
Facing Off 

Romain Gary once wrote that the U.S. is the only 
great democracy capable of self-analysis and self-in- 
crimination, adding that democracy was safe in the 
world so long as that condition existed. Of course 
he was a Frenchman with an Old World view of 
America. 

Indulging in such self-analysis, three private organ- 
izations recently issued papers on U.S. relations with 
and attitudes toward the United Nations. The most 
perceptive study, signed by three former secretaries of 
state, was discussed in the May issue of Worldview. 
The others, a report distributed by the Heritage Foun- 
dation and a detailed refutation by the United Nations 
Association of the USA, represent such divergent 
views that there exists little ground for debate. 

The Heritage Foundation is a conservative think 
tank close to President Reagan and the right wing of 
the Republican party. Its report, called “The United 
States and the U.N.: A Balance Sheet,” analyzes the 
actions of U.N. members and concludes that U.S. in- 
terests are being undermined and its contributions 
misused. Some of its arguments against U.S. participa- 
tion in the U.N. have been heard for years: The U.N. 
cannot deal with a major international crisis (East- 
West disputes, Afghanistan, Poland, the Somalia- 
Ethiopia war); programs for undeveloped countries 
are a waste of money; U.N. headquarters are filled 
with spies; the General Assembly and the Security 
Council are powerless debating societies. 

There are, too, newer and subtler complaints in the 
report: “Universality,” which has given each of the 
157 U.N. member nations a vote in the General As- 
sembly, has granted minuscule states disproportionate 
power; the undeveloped countries, with the support of 
the Soviet bloc, are trying to seize the wealth of the in- 
dustrialized countries; through UNESCO the small 
dictatorships of the Third World are seeking to censor 
unfavorable news by licensing journalists; the U.N. 
supports the activities of terrorists; the U.N. is selec- 
tive on human rights matters, ignoring the most bla- 
tant violations by Third World countries and the 
Soviet bloc; the U.N. has lost the support of the 
American people. 

The UNA paper responds point by point. The 
UNA was established in 1965 by international-minded 
businessmen, educators, and scholars to support the 
world organization. On its board are industrialists, 
bankers, lawyers, labor leaders-hardly a group of 
bleeding hearts. The current chairman is Elliot L. 
Richardson, whose signature the report bears. 

Where the UNA assumes an interdependent world 
in which isolationism is not only undesirable but im- 
possible, the Heritage Foundation assumes U.S. mem- 
bership in the U.N. to be of questionable value, 
thereby raising the specter of Fortress America. 

On “universality,” the UNA welcomes all newly. 
independent countries, failing to recognize that many 
are hardly nations at all, much less sovereign. As to 
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spies, the Heritage people know (or should know) that 
every embassy and consulate in the world, including 
our own, has its share of them. With regard to de- 
velopment funds, there is documentation of all sorts 
from U.N. people themselves on waste, inefficiency, 
even fraud. Does this ‘mean that the investments of 
the World Bank and the International ,Monetary Fund 
are worthless or that aid to poor countries should be 
discontinued? 

The UNESCO press battle is complicated as much 
by rhetoric as by technology. “Freedom of the press” 
and the “free flow of Fnformation” are among the bat- 
tle cries. The Heritage paper calls the plan to establish 
an international news service under UNESCO 
auspices (largely with American money and tech- 
nology) a sure bid for government regulation and cen- 
sorship. The UNA finds acceptable a proposed “code 
of ethics’’ for journalists. Close observers of the media 
are quick to admit that the news services, dominated 
by the U.S., Great Britain, and France, display some 
sort of bias in what they report and how they report it. 
But what we hear at UNESCO meetings aims ex- 
pressly at restricting reporters by licensing them and 
at controlling the media to provide what is called 
“balance.” 
On terrorism, the Heritage group indicts the U.N. 

for funding the PLO and SWAPO (Southwest African 
Peoples Organization). The UNA makes a lame effort 
to explain these actions. Financial support for these 
nongovernmental forces is, in fact, in direct violation 
of the U.N. Charter-which raises an issue basic to any 
discussion 01‘ the U.N. No diplomat takes seriously 
the provisions of the U.N. Charter,’and.every delegate 
signs documents he knows his country will not honor. 
To the outsider this is dishonest behavior, and it ex- 
plains some of the contempt for the U.N. 

As for human rights, only the record of the Disar- 
mament Commission is more dismal. The Heritage re- 
port condemns the U.N. for its inaction here; the 
UNA responds: “Where is the only place that coun- 
tries from all over the world can participate in discus- 
sions of human rights violations? In the U.N ....” 

Is discussion, then, a goal? The United Nations 
Association seems to think so, but here too we come 
up against a U.N. problem. There is an element of self- 
delusion in U.N. meetings, not unlike the hyped-up 
conferences of Madison Avenue advertising agencies. 
The charged atmosphere, the flags, the international 
air-it all leads delegates into believing something is 
being accomplished. Even the late Allard Lowenstein, 
who should have known better, returned from a 
human rights meeting in Geneva euphoric over a new 
resolution to consider human rights violations in a 
few countries of the Soviet bloc. Nothing came of the 
resolution, of course. 

Where the Heritage report sees a lessening in public 
support for the United Nations, UNA cites polls in- 
dicating that most Americans favor U.S. membership. 
Polls aside, what do most Americans think of the 
U.N.? They don’t think of it at all. How unfortunate, 
then, that neither of these studies provides the kind of 
self-analysis that might prompt them to do so. 
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