharge the hostile impalsés produced by this
greﬁinf frastration. Unabls to comprehend the power shifts that have

ovceurred on & world scsle in the last tw@ﬁﬁg Fears,; the critics of the

08y York Dniversity Alvani News, Janusry 1962, page 3.




United Hations repayd thet organizstion zs uniguely responsible Ffor
the many internstlonal constraints on American power., It is acoused
and revilad for "holding back® Maedrthur in Koyea, for preventing
Costro fvom getting his "ecme-uppance", and for creating a hostile
enviremnment for fimerlesn bomb-besting, In sddition, the U8 has
cengured the United States' closest anti-fommunist 21ldes in Western
Burope Tor their condinucus fo@téragging on colonial questiona. The
BN alsc hes recommended substantial indernationsl economic assistancs,
internationslly administered, to assist the backward saeiaﬁieﬁg.

In th@se instances snd others, the T iﬂevitably‘ﬁas brﬁught Sown
on its heed the criticisn of almosl avery element in Amorican
conservablon, Doctrinaire natiomalists bitterly vefuse tg recognize
any attenuabion of state soverelignty, regardless of e interdependency
of the age. Yorper Hajoreleneral Edwin 2., Walker explaine his resignstion
from the United States Army in these words: "I could no lonper serve
in wnlfern and be 2 collaborator with the relesse of United States
goverelgnty to the United Sstions.® The U¥'s intercessions in Slgeria,
dngola, the Congo sad West Iria arcuse nob only Western Eurepean
conservatives but thelr fmeriesn suprovters, sympathizers, militery
s1lies snd business associstes., How Tar this sentiment exiends beyﬁnd
the for wight is illustrated by the sbtabtement of the Rerplblican Netional
Committee, criticizing Bobert Kenmedy, the president's brother, for
visiting Indopesia., The policy-making body of the Republican Party
declared: "What can be gained by Xennedy's gratultous gesture teoward
the zﬂﬁ0ﬁ$8i35$::§ﬁ8Q%Qially'at this time--waxcept further stf&iﬂiﬁg
of U3, ties with the Hetherlands?...snother lémg step in the wrong

direetion by patronlzing an alleged neutral at the ax@enaé of a knowmn
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NATO ally-when the Tneutral! is thresztening the known ally with.cemﬁ '
munied armsﬁ“ll _

Finslly, believers in econonic orthodoxy, and they are numervus
and influvential in the Unlted States; find no §r®eeﬁeﬁts f%r the levying
of internal faxes which are éivért&é by the éavernment %g'fﬁraigneré.
Thisg is ragaéﬁe& a8 just snother excuge t¢ broaden still further the
role of povermment, alresdy considered in these eircles éa unnecessarily
huge. Furthﬂrmgre§ it is noted thaﬁ another funciion of privéte._
enterprige is uBurped when intefgﬁv%rnmental capibal transfers-a&a
subgtitubed for  private international flow of investment. On this
lagt point thé?@ ia 2 wide consensug thabt the UN, under the speciai
wrging of its “imp@varished.majority“, is imposing ecllectivdst
teéhniq&a& on the gonop wotions, whareaé the inelinstions of the
recgipient states in this direchion are already recopnived and 6eplored.

Seen {rom this perspective, it is not likely thet the courss of
events will reverse sentiments such as these. The bide of unabtonded
socisl eris3§ in the United Stales can e relied on to produce deeper
frustrations and additional legions of confuzed and angry cibiszens.

Will the Xennedy Adminstration move to reduca.tha domestic and interw
nstional tensions whiéh increase the influence of conservabism and
cencoursge 1t offensives? The %;mg ig still early snd the evidancé
is not 211 in, bub the first indicetions are not reagenring,

It is undeniebls that the Adminstrstion still registers its
worm fomal approvel of the world organisation. President Kemnedy's
Btate of the Union messags on danuary 11, 1?62.dsclareda "Our
instrument and our hope 12 the United Nations, and I see little merit

in the impstience of those who would abandon this imperfect world

“TIfssociated Fress, February 9, 1962,



wlle’

instrument because they dislike our imperfeci werld.“ig But against
_ the Administration's expresssd suppord of the UN and[its willingness
to subscribe to ona}alf of the emergency UN bond issue can be placed
other actlons mhiag concelvebly counld threa%egﬁ;hs 1ong~térm survival

of the organization,

The X and the Arus Bace

One of these is the arms race which is hardly compatible with
the aim of strengthening the U 25 an organization for effective
peace=making. The current Adminisirabion has "added abbutjf;ﬁrtean
biiliaa dellars bo the planned plateu of the defensze progran spproved

by the Blsenhower Administrstion®, observes the military editor of

the Few iork Tim@sls, and this has besn accomplished in little mere

than one géﬁr*s time, This action is q&iéky regiprocated by the
Soviets. ¥he lmwedizte effect is an increase of tension, snd though

one cannob judge the poycholegicsl sffects in the USSR, in the

United States it le safe bo say that the rightwing naﬁianalist

positlion is greebly strengthened. Higher 1évels of armaments engouraces

those vho helleve only in bullding 2 "position of strengbh' znd who

sre inelined to feel thet "negotiations ave sppeasement."

The U8 and Resional Bleos

feglonalism is anciler Adminigtration policy which leads eventually
to the reduction of the N's effectivencss, The belief thot smaller,
more Yhomogenecus" groupings of steites can be substituted fer the

larger, less unanimous YN 25 2 force for peace hag been a program of

' ”&efha ﬁéw'fcgk Times, Jenvary 12, 1962,

Yyanson Baldwin, in "Ihe How York limeg, February 5, 1962.
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action ss well as the philosophy of 'sac'c&ﬁaive Am?ican zovernuents,
it is recelving inmcreasing emphasis in Kemmedy's Administretion, spurrved
vigorously in Latin fmeriea {ﬁrg&aizaﬁéﬁn of American States, 0A%) and in
Wastern Burope {(UECD A Its supporters include some surpriéing nOME S
and the wide sxbent 0f.agreemgﬁt in this policy is snother indication
of the inroads of conservatlive thought oa the nationsl leadership,
fenator Barry Goldwster, for iﬁsﬁance, on the sﬁﬁﬁéct of the U, told
sn aundience on Jannary 17, 1962 *lei’s fowvget the whole thing and join
oy with gur sllies and iﬁﬁucé the neutrals to Joinus. The world i$n‘§;f
ready for the U,N."

Another ccut&gﬁ&r for the lsadership of the Republican ?;rty,
Kow York ﬁ%&t@‘é Uovernor Nelson Rockefeller srpressed a similsr
opinion. Pefore a Hepvard University au&ienﬁe, Rockefeller said the
UN *Lacks the str@ﬁg%h to mastor or contrel the forces that it cone
frente® and e £ill “ithe serious political vacuwn® that exists,
regional confederations of free natlons are desirable«-"in the Western
Hémisyﬁﬁra, and in the 4tlsntie Communlity, perhaps eventuslly in
Afrvica, the Hddle East and.Asiagﬁlk More revealing of the way the wind
&ag been blowing is thet the opealng gun in the current cnslaught on
the U¥ wesn fir@é by an internationslist and & top figure in the foreign
policy formulation of the ﬂemﬁargﬁie fardy, Honths before the Indian
iﬁc@#ﬁaratiannaf Gos snd the acbion in Ketange precipiteted cuthursts
spainst the UN in a sizable seclion of the press, the chairman of
the United States Senste Foreipn Belations Commities aﬁér&aseﬁ himself
t0 the U8 problem.. Bejecting the Euasian propesal for a Trolks«style

administyretion for the UN, Senator ¥illlam Fulbright wrotet
b

ithe Hew York Tiwes, February 10, 1962,
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"Instesd of engaging in an arid snd irrelevaat exercise in
legalities, we would be far betber advised to seek feasibtle

meansg of building & cobesive commnity of free nations, This
objective should be pursued ss far sy posgible within the

United Natlong. In lorse wesgure, however, it must be pressad
oubeide of the UN., Througn instromentalibies thet rellect &
Timited but resl community of common lntaraats.“ {emphasis added)

'F&lﬁ?lght concludad: *The Queatzan is how and whether a dynamic
teoneert of free nationst cen be pub together, It is clear
that the United Nations, although it was designed to form.
Just such o concert, has fallen far chort of the hopes which
sttended its creation. Ye must look slsewhers for 3 aysiem
thet ¢an unify the forces of lreedem effectively."(lnphaeis added)

Aceording to Fulbright, a viable gsysten of eollective gecurity
requires throe preconditions o succeed: 1. “a'aﬁaﬁu&-Qﬁﬂrén which
the principal géﬁars agrae’s 2, ﬁav&rﬁhelming foree® in the hands
of thoss who support the steius quop and 3. "e high depree of political
ané.marai‘galiéariﬁy among the grest powers," |

Hone of these existed ad the end of Yorld ¥ar IT, Fulbright said,
and the UN was fated thereby never tc be an effectual vody. DSenator
Fulbright's search for the status gue and the Yoverwhelming foree®
with which to defend it, h@lps.tc axplain why the right Wiﬁg movenend
hes become so influentiel in the United States. After ali, what othey
segment of the soclety is so wedded o the status guo? It is snly
- natursl that when th@ strongest coneern of gll congervstives, the
preservation of the status gue, becomes nstional oolicy, eonservative
thinking i@e&iv&g an enovaous stimulug, It would also seem that a
poor zense of the world's reaiiﬁieé, uguslly éasaciaﬁedLQith the right
wing, is reflected in the-earrant guesh for an agreesent to certify
longstanding relationshipe betwsen the strong and the weak, the.

develoned and the undevelopsd, the raw material suppliers and the

‘ iﬁ?ar&i@n Mfeire, Uctober 1961, Volu WO, Ne. 1, "For o Concert of
Free &:tm@ﬁs” '
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industfial consumers, the high ;@naump%ian and the marginel socleties,
the order-givers snd the order-receivers.

Resumption of the cuest for the status guo, this time in tha
company of a féw sympathetic nations, which iswthe explieit mogsage
of the Fulbright éné.Rackefeller‘analyses, and echosd with less finesse
by Senstor Goldwater, seemingly reteins these unrealistic gualities,
Unuwillingness to function; escept formally, in the UN is tentamount to

ascapist behavior in the fece of admittedly new historical condiitions,

The UH A5 An Antd «Communist Instrument

4 third source of danger to the survival of the UN is the
%ﬁﬁiﬂist?aﬁian‘g defensge gnérjﬁstifiaaticn of the world bcdy‘b@fcre
Congpeps and the neople a3 an instrument §f antifeemmunis . Presidént'
Kennedy's méssage to Céngreas {Januery 30, 1962) arging support of the
smergeney bond iséue, enphasized that "Failure to ac¢t would serve the
inteéﬁsﬁa of the Soviet ﬁaianaﬁwﬁlé The same theme hasz been developed
frequently by bobth the Assistant Secreﬁary of Etate.ﬂarlaa {Cleveland
and the Unlted States Ambassader to the United Nations, Adlai ﬁtevensoﬁ.

The donger of such & defense is that though i1 may temporarily
achieve its abjactive.aﬂd inémee.ﬁﬁe Congress and the @éaple 0 support
the T as an anti-Commmnist weapon, historical forces are dmost certein
o push the ﬁrgauizatiaﬁ slossr Lo the pogitions espoused by the
utiderdsveloped and newly-smergent natigns; Those who suépert the DR
only to the extent that iﬁ le antl-coumunist snd Y“pro~wéstern” ave
likely to suffer continual disillusionment which wltimately can benefit
only the rightwing. The quastien'ef the seeting of the Mainland
Communist Chinese Government is illustrative. The U.S. News apd World

Reporhe & conservative wsss weekly eff@ré & hint of what may be

Rw fork Times, January 31, 1962.
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expected., Afier infnrmiﬁg'its reasdership that the recent denisl af.ar
seat to Communist Chine wes a tyictory” for the Umited Shates, it
warped that "Meny observers feel that this ilssue, alene (if.daeiﬁeé
the other way) night wreck the United Eaiians.”l?‘ Put'diffsraatly,
if? as is entirely probable, the UK should:-reverse itself neﬁt_year
and vote for the admission of fed Uhine, o significant number of
fmevicens would be so shocked thet they would scquiesce in the demise
of the world orgenization.

The gravest threat to the UY arises nov ai this juncture, there-
fore, when it still possesses the support of the Administration, hut
in the futurs Vﬁriseéﬁ that are the inevitebls zecompanimenta of a
rapidly changing #orld*. The Ameri&aﬁ fublic is neither reslistically
infcrmﬁd.a%eu%-er-pregared for these changeg., It 1s being increas«
ingly hacfangued by vightwlng groups who warn that thepe changes
are the results of conspiracy, Ibs mood if and when some unexpacied,
but praﬁiéﬁa%le ghifts pecur cean only be surmised 2t this time bt

there ave already encugh ceuses for concern.

Conclusion

The United States, rich beyend the dreams of most of the wenmbers
of the Unlted Sotious, moves uneaslly io & deepening domesile soclal
erisis, the conseguence of matu?ing technologleal and sqie&tificrbreakw
thrcughs, 2n indigenous gapul&%ian sxplosion and antiguated soclo-
egonomic instituti?égféhieh impade eifective decision-making.

The ﬁaﬁianalﬁ%oaé, observers find, is turning sway from iis

historical optimism and the confusion and disavray feed an increaslngly

Lffhg ﬁ,ﬁa Hews and World leport, January 1, 1962,
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vocal and well~-financed conservatism. In this setting, proposed “solutiong®
offeé stronger doses of the vary-maﬁicine/which has contribwted to the

- ilinessw=wnore privatiszed decision-making, fewer systemstic pleans,

less interference with the individuel self«interest. Powerful private
chennels of public opinlon-meking are striving with success to convey
the lmpresgion that these remedles are not only benefi#ial bt
”ﬁoﬁﬁrate.“ The recommendstion of the domestic preseription te the
1nternatienal seene findg ite first epplicetion ic the uniteé Bations.
From & conservative vieﬂpaints the U§ is the perfect aac?ificiél vietin,
It represents collsctive action. It symbolies international intere
deﬁandehcys it em@ﬁasizes'planned econvalc solutions to socisl and
political p@ehl@mé. It includes and gi¥es a hesring to the mﬁnyxaeak

28 well as the mighty few. These characteristics the American Right
Wing Tinds @hnoxiéas.&amegtieally ang certeinly sees no reason o
r@garﬁ favorably when spplied internationslly. Sewnfrom the United
States, the fubure of the United Hations vests primarily on the aﬁgility
of the Zmerican soclety to satisfactorily snd numenistically econtrol

its oun destiniess. Only if this is sttainable can the United Nations
expset enduring American su?p@r%?- A% the moment the prospects ave

net zond,



