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months - it says that the first raference to a Foreign Office assignment

pointing in the UN's direction seems to have come in the summer of 1942 when

S -GUPSEE6H: Reading your book - wh:Lch has been at my hand for some

you wvere assigned to something called Economic and Reconstruction' Depa.rtment.

Do you have any memory of that and did you have any semse at the time' of where

it might lead?

Lord GLADWYN: I was Secretary to the Head of the Foreign Office
#. . when the war broke out, and after the collapse of France I was seconded to

) 'F Ceonomic
o the MIMSJ“"[ 0 Varfa.re to help run the special operations as executive of
Dr. Dalton. 'I'hat vent on until Dr. Dalton went to the Board of Trade in

L April 1942 and T returned to the Foreign Office. After a time - two or three

" months - they put me m charge of a ney department called the Econonmic and
Reconstruction " Department, which was supposed to cope with various post-wer
Problems, notably économic. After a time it became apparent that the economic
future could not 'be.. dissociztea': from the political one and it therfi:.'forez became:

more and more obvious that vhat was needed and what actually took place was a

lu.nd. of planning department in the Foreign Office of wvhich I was the hee.d.
I recruited more or less the staff and a.fter a t:.me I obta.:.ned the services

expert on the League of Nations. T made friemds with him - with some

gifficulty - and got him inserted into the department. Thet must have been
approximately a year later. But even before then we had been th:.nk:.ng about

what mght happen after the war in the way of an international orga.nlza.tz.on,

and he was of course very useful in prepering documents to that effect.

of Professor Webster, who at that time was working in- Chatham House as: a great

As you know, it is 2ll down on paper of course and there is no"'pa.rti‘cular

reason for me to rehearse it,-don't you agree?

MoV & HoN

SIESTIONT I am listening because I am really going to ask a.'bout

your own temperament.
That duty put you in touch not onl}' wlth Lord Webster ‘but a.lso wrl:h

Caines - ;

Lord GLADWYN: Ob no.

b3
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QUEgEEOE . Reading yOur book - vh1ch has been et my hand for some
months - it says‘tiatAthe first reference to a Foreign Office assignment
pointing in the UN's direction seems to have come in the surmer of 1942 when
you were essigned to something called Economic and Reconstruction Department.
Do you have any memory of that and did you have eny sense at the time of where

it might lead?

Tord GLADWYN: T was Secretary to the Head of the Foreign Office
. wvhen the war broke out, and after the collapse of France I was seconded to

. warfare to help run the special operations as executive of
Dr. Dalton. That went on until Dr. Dalton went to the Board of Trade in
. April 19L2 end I returned to the Foreign Office. After a time - two or three
months - they put mé in charge 6% a new department called the Economic and
Reconstruction Department, which was supposed to cope with verious post-war
praoblens, notably Lconomlc. After a time it became spparent that the economic
future could not be d1ssoc1atea from the political one and it therefore became
more end more obvious that what was needed and what actually took place was e
kind of plamning department in the Foreign Office of which I was the head.
I recruited more or less the staff and after e time I obteiped the ser%ices
of Professor Webster, who at that time was working in- Chathem House as a great
expert on the League of Nations. I made friends with hirp - with some
difficulty - end got him inserted into the department. That muét have been
epproximately a year later. But even before then we had been thinking about
what might happen after the war in the way of an international organization,
and he was of course very useful in prepering documents to thet effect.

As you know, it is ell down on paper of course and there is no partlcular
reason for me to rehearse 1t, don't you agree? '

_ QUESTION: I am listening because I am really going to ask abount
your own tenmperament.

That duty put you in touch not only with Lord Webster but also with
Caines - T ' '

Lord GLADWYN: Oh no.
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it not?

basically

QUESTION: I am‘sorry. He was alreédy lord Caines, wasn't he?
Lord GLADWYN: Caines I saw only once or tvice.

QUESTION: And Barry White later on?

Lord GLADWYN: No, I have never met him.

QUESTION: Never?

Lord GLADWfN: To.

QUESTION: But that initiative eventually led to Bretton VWoods, did

LER

Lord GLADWYN: No, I don't do Bretton Woods.
{ s ‘e
QUESTION: Really? - It didn't go that wey?

Lord GLADWYN: TWo.

QUESTION: Do you feel yourself to have been en economic animsl
or a political one? '

Iord GLADWYN: Political, of course.

QUESTION: I alweys thought so.

Iord GLADVWYN: Political is the impression that others have received.

QUESTIOJ Another aspect of the work eventually resulted in UNRVA,

the rehablllt&thn and reconstructlon agency.' Do vou recell some of the

arguments

and concepts around that? Was it a big Foreign Office issue?
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Lord GLADWYN: Well, the Foreign Office had e say and it was mostly the
wvork of Sir Frederick Leith-Ross, I seem to remember. Yes, we knew about it,
encouraged it and thought it was & vroud beéinning of some kind of United Nations
organization. It wes the first United Nations organization to be formed really.
But it was evident that it could not work except with some political background,
end it was so evident that we then passed on from there to the political
background that was necessary.

QUESTION: The big politicel cluster of issues during wartime.
This emerges from your book; it emerges also from_Epe Cadogan diaries and
others. Was it yourffgglt,‘or Foreign Officeﬁzégit\l I must sgy it was echoed
'ﬁlso in Washington and Moscow - that the three Pé;ers, US, UX and the Soviet
Union, and perhaps added to that & revived France would lay dovn the post-war
law for everybody, or did you frankly foresee a day when nther countries would -
“share the responsibilities?
. Lord GLADWYN: ?here wasn't such a thing as a Foreign Office view.
The. people of the Foreign CTfice were quite divided, I think, on arl these
igssues quite often. We tried to get & Foreign Office comsensus, it is true,
- in order to find e Secretary of State; end I suppose I was fairly successful
in getting such a consensus, probably. No one thought originsl y, I think,
the four-Power plan should be & basis of four-Power agreement without which
agreement it was unlikely that they would have an international organization.
at all. Naturally, nobody thought that the other Powers would te excluded,
but it was thought that unless there was harmony between the greater Powers

the future was pretty dim - which indeed it has proved to be.

QUESTION: You have just really, in a way, mapbed out the‘idealoi
permanent membership of the Security Council, haven't you?

Lord GLADWYN: Yes, that was the original idea.

QUESTION: But did it grow from there? Did the veto and the five
permanent tembers of the Security Council grow out of this?

tord GLADWYH: Yes, I suppose so. Yes, undoubtedly, they did
become pariners. '
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QUESTION: Who wvere the other personalities who worked - et that
point perhaps less interestedly - in the day-to-day conduct of the war, vhether .
things were going badly or not and who were really cariqg about the shape of the

‘post-war world? You were foremost among them, but you must have had somebody to
argue with.

. Lord GLADWYN: The great leader, Mr. Churchill, eventually had some
ideas sbout world government, but most of the time he was much too preoccupied
with winning the var to think seriously of other matters.

QUESTION; I think“he was e8lso bored with the whole United Nations
thing, don't you?

Lord GLADWYN: No, I think he ha¢ an idea. His own ideas, of course, '
as I say 1n mv book, were la.d down in thoughts. But that was

later on. Flrst of al1, he did not really pay much attention to these thlngs
I don't think.

QUESTION: You served under various foreign secretaries, ir-luding
Helifex, Eden end, T suppose, pevin afterwards. Do you remenber any - f the
personality differences or concords with them? Did you get o.. well with

Halifax, for example?”

Lord GLADWYN: Yes. I did not work all that closely with Halifex

. I
dié not really edvise Halifax directly at 211. I supr.se I got along well

tecause I was Secretary for the Foreign Office and

with hir, but that ended. He was succeeded by Eden, with vhor I never reelly

got along very well beceuse he was, I thought, not very interested in'the future.
Ye was & very good negotiator end interested in what wes golng to aappen the

day after tomorrow and how to get hold of .
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QUESTION: (inaudidle)

Lord GLADWYN: No, away in some confererice. Ee vas &
.very good negotiator and a very good in many ways, but he was
and never really contemplated it that much or seriously.
Certeinly he never really paid very much attention to our views on world
government. He accepted it as a principle, but (inaudible).

QUESTION: That's en interesting phrase you just used, because there
are many people vho feel that the UN Charter as written at San Francisco is in
entirely the oppos:te direct.on from world government; it reinforces sovereignty
to e tremendous degree. Do you agree ﬁith that or not?

1ord GLADWYN: I never thbught that world government was & possibility

c .
- . v

- (e

QUESTION: I know, but you used the phrase and that's why. You meant
the Govern~ents of the world, did you?

Lord GLADWYN: ' world organization, ¥:s.

QUESTIOKR: .Of the interesting things that come up i'n the correspondence
vetween Churchill and Roosevelt one is tne question whether or not China is &
world Power. I am talking about 1943, 19hk, 1945. Did you have any feelings
on that subject?

lord GLADIYI: We in the Foreign Office generally, I think, never
thought that China had any chance of being & real world Power for a very long
tire, but we had to imagine it was a world Power in order to please fregident
Roosevelt. The whole object was to get agreement with the Americens, end that
- was one of the reasons we agreed with the idea that Chinglshquld come in es &
great Power. -W -
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QUESTION: But you had no illusions about the -

Iord GLADWYN: None wvhatever. We thought it was very unlikely that it

would emerge as a world Power for a very considerable time.
QUESTION: They have, of course, haven't they?

Lord GLADWYN: After 30 years, yes.
QUESTION: Interestingly - incidentally, I am leaping forward now -
in the period 1950-195L when you were the United Kingdom Permanent Representative
"to the Security Council, you had the rather difficult task of treading a path
betwee . your country's recognition of Peking and the US abhorrence of the very

idea. You must have have found that to be -

-
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Lord GLAIWYK: I don't know about that, The United States very nearly
recognized Communist China soon after Mr. Bevin did. That was vhen Acheson came
to Iondon at the begimning of 1948 - I think it was, wasn't it? He was Just on
the point of recognizing them when there was some incident in Peking - someone
vas murdered or something - and the China lobby got up in arms and then they went
right back against the idea, It was a pity, but that wes so. When I was §{n
FRew York in 1950 I rdid; vhen President of the Security Council, succeed in getting

the Americans to agree, by abstaining, to the Red Chinege sending e mission to
New York. '

QUESTION: General Woo. I remember him.

Lord GCLADWYN: General Woo, yes.

QUESTTON: That was towards the end of the year. I was in Korea at that
time ~ UN information officer. Still, it must have been not easy for the principal -
ally of the United States tc hold, especially when China came into “_he fighting, &
view: 80 - entirely opposite to that of the Americans,

Lord CLADWYR: It wasn't entirely opposite - I suppose some Americans anyway.

QUESTIOR: But this was the physical enemy, armed and horrible on the
battlefrield. '

Lord GLADWYR: The Red Chinese, yes. Well, we did our best and we succeeded ™
in modifying the American policy to some extent, I should have thought.

QUESTION: What sbout India? Were you convinced that the American attitude
to: India, &s certainly a country that should 5e spoken avout as independent now,
whatever the technicalities remaining to be accomplished, and a&s a potential Power
of importance in the United KRations, was an incursion or a violation of -

| ~ Lord GLADWYN: What year are you referring to?

QUESTION: I am talking a‘béut the war years, vhen America -
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Lord CLADWYR: The end of the war? India vaSn'f independent until 1949,
wvas it?

QUESTION: That's right. On the other hand, she had a separate UN vote
as early as -

Lord GLADWYN: As a member of the Commonwealth, yes.

QUESTION: Did you hold that American encouragement of Indian independence
was an intrusion into British affairs?

. Lord GLADWYN: I didn‘t personslly, no. i
QUESTIONR: .I am interested in you personally. The whole interview is
pitched at what you felt, because it's all in the open now, isn't it?

Lord GLATWYN: No-. I thought they would have to recognis> India as
completely independent, yes. But it needed some time for Indis to settle down as
g considerable Power, and eventually it *id, certainly. Whether she should have
bteen & member of the Security Council as a permanent member is a different mafter.
I think that would have been difficult really with Pa;istan aﬁd before the Indians
had found their feet.

QUESTION: But you had no misgivings yourself about the idea of Indis eas
a separate nation?®

Lord GLADWYN: FNone whatever, no.
QUESTIOK: Interesting. I was try{ng to work out - very hard to find out;
I checked & few references - but how did the Indian separate vote come about? Eave

you any ideas?

Lord GLADWYN: Separate vote?
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QUESTION: I mean India was the only non-Dominion <« t0 use the term of the
time - vhich had e separate vote in the Uniied Nations. It is interesting., I must
check it, The Indians don't know; I asked them, If we could look at the war for
a bit, vhen 194k came and we had all got certain thet the Germans were going to be
beaten there was a debate about the future of Germany: should it be partitioned; «
should it be & single country; unconditional surrender? You remember the Morgenthau

business, What was your own view about the future of Germany at that time? Do you
remembery - '

Tord CLADWYN: - T thirk there vas a division of opinion in the Foreipgn Office.
T can't remember exactly what it was. But the official viev was that at all costs
Germany should be reunited as & democracy. I never thought that was very likely,
because the Russians being in possession of part of Germany would not agree, -
Whether we thought it was a good thing or mot, I thought the only thing to do was
to count on the likeljhood that half of Germany or three quarters or two thirds
would be in the Western camp and the other would be in the Eastern camp. I thought
thet was gomething that vo'izld be unfortunate but would be inevitable, ana that the
iden of mlways saying that we hid to have the Wiederrereinigungi,?eu:l-:sghlj.ﬁﬂs_ a8 the
principal objective was probably mistaken.

QUESTION: Do you remember anything about other opinione in the Foreign
Office? '

Lord CLADWYK: Yes, I think I said eo. I can't remember the name of the
¢hap -

QUESTION: Vansittart, of course, was - - . . .
Iord GLADWYK: Who?

QUESTION»z | Ro‘be;rt WVa.nsittari . “

Lord CLADWYN: He didn't have anything -

QUESTION: He was out by this stage. He was the great presvar hater of
Germany, vasn't het '
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Ior4 CLADWYN: Oh, no. There was nothing to do with that at the end of
the var, But there were people who thought that the idee was that we must heve a
united democratic Germany, and that was the principal objective of our foreign policy.
But I didn't think myself it would be so.

QUESTION: Tell me on & different level what working for Cadogan was like,
or working with him,

-

Jord GLADWYN: I thought I worked very well with him,

QUESTION: No doubt ybu, did. The diaries, of course, reveal that under the
urbdbane _e’xterior there were banked fires of fury.

Lord GLADWYN: I never knew anything ebout that myself - very odd.

QUESTION: Really?
s ‘e

-~ -

Lord GLADWYR: No, nothing whatever.

QUESTION: I thought that to his close colleagues he would occassionally
explode. '

Lord GLADWYN: No. He was always very calm, I assure you' - most extraordinary

QUESTION: It is emazing, isn't it? You must have read the book with some
astonishment then.

Lord CLADWYN: I did really, yes. But he was an extremely able operator and
very astute and very charismatie I thought in all his judgements. I thought he was

a very good man. : . o

QUESTION: He says "That swine Samuel Hoare going to Madrid as Ambassador.
Good riddance to bad rudbbish.”

Lord CLADWYN: Well, he couldn't bear Sam Hoare.
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QUESTIOR: There vere & few others he couldn't bear either, If you:look
at the diaries carefully he seems to have garted out vwith an initial resistance to
Churchill and then & slov ascceptance, '

Lord CLADWYN: That's true. He became rather dominated by Churchill .t
eventually, I think, But he always tended to criticize him, too, yes.

QUESTION: He was your predecessor, of course, in New ¥York, wasn't he?

Lord GLADWYN: Yes. He had left by the time of the Korean War. He was on
‘his way dbick on a ship when the Korean War broke out. Otherwisg, they might have asked
him to stay on, I suppose. Anyhow, he was on his way back on a: ship, so I had to go '
out: on ;L n;zom'ent-"s notice and I got there two days efter the var had broken oiut,. .

QUESTION: ‘".A.nd' the day'a.fter that T took off for Korea. I left New York
bonnid"tqr KO,rcal.' with Colonel Catton, who was Trygve Liefs repreésentative. I remember
those two Security Louncil meetings and I was back in October for eome wiere you had-
some’ fun with - T ’

Lord CLADWYN: No. The principal decisions had been: taken beforse I got there.

QUESTION: Yes = 25 and 27 June were the main oneg, Then when the Chinese
came in- and Ceneral Woo errived and so on - '

Lord GLADWYN: Well, he went back without eny eatisfaction. He spoke to
the Russians and went straight home,

n

QUESTION: Yes, I remember. But you became at that stage équic’chin& of a
nationel figure really in the next year on teclevision in America, because -

Iord CLADWYN: Yes, in August/September 1950, and to some extent afterwards.
QUESTION: And you became a considerable folk hero,

Lord GLADWIN: So T believe.
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QUESTION: You must have found that, for a Foreign Office chap, to be an
unusual - ‘

Lord GLADWYR: Very odd.

QUESTION: We march on. Anonymity in documents: you look at something like
the Atlantic Charter and you wonder. Was it really the work of Cadogant

Lord GLADWYN: I suppose so, but it all happened on a ship, I seem t0 remember
and I wasn't there, '

QUESTIONR: He must have taken copious files sboard with him, I am sure.

Lord GLADWYN: I don't think so.

-

QUESTION: Really?
[ P4 {~
Lord GLADWYN: Ko, I think he drafted it, but under the influence of Churchill
and Roosevelt, of course. It was rather wvague.

QUESTIOR: Yes, freedom from want and freedom from -

lord GLADWYN: It was &1l right, but the Atlantic Charter didn't really have
much effect on the future, I don't think. '

QUESTION: Rather interestingly, I was looking at it: eight main points, of
vhich one looked to the establishment of a peace that would permit ell natiins "a means
of dvelling in safety within their own boundaries, free from fear anci wvant". Then I
‘ vas going to ask vhose ideas vere they; do ycu think they wvere ChurcAhill's as put
-dowvn by Cadogan?



SET C 11

LORD GLADWYN: Well, Roosevelt's, I dare say - I don't knowy I vasn't
there.

QUESTION: And as you say, there was no guess work...

LORD GLADWYN: On, none at all. It was just done, I think, &5 &
matter of consciousness - I don't think they had any files much on the ship.

GUESTION: Article 7 of that Charter called for the right to cross
the high seas and oceans without hindrance...

LORD GLADWYN: That was Roosevelt, of coﬁrse.

QUESTION: That was Roosevelt. The British vier - historically, at -
ieest - has been thazithey were e.titled to seize and search in war time...
1,0RD GLADKYN: Yes, I think that was so.

- -~

QUESTIOH: Interestingly, the Charter of the United Hations seems to
have pothing about freedom of navigation. . (inaudible) _
Tell me, &5 you look at the unfolding of things since, do ycu believe that if
things had been done differently back then the world might be different today?

LORD GLADWYN: 1It's like saying whet would have happened if Napoleon
had won the Battle of Waterloo...

QUESTIOR: It's an enterteining garme, &nd you cer intervret...enter
in <ith & very small stake. So, you have no... - .

LORD GLADWYN: Well, I don't think it's very likely that things would
have. turned out very differently, given the fact that-there wzs-always -bound -
to be clash between the Americans and the Russians.

QUESTION: Let's analyse that for & moment: the Rugsgians has this
hedgehiog: fear of being assaulted .from the West, end they had soXie reason historically
to have goch an outlvok. Do you think there was Americen-BEritish insemsitivity
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to this psychological need of theirs, or...

LORD GLADWYN: No, I think the British were very conscious of it.

QUESTION: But couldn't sell the Americans?

LOEC GLADWYN: The Americans...Il think were much more keen on... Well
the Americans were under Eerry Hopkins...Well, I beg your pardon, I've got it
wrong - the' Americans were sbsolutely keen on getting agreement with the Russians

at all costs, yes. And the British were more doubtful that that would work.

QUESTION: And eventually of course what happened wes the Americans -
I mean -\t was the worst poss1ble outcome, wasn't it, I mean it really...the
worst possible - war would have been worse - but there wa~ the greatest suspicion
on both sides and a :1nd of mounting temperature...

LORD GLADNYN I think the Russians were largely responsible for thet,
of course, too, but perhaps it was inevitable,.. _ -

QUESTION: Well, tell me why, i¥ you know why. Why would it have been
in the Russian interest to set up this wall or to project hostility and suspicion

and diglike? Do you have eny views on this, do you have any..;

D GLRDWYN: The Russians haven't solved'their enpire, eand I deresay
they vere frightened that it would be disrupted by American action or Western
ection. And they still ere.

QUESTION: Yes, I suppose so. ¥e have and we hdld, like Fefner in
the Ring... Churchill notes that at Teheran, in December 19L3, "there I sat
with the Grezt Russian Bear on one side of me with paws outstretched, and on the
other side the grest American Buffalo” - I guess he must have thought -& little
while before coming up with the Buffalo as a symbol of America -~ "and between
the two sat the poor little English Donkey who was the only one who knew the
right way hece." What do you feel about that?

* LOED GLADWYN: I think that's rather an exaggerated way of putting it.
But I think that at Teheran it was evident that the Russiens and the Americans



SET C 13

between themselves were going to dominate the scene, end we had less and less:
influence than we had bvefore.

QUESTION: You were - no, you weren't actually in - you were in London
wvhen the atomic thing happened ana the Baruch-Lilienthal plan end the Russian
rejection end what not... A lot of "people todey feel that the Acheson-Baruch-
Lilienthal plan &s presented to the Council in -

LORD GLADWYN: The Baruch plen...

QUESTION: - it was really Lilienthal's initielly, as emended by
Acheson and finally put up by Baruch...we had to make a choice...we are here
to make .a choice between the quick and the dead...that that was calculated to
bring sbout & Russien rejection because it ensured an Amevicen ronopoly of control...
) LORD SLADWYN: Well, you couldn't get over the question of control, -
really...that was the basic difficulty.
° { v I
QUESTION: There was no one willing to trust an independent international
authority...

LORD GLADWIN: No, I don't think the: Russians were willing to: trust...
QUESTION: Or the Americans?
LORD GLADWYN: ...n0r the Americans either, no.

GUESTIOR: Then it was a problem, obviously. - .
QUESTION: Cadogean - I don't know wnere this goes - Cadogan observed
in 1944 that he didn't trust "A nice complete logical .charter which won't mean
what it says. Much better frankly say thet for five yeers the three Fowers pust
own the world, they're the only people who can.” Do you rea¥ly believe that even
then decisicns affecting ell the continents could be nade by this trio of
deﬁiﬁing.Pcwers, or were you scepticel - more particularly about the U.K."s
econonie future, if not of her imperial influence?
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LORD GLADWYN: ‘Well, I thought that if there was going to be any
success for the United Nations the Americans and the Russiens would have to be
in broad agreement, otherwise it wouldn't work.

QUESTION: But you weren't very sanguine sbout there being such an
agreement, even then?

LORD GLADWYN: Not after 1947, no.

QUESTION: What changed?

LORD GLADWYN: Well, it's quite evident‘that the Russians were not
going *. play that game.

QUESTION: - I'm really interested and will put questions - unless you
can fipd me a shortcut - I am interested in some of the personalities of the
time. Do you have any outstanding...l mean, you gave me a little insight into
Eden's priorities wh;n heiionk over the Foreign Secreteryship. Fow. what ebout
¥alifex? You didn't have too much to do with him personally...vou worked

through Cadogan...
LORD GLADWYN: Yes...
QUESTION: ...and Cadogan is rather reticent on Helifex.
LORD GLADWYH: Is he?

QUESTION: I'm having an argument with Robert Rhodes-James - do you

know hig?
LORD GLADWYN: I hardly know him - I krow of him....

QUESTION: He says that Eden was going to be Secretery-General. I

can't believe that for & moment...

LORD GLADWYN: No...no.
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QUESTION: He believes it, apparently; there's a reference to it in
his printed memoirs -

LORD GLADWYN: I don't think there was any question of it - I don't
think: that Eden wanted it...

QUESTION: He wanted Churchill to go eway so that he could be Prime
Minister, didn't he?

LORD GLADWYN: Of course, at the time...

QUESTION: And the other thing which someone must have realized is
that tL: last British Secretary-General of the League, Eric Drummond, having
finished his spell in Geneva was dbrought home, ennobled...

LORD "“LADWYN: No, no, he inherited it...

(42 ‘-
QUESTION: On, I s ... and sent to Rome to be Ambassador.
LORD GLADWYN: Yes,
QUESTION: Where they'd Just beer visiting sanctionms...

LOED GLADWYN: That's right - a very silly thing to do.

QUESTION: Wasn't it? Hold on, I've got to turn this thing over... ere
you distressed at this procedure?
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QUESTION: Pasvolsky was in some ways your opposite number before...

LORD GLADWYK: Yes, I suppose he could be éaid - rather he was a
combination of me and Professor Webster. Pasvolsky was a dominant element on
the American side in the preparation of the Charter, undoubtedly. At
Durbarton Oeks and also at San Francisco...

QUESTION: As we move towards Bretton Voods and Yalte, with the U.N.
LORD GLADWYN: I had nothing to do with Bretton Woods.
QUESTION: Nothing to do with Bretton Woods?

LORD GLADWYN: No, no. :

‘-

-

QUESTINN: But someone in the Foreign Office must have?

L. ‘o

LORD GLADWYN: Nig-l Ranald. EHe's elive...I think...
QUESTION: He's elive...l see. _Vell that's a good name to note down.

LORD GLADWYN: I think he must be pretty old, but I think he's still
alive. He rust be in the nineties.

QUESTION: What ebout the idez of this U.N. ermy and enforcement
meaﬁures? Did you ever believe that there was going to be e U.N. army with eir
force end navy and...

LORP GLADWYN: ¥XNo, not reaily. Eut we have to go elong with the idea
because it wes part of the general conceptionwthat there should be. I never_
‘believed thet very likely it would happen, certainly not efter the outbreak of
the Cold War. 3But in principle we had to go along with it, &s the Military
Staff Committee - it was in the Charter, and in principle it was the thing to
do. But it %wouldn't really have worked. I can't think.

QUESTION: fven by Bretton Woods, it says here Roosevelt was growing
nervous gbout providing soldiers to the U.N. without the constitutional steps...
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but 46 you know to this day the Militery Staff Committee holds & meeting each
month?

LORD GLADWYN: Is this true?
QUESTION: I may be wrong, but it did & couple of years: 8go0...

LORD GLADWYN: Oh, it did until feirly recently, I know. Utteriy
ridiculous.". '

QUESTION: They used to meet - a general, an admiral, and an sirforce
commander from each of the Five...and grunt et each other and exchange &

courtes: and...
.:

LORD GLADWYN: = And fix :the date of the next meeting... It's actually
been going on since 19L...whenever it was...

: o €, e : X
QUESTION: But the. idea that each of the five Powers womls ...
off & Little ermy for the U.F. - you never took seriously?

LORE GLADWYE: I didn't think it very likely, no. Ve had to go along
with tie formslities, yes, but I never thought myself it was very likely it
vould: heppen, no. ‘

QUESTION: Were you in on a proposel et one point that there should
ve & United Rations gir force?

LORD GLADWYN: Ro, I thought thet was nonsense” to go eng btemberd -
everybody who was rebellious end...absurd...

QUESTION: ¥How, turning e little to the work efter the Sau Francisco
Conference, vou vere - I suppose - I mean, we think of you es & kind of
pre=Secretary=General of the United Kations.

{07 GLADWYHN: I was provisional Secretary-Generasl, so describedy I
pelieve, YES. '
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QUESTION: And, I mean, chaps like Bfian Urauhart wandered in and
asked for work and you took them...

LORD GLADWYN: Well, he was my first recruit, sctually.
QUESTION: Do you know about the Mohicans - do you know what they are?

LORD GLADWYN: No. Indians?
QUESTION: No, it's & club - well, of course, the novel, but there's

e club at the U.K. of those who were on bosrd - U.K. Secretariat - before the

fifteenth of August 1946, and obviously this is & club with = dwindling future

and eve~tually there will be the last of the Mohicans... But Brien is the

first of the Mohicans. : -

_ LORD GLADWYN: I should have thought so. ‘(Laughter) The first one
in & sense wvas David Owen...

t . Je

QUESTION: Yes.

LORD GLADWYN: ...who was more or less engaged - well, I didn't sctually
teke him on, but it was agreed that he should be az sort of nurber two in cozmand

of the internal operations...

QUESTION: You mention him in the book &s - he wes I think Cripps's...

LORD GLADWYN: He was Cripps's private secretary.
QUESTIOR: ...end he was a charmer. We knev him well in the U.N.

He was & great funny Yorkshireman...

LORD GLADWYN: But the first actusl recruit was Brian Urguhart actually,
he was ny private secretery.

QUESIOR: VWho came to you after being Browning's personal essistant
or something...
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LBRD GLADWYN: Yes.

QUESTION: ...and having various disagreeable edventures in the war...

LORD GLADWYN: Yes.

QUESTION: But Brian, of course, is, as you know, still, a stelwart
and has run the peace-keeping side since Bunche's death for all the Secretaries-
General.., *

LORD GLADWYN: I know.

QUESTION: And is es...

.

LORD GLADWYM: - I suppos: he'll retire soon, won't he, will he?

QUESTION: Well,_he's been talking ebout retiring for sbout 30 years,

(4

but I think... S -

[N

DORD GLADWYN: How old is he - fixtyofive?
QUESTION: Something like that - not even.
LORD GLADWYN: Sixty-two?

QUESTION: Something...but marvellous. Ke's not only & men with all

horour end propriety about the Secretariat...thet is invaIuable.

LORD GLADWYN: Yes.
QUESTIOHN: ...if people seem to have had their rights &3 members of
the: Secretariat assailed, Brian is the -
' LORD CLADWYN: I'm sure he is, yes, yes...

e

QUESTION: ... - the dﬁefénﬂ’er of the right. Now, you pnf together =
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I see your report to the first London Assemdbly, the Report of the Preparatory
Commission - I assume it was partly drafted by you -

LORD GLADWYN: Yes, entirely...

QUESTION: ...snd you say that you put together the steffs of the
various departments and they became in many cases...

ﬁbRD GLADWYN: The rules of procedure, that's even more interesting.
QUESTION: WHich were revised afterwards by Committees headed Vby...

LORD GLADWYN: But they remained essentially the same. Except for the
Security Council - it's never adopted its rules of procegd.re. ’

-

(¥ - ) .
LORT GLADWYN: The ! heve provisional rules of procedure &' the first
meeting, of course...it has worked on that basis for a long tire.

QUESTION: I'm interested in really - this is the nucleus of “the

Secreteriat...end having been a member of the Secretariat for thirty-five years
now ryself - N

LORD GLADWYN: Oh really?

QUESTION: Yes... - I'm interested in the extent'to vhich you were

aware or to which your behaviour was effected by the Leagﬁe experience,..

LORD GLADWYN: The League of Nations?
QUESTION: Yes.

 LCSD GLADWYN: No, I don't think it was really.

QUESTION: It wasn't? You really fhoughtAyou were sort of éregtingfaﬁfésn?
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LORD: GLADWYN: Well...I thought we were creating & géw version of the
League, if' you like, but it wasn't very much influenced by my experience of the
United Nations.. I did go to the United Nations ...a certain amount...but o,
I cen't rererber thinking that I was influenced by that very much. I just
.recfuited the people who seemed to be most desirable for the job. And of course
to & very Iaxge~exﬁe3t~you(had%to,také the nominees of the various: States,
you couldn® help it.

QUESTION: But among the English recruits, epart from Brian and
David Owella.. I,éée'ngmes,like Hugh Williams - he's in fact e New Zealaunder -
your information s*aff, whicr. is of course the one that interested me because:
I came to know them quite soon afterwards... Duckworth-Barker whom we spoke of,
end other gooé people. And then many of the overseas ones beceme ASG's and
Directors &nd what not under the...’
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ILord GLADWYN: Yes, they did. A man called Cohen, I think.

QUESTION: Ben, yes, Chile. Marvelous.
Lock, I've got to do this ... ,
We were talking about the Secretariat. The Secretariat has now grown into
‘a force of many thousands, The influence of the original nucleus remained for
a long time and eventual?y proved to be a cause of some irritation to the new
incoming Powers who found all the top jJobs occupied by Yanks and Limeys and
Frenchmen and ... -

Lord CLADWYN: I don't know anything about such goings on.
QUESTION: Don't you?

) i f .

- Iori CLADWYN: Ko. Nothing whatever,

QUESTION: But it's changing nov because the first generation is well
on its way out and all sorts of new Tr.ople are in. ]

But you must - even though yc: were not at this stage on the sce 10 - & year
efter you left New York the floodgetes opened end the membership ... -

-Lbfﬂ,GLADWYﬁz That's in the Secrqtariat, when the membership (inaudivile)

QUESTION: Yes, but in other words each member clsimed and laid & elaim
to some share of the staff ...

Lord CLADWYN: I always thought they opened the gates too rapidly myself.
I thought that increasing the membership so quickly end admitting almost anybody
vho epplied was probably s mistake. : '

QUESTION: What would you have ...
Tord GLADWYR: Well I think that under the Charter you are &ble to

become a Member State of the United KRations if you are willing and abdle to‘gcéept
the obligations of the Charter. ’
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-

QUESTIOR: And it further requires that you bave to: be peace-16ving,

Lord GLADWYN: Well, peace-loving; whatever that means. Everybody says they
" are peace=loving, but they have to be able and willing to accept their obligations.
Whereas gome. were ﬁning, I don't think many vere able. and I think that {£ the -

peoplg: who: were obﬁonsly incapable of mlnlling. their obliggti@ns it~ nizhz: ha‘re
been: an advantage. But of course it was all destroyed by great-Pover rivalry,
becruse you could: 't veto somebody because they might go over to the other side,

QU,_E,T_IQR':: Exa.ctly: Well, as you know the place was kept 1ock®d up.
precisely because the Russians wanted so-and-so in and we wanted so-and=so in, and
they divided coumtries ...

Lord CLADWYN: Yes'.

QUESTION: But as far as Africa and Asia were concerned, when you say:
Nigeria - vhans {s independent; obviouvsly Ghana gets in and is accleimed: in the
Ceneral Assembly - end Msdagascar and whatever. But when it then co: :& to: Rwande and
Urundi e separate - but you see it's very difficult to say "yes“ to he one and “no™
to the other because ... '

2 Very difficult, but something should bave been: done in. my

view, It's so ludicrous to think the N.aldxve Islands has the game vote as China
and: to: {inaudible),

QUESTION: Yes, it is. In the early days did you ever think of weighted
voting? I know that it ceme up in the sense that at one point the Russians: demanded
a vote: for esch of their repubdblies. That was at Yalts, wvasn't {t%

Lord CLADWYN: Yes. Well, before Yalta they started talking about thaf, but
then the United States said they ought to have & vote for all their LB States, (1)
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QUESTION: Right. It started, aidn't it, because the Russians said, "Look.
at the British; they're getting & vote from New Zealand" ...

Lord GLADWYN: Yes, they did.

QUESTION: ... aﬁd a vote r;om Canada.

Lord GLADWYN: Yes, yes.

QUESTIOﬁE And theg,the compromise provided for Byelorussia and the Ukraine.

Lord GLADWYN: Well that should never have been considered, really; unless,
of course, the Americans were going to get Celifornia and Rew York. But it shouldn't
have been considered, but Roosevelt was so “een on pleasing Stalin that he agreed.
It doesn't ngg any differenca. '

QUESTION: Fo, it doesn't, end in fact the Maldive and China votl> doesn't
make &l1 tlit amount of difference either because the votes in the General Assembly
are ...

Iord GLADWYR: Well it wss alwﬁys thought that the Assembly should not have
gny great power., That was the idea. It was thought that the General Assembly should
have less influence than the Security Council.

QUESTION: Well it doesn't today. It has -

Iord CLADWYN: Well it has more than it used to have, I suppose.

QUESTION: I suppose so, but moral suasion is still the principal tool there .

Lord GLADWYN: Yes, yes.
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QUESTION: ... and there are some countries that are morally susded and:
others that are not.

Lord CLADWYN: Yes, quite true.

*
.

QUESTION: As the drafts of the Charter emerged as you worked on them, wére
you « now: you can claim all sorts of things with the virtue of hindsight - did yén“
foresee fny of today‘s problems coming up? Did you say no at the time? Did:you
varn: and thump? | |

Lord CLADWYN: If I did it's on the record; I can’t recollect it.
QUESTION: I see. Is there anything that you ...

Lord GLADWYK: I hcre forgotten a great deal, you know,
T X B

Fa

QUESTION: Well, we do. I thought I could &t least provoke: you «nto: talking
about: some 3f the personalities that you worked with. 1Is there anyone Viﬂx whom: you

vhate“ver. but: on some prmclple. some UN principle.

Lord GLADWYJ: I don't think so,

QUESTIONr A peacesble man, are you?

Lord: CLADWYN: We had discussions. I don't vemember & row sbout anything.
No, I honestly don't think we ever had & row. I don't think we 4id, We: had:
discussions: and differences of opinion quite often. What should the fow: have bsen
about? I can't understand,

QUESTION: Well it might have been abdbut, say, Indis,

lord GLADWYN: No.
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. QUESTIOR: No?
{ord CLADWYR: No, no, no.
QUESTION: The role of India in the future UN?
Lord GLADWYR: Qerta.inly not, no.

QUESTIOK. Kot & divisive thing back at the Foreign Office?

Lord GLADWYN: No. I don't remember it, mo.
QUESTION: lots of leughs about Roosevelt pushing China as a big member.

. LorAd, GLADWYN: Well we thought it was probably & mistake at that time, but
ve thought he had to go along with it.

QUESTION: Along with it becruse of his own domestic China lobby and -

Iord GLADWYN: Yes, of course. The great thing wes to get iaerica in firmly
and not let it go isolationist.

Ta

QUESTION: And recalling of the 'Léague?
Iord GLADWYN: That was the idea.

QUESTION: Yes, Did you have any dealings with the American Senators who it
wes initially thought would be the ones to make trouble end who eventually became the
great enthusiasts, Vandenberg and ... '

Lord GLADWYN: I saw Vandenberg, but he was at the Paris peace confergnce
after the wvar, and I sav him to some extent, But at Dumberton Osks I think I saw him
only once or twice, But I met him once or twice at the peace conference, and Connelly
too, but I didn't bave any long conversations with him, no.
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-

QUESTIOK: Chiefly, the people with whom you had long eonversations were
your: colleagues at the Foreign Office, weren't they?

Lord. GLADWYN: I suppose so. Yes, I remember having conversations with
Pasvolsky of enormous lengths; end with Jimmy Dunn, of course,

QUES!I'ION ¥hat about the French? The idea of rescuing: France mnd: restoring
her fo g;-_ggt,,—?o‘vcr status? . I mean it must have ...

-

Lord GLADWYN We were always in favour of that. The Americans under
Roosevelt fought against it for 8 long time.

QUESTION: Based really on his ovn antipathy to DeGaulle, right?
Lord CLADWYN: Parily, yes, perheps he was misguided.
QUESTIOK: Yes. FHe was also moved by people like Admiral leahy and wvhatenot,

ILord CLADWYN: Yes, verv .much so.
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QUESTION: 1Is there any great burning thought that you never had a chance to
get off your chest? Is there any bit of satisfaction that you look back on the UK
vith, or any great ...

Lord CLADWYN: No, I think that perhaps I had a contribution to make, but ‘
vas partly responsible for the course of the Yalta voting formula, which I imagine wva )
responsible for getting +*te Russians into it at all, and that emerged at & discussion
at Dumbarton Oaks betweeﬁ myself end Cedogan. I can't remember who suggested it first,
but anyhov it emeiged from this conversation that I was authorized to make what turned
out to be the Yaltn voting formule to Pasvolsky, vho then thought it vas quite & good
jdea and agreed to consider it. And then I had a word with Sobolev in Iondon when I
came back after Yalta and he had seemed very agreeable to it and I think he got . around
Molotov. 1In any case Stalin -unexpectedly agreed to it at the Yalta conference. So

I suppose I was at least partly respon31b1e for that in the sense that I was pa.rtly
respons1ble for something wlthOut which the (inaudible) wouldn't ha.ve come to be at all.

QUESTION. 'I'he history of the UN. The Yalta voting formule, meamng the
unanimity of the five Powers.

Lord GLADWYN: No, it meant that on the enforcement sec’tion; that & permanent
member would have & veto, but that they would not have a veto on the prenous section,
which dealt with the spéc:.ﬁc settlement of disputes.

QUESTION: And that there would be no veto on enything procedural.

Iord GLADWYN: Well, that was doubtful.

r

QUESTION: It was settled finally in that vay, wasn't it?
ford GLADWYN: There was agreemert at San Francisco that procedural matters
should &lso come essentially under the veto, but of course I disregarded that when I

got the Chinese to come to Kew York.

QUESTION: You mean it was still an open question in 19507
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Iord GLADWYN: It m an open question, perhaps. Somesne once: said: that
I had violated the unofficial agreement at San Prancisco, whick no doudbt: I 4id,

QUESTION: As I have understood it, perhaps wrongly, the question of whether.
something is procedural or substantive is itself a procedural guestion.

Lord GLADWYN: There is doubt about that. Under the San Francisco Agreement,
some might maintain that whether it is procedurs) or not was subject to the véeto.

-

 QUESTION: Under th> Charter?

ford GLADWYN: No, not under the Charter but there was suid: to hiave besn
sgreement between the great Powers at San Francisco.

P

s QUESTION: FNow that the Security Council is an enlarged body:, slthough: the
five remain the five, when you have such an egreement, the Yalta voting, we-fagree that
here is whet we write and sign in the Charter - and by the way we sgree also on the
Yaltr. voting. formula - along comes -

Lord GLADWYN: (inaudible) that was incorporated in. the Charter,
QUESTION: It was? It was made-explicit there?

Iord GLADWYN: Oh yes, of course.

QUESTION: Except on this, as you say, procedural versus ﬂﬂiﬁf&ﬁtiiés P
ford GLADWYN: Wall, that was slightly after that.

QUESTION: It vds &n argument for & long time then?:

Lord GLADWYN: Oh.yes.
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QUESTION: Because there is elways a thing about these informal agreements
as to how they can possibly bind someone who was not & member at the time but who
_comes along aftervards and reads the rules of procedure and feels that he might ...
Perhaps. I have drilled at the rock base, if I may put it bluntly ...

Iorda GLADWYK: Ko,

QUESTION: You are all right?t You are not in pain?
Lord GLACWYN: Gool gracious, no, no, no. But I'm not good et recalling
ny thoughts because they are mostly vanished. I have very little recollection.

QUESTION: I thought I could sort of trigger you eand stimulate you and ask
you rude questions and you would say "Good God, Fo".
1'.‘

~- i™.

Lord GLADWYN: FNo.
QU'ESTION; But you're'not that kind of person. -

Iord CLADWYR: I don't react very quickly. I am awfully sorry. I 4o my
best but I'm not good at it. '

Iord GLADWYK: (inaudible) what I thought happened in 1945.

QUESTION: Well, not quite that. I think they'll transcribe it and put it
will &11 the caveats, you know. We know exactly how palsy & procedure ee

Lord GLADWYN: Well you needn't necessarily take eas evidence vhat I say
because it is quite likely to be &1l wrong.

QUESTION: Ko, it's leads, it's indications. I was avare of the fact that
the procedure was causing you some distress,

. Lord GLADW(K: Fo distress at all, I really spolopize for the fact that I'm
oot good £t it thatls all. " ‘
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QUESTION: You really don'‘t have to do that because we are grateful for: what
wé have #nd that's it.

Lord GLADWYN: Well, I'm awfully sorry, but it isn't gy fault exactly that

QUESTIOR: No, of course not ...

Iord. GLAW!N {({naundible) I em only sorry that I am no good at it And: not
very: intereﬁtinz.

QUESTION: With your kind permission I shall press op to: do what Itve: come
to: doy

Iord GLADWYR: Yes; -I'11 do my besf to ansver, but as I said, Wﬁ»?bn‘t'. £ind
- . e
e very f1ilminating,

CIESTION: I sm going to try to close some of the gaps: we left last time and
I'd like to: ask you about some of the personalities and some of the atmospheres: you
sworked: in €5 the extent that you can recall them, I see for example ~hat you:were at
the British Eubassy in Rome in 1935. |

QUESTION: Was that not & very instructive time, with Mussolini in Ethiopia?

Iord GLADWYN: Yes, it was quite interesting. I arrived there in: 1931, which ~
was the height of the depression here, you remember, I%4 been gecretary: to: the Under-
Becretary of State Hugh Dalton (inaudible) I was doing parliamentary: questions and: all
that, Anyway, the Government crashed and I was sent to Rome Es & gecond: s€cretary and
arrived there, as it was. the height of the depression. I didnit care for the sort: of
boy scout: stmosphere of the fascist régime es such, but you have to: récognize: that by
that time Mussolini, who had not gone mad by then, bad sutceedsd fiore oy less: in: coving
with: unemployment. We had seen our unemployment (insudible) in England, He &idn't.
seetr £0: have much. unemployment in the eity and you had:to ﬂmzk whetlier thers vasn't
gonefhing: £o fhe: iden of some kind of resme that cowld E-t léiﬁ “ﬁiféé m.ﬁii
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even if it was fascist, It wasn't actually nazi, The fascist régime was talking to
the nazis, it wasn't simple at all; it was to some extent brutality, but none the less
I vrote a thing on the corporate State, as it vas called, an investigation into it
which I dare say had some influence on events and that was sent home (inaudibdle),

I didn't think that the corporate State would really vork, but it was interesting
(inaudible) those things that could be copied and that at least it bore investigation
in our present awful economic distress. That was in 1932. I wrote it and sent it in
by the Embassy. (inaudible) And then of course we interested Italy and ve had a great
meny Ttalfen frienis and it was & very interesting time. I got out Jjust before the
outbresk of the Etbiopian wer. \

QUESTION: Were you aware of the League and of collective security ...

Lord GLADWIN: Of course I was, b..ause during that time, when I éaa
secretary to §ir Dalton, I veut with him to Geneva on three occasions I think, as part
of tﬁ; British delegation; and indeed in those days, at the end of the 1920s, the
League was functioning to some extent although in fact it was run, of courge, only by
Britain end Frence effectively. The Urited States was not in. The Germans came in
and. out, The Soviet Union was far .(inaudible) in & constructive way, and in the course
of events it broke up,'étafting vith Japan and the Manchurian aggresﬁian and gradually
erombled; end it was quite evident that the Anglo-French hegenony - that's vhat it wves -
was no longer operati%é;and could not work vwhen the war broke out. )
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QUESTION: Did thut memory at all move you to some thoughts as to how
that could: be corrected in a future peace organization?

tord GLADWYN: Well, I thought that the League of Netions hud very grave ]
gaults, notably the fact that the great Powers vere not present in {t., Substentislly
the real permanent members were only Englend and France. Therefore, if there was:-
going to be & world organ.zation again it would have to comprise: a11 the great
Powers, otherwise it would not work, nor would it work unmless there was & certein

amount of harmony between: the greatest Powers. That was an undoubted fact which ve
all recopnized and e tried tv achieve.

QUESTION: And so es the war developed and as your work towards & future
world organization took shape you were - am T putting words into your mouth? - very
comcerned to see thet nothing s done thet turned the grest Povers evay from it
~ end mede thém go elsevhere.

Levd GLADWYN: Yes, that vas it, btut the principel objective of our
foreign polfcy in 1943-19Lk wes in fact to echieve a settlement in whi~b the Unifed
States folly participated and did not go neutral as indeed they did im *919, &psxt
from that, the secondery objective was to have an organization which ineluded all
the great Powers, incivdipg essentially t};e Soviet Union., Otherwise, the alfernative
was to bufld up something like the Atlantic Alliance, which eventuslly formed, snd
gt. that aoment was & gecond=best alternative, presumably.

QUESTION: Where were you when the war broke cit?

ford GLADWYN: When the war broke out I was: in London. I vag secretary to
the head of the Foreign Office. ‘

QUESTION: Vansittert then, was it?

Lord: GLADWYN: I was eppointed head of service to Vansittart before he wes
kicked: upstairs in 1938 end taken on by the new head of the Foreign Office, Alexander
Cadogan,, end T vas vorking in thet capacity from 19391940 until €he collspse of
fyancey when Delfon #us given the job by Churchill: of organizing am!m@fﬁm. £he
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services of sabotage, subversion and so on, and he chose me, because I knew him
very well, as his first lieutenant in setting up that organization. While I was
in the Foreign Office under Cadogan I was in fact the only Foreign Office liaison
with the Secret Services. Now they have three departments coping with that, but I
did it with one assistant, one lady. 4

QUESTION: And ;>u doubtless came to know some of the people who have made
some headlines since.

-

lord GLAD.YN: I su_pose so.
QUESTION: I'm not going to ask you about Philby and things.

Lord GLADWYN: I don't mind in the least. I cannot recall. Who do you mean?

- . Cy

~- e

QUESTION: Burgess, Maclean, Philby etc., Blunt.

<Lsfd GLADWYN: My only c¢laim c¢o fame was that Burzess, whom I met once
or twice and thought was frightful, I persuaded Dalton not to take on .n the SOE.
He then gravitated to the Ministry of Informestion and was teken on by the Foreign
Office and eventually by Hector McKNeil, which was & disaster. I always thought he
vas ebsolutely frightful. Maclean, of course, I knevw quite well. ‘

QUESTION: He vas en sble man, I think.

Lord GLADWYN: Very aeble and extremely cherming when he wanted to be, end
everybody thought he was & pillar of the Establishment. It wasn't for me to suspect
him. I wasn't in the Security Services and didn't know anything &bout it. But I
thought he was in many weys an admireble chap, except that he did éet frightfully
drunk, end the reason was obvious, : IR e



SET C ' 33

QUESTION: When you came back from Dalton, from the economic, back into: the
meze: of the Foreign Office -

Lord GLADWYN: I was then employed in the Treasury for about six wesks. but of
course they had no job for me., Then they thought up this idea of forming this new a
depaximent: for coping with post-war problems,

QUESTION: And that was a very specific, specialized brief that you were:
given, to think shead.

Lord: GI;..ADY;;YN! Fair:iy - principally economies, but things like UNRWA &md
ell thet, But it was quite evident that there was & political element in €hat which
camg& out perhaps later. Perhaps they didn't mean to set it up &s & particulayr plenning
department, but that is what it developed ir*o, inevitably, because it could haraly

- be a‘.njrthlng e]_:se. «-

cx

QUESTION: Give me an idea, if you wouldn't mind, &% to how things worked.
You: said the other day, rather revealingly, that you were & men who preferred paper
to spoken words, ;

Lord GLADWYN: I don't like spoken words, no. I muck prefér the writien word.

[
3

QUESTION: But in the Foreign Office did you have departmental meefings?
Lord CLADWYN: Of course, all the time,

QUESTION: Did you clash? Did ideas float around? Did you argue?

Lord GLADWYN: Yes, of course we had erguments, naturallw, There: were:
meetings: and neturally I put forward e point of view and there were other po:'.ﬁts of
view, No, we didn't have any rows, I don't think, particulerly,

QUESTION: I don't mean bitter ones.

Lord: CLADWEN: Certainly before Munich there was am éppgaﬁ,enfegﬁ;s;éﬁtio}h 60
to speak, headed by Ted Carr, the great historian, Owen and -y PETHEDS, and:
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Gwatkin, I dare say, who thought we must and should come to some kind of arrangement

with the Nazis, chiefly economic, and others, under the leadership of Vansittart, who
thought this was really hopeless, that there was no point in it, that Hitler was out

for world domination and that was that, in which they were probably right.

QUESTION: Which eivil servant was it that Chamberlein chose and moved into
No. 10, who became quite a political figure later on? I em trying to remember who
he was, He figures in "The Wilderness Years", the Churchill thing.

-

Lord GLAD.YN: A Fo:eign Office chap?
QUESTION: I'm not sure.

Lord GLADWYN: Oh,‘yqu mean Horace Wilson?

-
< tw ¥

QUESTION: Yes,

Lord GLADWYN: He wasn't Foreign Office. He was *‘he chief industrial adviser.

QUESTION: Yes,
Lord GLADWYN: He had been advising Chamberlain and the Government on labour

matters., Then he was put into No. 10. I think he was there just before Chamberlain
took over from Baldwin. '

QUESTION: Under Baldwin?

Lord GLADWYN: I think Baldwin and then he got an office there and
Chamberlain really then took him on effectively as his chief Foreign Office adviser,
vhich was irregular end probably unfortunate., - -

QUESTION: Did he play a part at all in the - well, it was early days,
wvasn't it, as far as -
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Lord GLADWYN: Yes, he played & very considerable part, #He did not guarrel
s0 much with Alec Cadogan, I don't think, but he was always edvising Chanberlain in:
vhat might be broadly called en appeasing direction., He was e chief element in. that
respect. ' :

-t

QUESTION: Much to the fury of Churchill.

Lord GLAD'YN: Of course, Churchill didn't like it, nor did the Foreipn Office-.
The: Foreign Office respected him, When I say "the Foreign Office®, many people: &t the
Foreign Office respected him, They always thought he was perfectly honest in his views,
but: he was misguided, so it was thought.

QUESTION: W%hat do you feel mow to Mave been the quality of the think“ing;,»
the vﬁtmg, the planning that went on towards the eventual world orgasnization in the

. Foreign Offzce? Do you think it was realistic? Do you think people gr,asped it rather
well?

Tord GLADWYN: I think so. I think they did. I think all depsrtments were
consulted. There were some very eble people there. The chief expert ~rom the: point
of view of organizstion was, of course, Prof Webster, BHe was very ective. I had many
great talks with him, I was more the spi_rit behind what is called the Four-Power: plan,
the ides thet nothing would work unless the %hree Povers were in it. He eventually
tried: to modify: that in the direction of giving something more: like: the Security
Council &y it now exists, We put up & paper as a result of it all end we: exchanged.
views: first of a1l with the Americans. We found thet t*eir vievs were not very
dissimilar from ours &nd we had long discussions with them. I used to: go over there:
before enything heppened and so on, and they would come over here, We'did get rather
en Anglo-fmerican f¥ont at Dumbarton Osks,

QUESTION: Did you choose the deiegation for Dumbarton Oaks?

Lord GLADWYN: No. Cadogan was the head of our delegation there, He chose:
me &5 his No. 2 effectively &t Dumbarton Osks. I did most of the work in the committee
with Pasvolsky and Jimmy Dunn and Sobolev,
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QUESTION: How would you sum up the main objectives of the delegation for
that meeting? '

Lord GLADWYN: To try to get something like the Anglo-American view accepted
by the Russians, I suppose, and we succeeded in doing so.

QUESTION: With sompromise -

Lord GLADWYN: Not much, no. In the long run the Russians tempered their
strong views to e lrge exten. end they accepted things like the Economic and Soeial
Council and they accepted our views more or less as to how things should work.
Eventually only one issue remained outstanding, aﬁart from trusteeship.

QUESTION: The voting.

pu
1404 “¥

Lord GLADWYN: Yes.

i

QﬁESTION: That was the Council as an agency of last resort. Do you remember
the regional idea - that there shouid be sort of regional security cot :cils?

Lord GLADWYN: That was Churchill's idea, but I elways thought that that
was slightly dotty. He hadq't thought it-out. The idea was that there was'going to
be a Council of Asia, Can you remember the 6ouncil of Asia? Where would the
Council of Asia be - in Lhasa or somewhere? Would it be in China, Japan, India?
It was cuckoo. You could not have had a Council of Asia. Wha£ would it have done
ényway?» You might e&s well have hed a Council of Africa. He thought that because we
wanted a Council of Europe there should be & Council of Asis, but he hadn't thought.
it out, It was nuts. Even his idea of a Council of Europe, nobody'knew‘- and he was
quite incapable of expleining - whether the Russians should be in 6} out, whethér we
should be in or out, if we were out, whet our influence should be. It wasn't thought
out. What the relationship would be to any central organization wasn't clear. He
hadn't thought it out. BHe was a very great man. He was concentrating on winning the
war and these were just the vague ideas of a chap with no particular meaning.
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QUESTION: There was no one in his immediate circle who: took them up:
and: expavded them?

Lord GLADWYN: Oh, no, they were too frightened of him, Anyhow: they did aot. uan

to interfere in that kind of thing. He Just thought it out himself,
Stafford Cripps, who had slightly less lunatic views.
Nevertheless, we: got hold of Cripps through his Secretary, vho was David Owen,
and converted him end then it ell went fairly well.
3 :

QUESTION:, So I surpose that the UN regional economir commissions: are

the: last vestiges of that idea -

ford GLADWYN: Regional what? Oh, yes, the Commission for Eurppe.
: QUESTION: And the Western Pacific end the Latin Ameyican one are
the 1ast vestipges of the Churchill regional -

Lord GLADWYN: 1 em sorry, I don't quite get the point.

QUESTION: I'am;saying that the UN now has e system of regiopal
economic cormissions. '

‘-
Y

lord GLADWYN: Fconomic commisaioﬁs?

QUESTION: Yes.

Lord GLADWYR: The Economic Commission for Europe was set up | ) :
function. )
QUESTION: = (inaudible) It does & lot of things, even. -

Iord GIEADWYN: It didn't function really for s long tinme.
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QUESTION: There is also one for Asia and there is ECLA for latin

America. T ax saying that historically, I suspect, these economic comissions
are the last -

Lord GLADWYN: I don't know, I suppose they emerged from that
eventually - maybe.

QUESTION: But they have very little politicel role.

Tord GLADWYN: Wo.

QUESTION: There is & Pan Americen orgénization, of course, vhich does have
some -,

Lord GLADTYHr Still ¢ome. Though less than they adid.

-

QUESTIONf But none of the other regions seem to have -

- -

Lord GLADWYK: You are telking ebout political regionms.
- QUESTION: I then diverted for a moment into the econsmic.

Tord GLADWYN: But the original vas (sought out) in the way of
pplitical reasons?

QUESTION: Right.

Iord GLADWYN: I suppose there were politicel reasons under the -
(inauvdidble) , but that didn't work well. ‘

QUESTION: Was there a big argument about setting up an Economic and
Social Council separate from the Assembly? I think they are still telking about
Dumbarton Qaks. '
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Lord: GLADWYN: Yes, et Dumbarton Oaks there was e lot of talk, The
Russiens eventuslly. egreed. They didn't really asttach great importeance to it.
They reaglly considered only the political side and the role of the Security
Council.

QUESTION: And their ability really to stop action inimieal to them?:
Lord GLADWYN: (inaudible). Oh that's the thing they £11 insisted on, yes.

QUESTION: The Office of the Secretary-Ceneral. Do you remember anything
abont: what fights he should have? He does have one -

Lord GIADWYN: There was an Article - 99 - that was egresd. Yey,
even the Russians egreed to that. -

QUESTION: That's the Article which gives him the right to bring
ratters to the attention -

Lord GLADWYYN: Yes, bring matters on his own initietive -

DUESTION: Which is rather different from the League's Secrefarye
Generzl in that respect? ‘

Tord GLADWYN: Yes, of course. I think they egreed with that. It
 has been used on one or two occasions.

GUESTION: Yes, Korea was a case.

ford GLADWYH: Korez -

QUESTION: Yes, the UN Commission in Korez csbled him on £5 Jane 1950 ~
it is & matter thet I heppen to know sbout beceuse I was involvesd -« saying that
there: Had: been an agpgression, and it was he who called the Couneil together and

Lord GLADWYH: The Russians walked out. (Inaudivled: affer
consuiting the Anericans (iﬁgufd;iléie}.,, of course,, '



SET C 39

QUESTION: Yes, I think that's the point. .

There was e British suggestion at Dumbarton Oaks for regular meetings
of the Council, or in some other forum, of .he Foreign Vinisters and Foreign
Secretaries of the Powers. Do you remember that?

Lord GLADWYN: No.

QUESTION: It was a proposal that there should be such meetings.

Lord GLADWYN: T have forgotten. It may well be. I do not know.

QUESTION: Then the next question fells away. It says here: "How
great ¢ _loss hes it been that such meetings have not been held?”

Lord GLADWYN: The ides. was that the Foreign Secretaries night come

to the Security Council. They do now. -
{ »r .
QUESTION: Only(when their interests -
Lord GLADWYN: They do occasionally.

QUESTIOR: The idea was, and it has been revived a few times since,
thet there should be & meeting in which every seat is occuvied by the Foreisn
Secretary or'Foréign Minister - and some people heve even suggested the Head
of State.

Lord GLADWYN: We can't alweys arrange them (for the first of the month).
But there were occasions and have been occasions vhen one's Foreign Ministe: has been
there of course. When I was there, certainly. - ’
QUESTION: What about some other Dumbarton issues - defining aggression?
Do you remember the argiment about the definition of eggression?

Lord GLADWYN: That's a slippery aggressor. Nobody has ever been able to
find an eggressor. It is a legal conception which nearly everbody has ebandoned
because ve will never get agreement on §bat an @88?¢536r is. o
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QUESTION: But the Charter says that the greatest sipn that & State -

Lord GLADWYN: Armed attack or act of asggression. But then there is, = noBddy
quite kneéw -~ armed attack, of course, you can define as an armed attack. That {s
8 perfectly good legal conception. But aggression, it was never really clear: what an
aggression wes, nor can it be.

QUESTION: But if you separate an armed attack from & provocation
and the context in which it comes - Well, I suppose it is the one line that you
dare not cross. ' ’

- Lord GLADWYN: An act of aggression - everybody knows what: they think of the
eggression {inaudible) egainst it as such. If you want to define it Tegall: ’
.it is very aifficult.

QUESTION: Chapter VII is all sbout response to that.

¢ s

Tord GLADWYN: Yes, to en armed attack.

QUESTION: What did you think of the American impulse at Dumbarton Qaks
and leter of having the UN certify human rights, individual humsh rights?

Lord: GLADWYN: I was never & good specigslist in human rights. I had
other things to do eand to: think ebout and never got down to. thumen rights
in the legsl sense. I am efraid it was outside my sphere in a: way. Himan cights .
was left very much to the lawyers. It is a lavyer's paradise.

QUESTION: Tt is, but it was a political thing right from the
start, vasn't it? '

Lord GLADWYR: Also, yes.
QUESTION: If the UN could teke up human rights issues, be it in

Ponduras or fouth Africs, then there is something very funny sbout the
domestic Jurisdiction clause, isn!t there?
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Lord GLADWYN: Yes, indeed; but they had to put that in for political

- reasons.

QUESTION: Have you eny views as to what the significance was of
putting the human rights field into economic and social rather than political -

Lord GLADWYN: I can't remember. Perhaps I did at the time. Maybe
I wrote enormous memoranda on it. That is quite conceivable,

QUESTION: The idea of amending the Charter after 10 years, or reviewing
-the Charter. Did you have eny views on thet? Did you think that -
) Lord GLADWYN: No, we thought there should be a right to amend the
. Cherter. We didn't think the chances were very high, because the egreement

by unanimity that it started off with made it seem extremely unlikely. We
never thought there was much future for thet. (Ipaudible) had to put it
in, of course, ves.- '

[}

QUESTION: I read somevhere - I think it is the view of Cadogan:
I am trying to recall the essence of it = that rether than have & beautifully
tailored Charter, strictly drafted, that wouldn't work, let's sort of eese
along the three or four good chaps to begin with and then come to the Charter
after an evolutionary process. I think that was the -

Lord GLADWYN: (Inaudible) said that before Dumbarton Osks, or
efter?

QUESTION: T think after, but I could be wrong on that.

Lord GLADWYN: Well, yvou may well have. But it is guite true that
if yon can get some kind of agreement behind the scenes it is & good thing -
nobody wonld dispute that - and that you can't always rely on the letter of
the Charter.
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QUESTION: Did you have a giggle about Woodrow Wilson: and: open: govenants.
openly arrived at in the 0ld days? ’

Tord GLADWYN: When I was very young that was.

QUESTION: But you believed it then, vhen you were very young, or aot®

Lord CLADWYR: I can't remember whether I had - I wasn’i thinking sbout that
sort: of thing, I think, probably, but I dare say that it was not considered: very:
practicals Yes, the open - yes, it was - I think no diplomats would think that fhat
‘was: really & very good thing, to openly arrive at {inaudidle) confidence: in

discussions at #ll1, it seems to be counter-productive.

QUESTION: So you would have been inclined to have open: covenants privately:

arrived at? >

Lord GLAD#YN: Yes, yes, anyhow yes, & covenant shouldi be (insudible) to
declare what (inaudible) explain and arrived at - yes.

QUESTION: Yalte - can we turn to Yalta?

Lord: CLADWYN: Yes (ineudible) I refer you to this enormous controversy
1 have been having with ({naudidle).

QUESTION: I know, I've got them here, o

. Tord: GLADWYN: All right, you might a5 well have that, because th f's &all ~ -
I mean, (dnsudible) to repeat ell that, that's vhat you've got on the: record.

QUESTION: Well, these are suggestions from & very bright couple of
researchers;, things work that way ...

Iprd: GLADWYN: I'm sure of that, but I have: said anything I Bad - as clearly
a5 I can say in Encounter,
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, Lord GLADWYN: Yes, good, yes. By the way, you might, what you might like
to get is the record from Charlton of the discussions that I had with him on the
ERC.
QUESTION: ©Oh? About when? When the book came out?
Iord GLADWYN: Yes and no. That's about a year ago now.

QUZSTIOR: Charlton.

Lord GIADWYN: You know, Michael Charlton, he's & great BBC interviewer,
vho 4id Solzhenitsyn.

QUSSTION: Oh, we'll get that.
Lord GL {JWYN: Well, you should, that's quite, quite, quite ...
QUESTIC: WVWas that television or radio? Do you remember?

Lord GLADWYN: Radio, radio.

QUESTIOR: And, oh, oh, well, I'l11 finé out ...

Lord GLADWYN: As the BBC, they'll -~ Michael Charlton - he'll send you
& cOopY. '

FUESTPTION: Michael Charlton, I will certzinly do that, because ...

Lord GLADWYE: Because that is cuite intereséing, zbout =11 the origins
of the <¢o0ld war.

QUESTION: Good.

Lord GLADWYN: He's of Australian origin, but he is a very distinguished
chap, Michael Chariton, brilliant and ...

CUSSTION: How would you define the Australians?
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‘Ib‘fd; GLADWYN: What?

QUESTION: O.K., I'm jJoking, sorry.

Lord GLADWYIN: What?

QUESTION: Wo, no, it's e bad joke - on the South Africans that I know sbout ,..

ford GILADYYN: Well, he's a very good man and he works for €his {%record), I
think he's one of the (two words indistinct).

QUESTION: Good. We'll certainly get that. The voting - of course, Yalte .
. settled the voting, didn't it - the Security Council voting? WVas that - it was your/}
comproqpisey ﬁas.n!‘t it, it was your, it was your ...?

ford GLADWYN: well, I suppcfse I was partly responsidle for it, but it ﬁr“igi*ﬁateﬁ}/
in & talk vhich I hed with Cadogan at Dumbarton Oasks - not that I remewber anvthing else. /’

(s (e :

QUESTION: How eccurate is the assessment - it says here - 'r;ﬁ,a,ii. no significant f
nerotiztion of this voting point happened, that the vroposed compromise was brousht up '
one day end accepted by Stalin the next? )

Lord GLEDWYN: Well, that's not quite true. And g0 we had - I trisex to se}ll it
to Pesvolsky, who was ‘interested end consulted (words indistinet) didn't hear puch more
frop fhe Anerican point of view, except that we knew - Jimmy Dunn (words indistinct)
considering it end I got back to london - thet's all wve heard. And fther T also had & talk
with Sobolew, recormending it, in London.

CUESTION: A lunch?
Lord GLAD *M Yes, ve lunched 1n a restaurant et the Somét E&nbass,{., PQC‘; then,
thg nﬁxt. thing ve heard was that Molotov had advlspd qtalin to accrpt %, which he did.

Bz just eccepfed: it.

GUESTI0Y: Your relations with Boviet diplomats - you found: Bobolev: g@éﬁ&‘blé
to talk eee?
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Lord GLADWYN: e was the best, I meant, but I didn't have very much intinidte

deliberstions with anyone except with Sobolev, I don't think - and then (name indistinct)
of course, the Soviet (word indistinct).

QUESRION: That is en amazing life, isn't it, I mean, when you think of ...?

Lord GLADWYN: I always respect Gromyko. I think he is a very remarkable man,
but I believe that Troyanovsky is just as good.

QUESTION: Well, I am hardly &ble to judge their quality, but Troyanoveky has
g great deal of charm and .... '

Lord GLADWYN: Well, I am told ke he is very intelligent too.

QuUEsTION: Oh, yes. Bub that Gromyko should have be=n in office, you know
fu 1GLY end still ve ‘the ! “oviet Foreira Minister in 1983 is astonishing, isn't it?

i) o GL:E.‘DEHH Luite astonls‘ung. Oh, it really is staggering.
. f« ?

GUTETION: Ve are hoping very nmuch that he's going to respond to - he has in fact
ggreed to be interviewed much es you ere todav. but ...

Lord GLATWYN: You won't agree with him.

QUESTION: I mean, I, you know, if I ask him - tell me about your eacounter with
Stalin - I Gon't think I'n going to get ...

Lord CLADIN: Oh, no, you wouldn 't get anythlnr out of hir like that.

SUESTIOR: I'm sure not.

Tord CELDWYR: T very much doubt whether he'd give you an interview.,

QUESTION: Well, he has said he would, but ...

-

Loyd GLADIYN: Reelly?

QUESTIOR: He didy yes, but they want questions in advance end you know what that
gEans, 6 cems thet someone in: the Hinistew will ...
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Tord GLADWYN: Well then he reads out, he consults his Politburo, it {s. types

QUESTION: Right. Well, that's, you know, of very emall: interest. It saye -
can you recall ~ and I suspect that any question that begins Cam: you recsll: is going to
give: you ¢roudble: right evay - can you recall the British expectations before Ban Francisce

Iord CLADWYN: Before San Prancisco?
QUESTION: For San: Francisco.

Lord CLADWYN: No before Dumbarton Oaks?
QUESTION: Ko, no. Your expectations for the {inaudible) San Francisco
Conference and were y»u happy witl what you got?
ford: GLADWYR: What do you mean (inaudible) the Charter as it {s cogitated in .
ranciseo (inaudible) docment? 4 ' &

San

QUESTION: As compared with ...
{hers. there appears to be a break in the recording)

QUESTIOR: It says bere « what criteria did you use? Did you just reach out
and’ 88y - oh, if s0-and-so will do it well ... i

Lord GLADWYN: No, we just thought somebody was fine for the Job: perhaps: and ]
ve chose fhem: (inaudible) we thought they'd do it.

-

QUESTION: Did you run edvertisements and did people 8&Y <.

Iord GLADWYN: I think we did probably, because we &t tﬁe ciﬁl gservice - I
think, in Iondon - #sked (inaudible) people.

QUESTION: This is the sort of question really which is: somethifg: fhiat came up:
much: later, but 4id you feel pressure to take certain people, vere: there Governments
squeezing ool -
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Lord GLADWYN: Well, I think that the Chinese wanted us to take a man called Hoo.
QUESTION: Vietor.
Iord GLADWYN: We did. He's a very nice man.

QUESTION: He's the only man - I think - who has ever served the U.N, - apart

from linguists - who was fully competent in all five official languages.

lord GLADWYN: Really? Vietor Hoo?
QUESTION: Yes.
Lorid GLADWYN: Was he? I didn't know.

QUESTION: ©Oh, res, he was e.remarkable man. And he steyed in office for as

long es the Peking Sovernuent ... -

. r s, {w ’
‘Lord GLADWYI: Well, he.was the rerresentative - the Chinese Covernment vanted

to (%stick) hin on so we took him on, yes.

QUESTIQON: Right.

Iord CLADWYR: Tﬁe Chilean Covernment, I think, askel us’to take on ...
QUTSTIOR:  Ben Cohen.

Lord GLETTUN: ZBen Cohen.

aUEAmTOT: Yho beceme the hezd of the ...

S Lord CTATTVI: But (word indistinct) nothin:s ~onfoof Yim, oen Dad fuanis ol tielines]

- fore

- L . e -
T WO Jinen, VeSs.

AR .

QCIITINT: Trring to remenber tihet first - {?Zvan Tirnc), who was a lawver

gz Cznchoslovakia.

Roprd SLAZUYN:  Yes, he was taken on.
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QU2S7I05: Henri (?logier) was the French sociologist.
lord GLADWYN: Yes.
QUESTIOL: And - it wes economic and sociel then, wasn't it, you had both?
Lord: GLADWYN: (?Logier) - was he a very early recruit, I can't remexber?
Q‘(E&T}‘GI‘ Vell, certeinly by the New York pkese of the first Assembly.
Loré GLADWYYI: I think he was not chosen here.

QUERSTIOR: (?Chelt), the Dutchman. Do you remember Adrien (’?C‘nelt)?.

tora GraDi

"

Yes, vaguely, yes, yes I do.

GUESTIQN:  (?Byron) - Andrew Cordier.
. te & -
‘ z.gr,ﬁ GLATYYH: Oh, yves, Andy - he was a great stand~by. Vell .ie wag, o course,
the representative of the Stete Department.

QUTSTIGT: FHe was, yes, and really a very, very centrel fidure for some years.

Lord GLADWYR: Oh yes, but he from the start was the - well, he was
practically the nuzber two. :

CreTIqn: Serry, number two to the Secretery-Ceneral?

tors SLATNN: Vell, vhen I was acting Secretery-Generel or (wGrds inddstinct)
ne was -~ (meting person) - directly associeted with me, yes.

QUESTION: Which he vent on to be for Trygve Lie and for & time for ...
Iinrﬂ GLIDWYR: For Ducworth-Barker.

Lord GLADWYN: And there's Colonel Hope, but e didn't gaub £0 g0 on = OnE



arm for an old veteran - very good. He did, I think, orzanization génerally, I think.

QUESTION: Right. Any of the other fcreigners - Sobolev came aboard, didn't
“he? '

Lord GLADWYN: HNo.
QUESTIOR: VWho was the first Russian?
Tord GLADWYN: There was & Russian, but I can't remexzber his name. Kot Zonn?

- QUESTION: No, I'1l remember his name in a2 moment. ygt 70rin?
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QUESTIOR: Anyway, we'll get there. (?Everyone) played their little part.
And: did you - did that group sort of get together - did you hold steff meetings ...?

Lord: GLADWYN: Ho, not really much, no. ‘ <
GUESTION: Each one did his own sort of ...

Lord GLADWYR: Yes, I think so, ves. I was really trying to: get the Execuiive
Committee: to agree on rules of procedure - it was & very busy time actuzlly - and we had
" to, get all the arrangements, you see, it was difficult in wartime fo get ell the
‘arrangements ...

QUBSTION: Ratjoning end shortage of everything?

-

ord GLADY/N: Yes.

i .

- QUESTION: The papers, . m:st say, as one who just drowns is <7 tbiage fHese
dzyg =« the economy and grace of the summary record of the Preparetory Corxmission end of
the {irst session is a great tribute to you; -liether you wrote every woxd yourseif or
not, you egre the creator of the document and ... ’ )

lord GEADWYY: Probably I wrote most of it, but I (words indistinct).
T think I browght it in. :

QUESTION: Marvellous. Decision to locate the H_eéc'iquarte.fs' in the Upited: States.

tord GLADWYN: #ell, Phil Baker wes all in favour of Geneva end-Ehers wis &
chance that there would be but there (were shades?) in that of the: failure of the League
o Bations - T thirk prevented that - (words indistinct).

CUESTIOX: A taste in the mouth.

Lord GLASWYN: 4nd then to everybody's immense surprise, the Russians plumped
for Rew York end pobody could understand why. They elways told me gi‘temaﬁisthsy
bitteryy recretled £t - the Fussians 4id - but (21 belfeve) they had & fEse choite - fhere
was 40 reason iy they shouldn't have voted for itf.
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QUESTIOR: Can you guess why they regretted it partigularly? Would ...
. Lord GLEDWYN: I don't have any idea. iThere fhey ere.
Py QUESTION: Gromyko or someone said this was a big mistake on our part.

Lord GLADWYN: I think it was Sobolev who subsequently - I think, yes - ves, it
was Sobolev Whoitold me afterwards that they(? from their voint of view had done it), but
T don't know - where else could it heve been, apart from Geneva? Yes, it could have been
The Hague or somevhere.

QUESTION: Well, it also c¢ould have been on some inviolate island or Tangier or -..

[N

Iord GRLDWYH: (7it would be) a lot more difficult 1o set it up, yes. )

s

-

QUESTION: . I suppose.

€ -

Iord CLATWYH: We wanted somewhere with hotels and zll that, ;ou seé.
QUESTICI: Yes. (meme indistinet) 1csort would have been fipe - h?wever vee
Lord GLADWYR: The Americans were very much in favour of‘having it in America.'
QUESTION: Because they wanted ...
Iord GLiDWYN: They wanteé to get the American public behinéd it, I think.
QUESTION: Exactly.

77LqrdiGLgDH¥ﬂ: M?ha;’vgs the main reason; that was ?he over-riding ???S??f

QUISTICN: Were you on the -~ I can't remember - you weren't involved in the
Bead&aarters'Caznittee,,were you, thet went to Pniladelphias ané San Francisco and

Lord GLEOWYE: Afterwards?



QUISTION: Afterwards, you ...

lord CLADWYN: Afterwards?

QUESTION: Vhen it was decided - after the first Iondon session of the Assembly ...

Lord: CLADWYN: ©Oh, no. I wasn't in there, no.
CUESTIT: At thet point ...

fore GRADWYN: We had decided on New York then.

QUESTION: Had they? But there was a chase around - I can't rererber the exect

dates =~ there wes e chase aromd es to whether it was going to be Hew York oy San
Francisco OF «ew»

P
.

-

ford GEADW:d: Oh, all that.

{ s

QUBS'I}IQI{ Yes.

forg CLADWIN: Fo, I saw all the papers end so on. I thins I was pertly
associated with it, but not directly, no.

QUESTION: To choose & Secretary-General. Do you remember that funny bit where:

three Russiaus proposed Trygve lie as President of the Assexbly end: then ...

Lord GILDIYR: They did indeed, yes, yves, they wanted him; they didnit like
Spask you se€«

-

]

QUESTTOR: And then someone said ooh, quick, it's not going to be like €Hat,
if%: going to have - end then they elected him Secretary-General.

fora GLEDWYR: Spaek? Oh no, Trygve Lie.

QUESTIQs: There is & Professor {?Barros) - I haven't read &ils work - who is

today seying that Trygve Lie was from the start the preferred Sovief candidate, Do you

this because of his liorwegian sordalism? Usually socialists were nofl very gmm With
the Bossiams.

&

= WAE
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- Lord GLADWYN: Well they preferred Lie to Spaak, I can't think why.
" QUESTION: That's the only ...

;' Lord: GLADWYN: They did do that. Certainly the Russians preferred lie to Spask.
T really don't know why they did. I suppose he was a Norwegian soecislist ( several

words indistinct) and so on, but I don't know, they were probebly wrong in thinking that
he was pro=Russign in any wey.

QUESTION: He certainly wasn't. He proved that ...

”

Lord GLADWYH: He was the - he objected very much to Yalta (?speech) of
© Churchill (-word indistinct).

QUESTION: He 147

Lord GLADWYN: Yes, very much so and then he thought that the Russians
. t - Te »
would take it very ill end that i% was very wronz for the Russians. 8o %o that extent
he sympethnigzed with the Russieans, yes.

QUESTTON: Aha. Well, thsat, of course,'goes a long way to explaining ...
fhy did you not accept his offer to be an Assistant Secretary-General?

Lord GLADWYN: He offered to me ...?

QUESTIOR: It says here that he offered you an essistent secretery-generalshir.
Iorg GLADYYN: In the United Kations? y

QUESTION: Yes.

Dord GLA‘:)WY’E I am completely oblivious of the fact. FEe may have, I never

rereived & cuil.

QUE§§}I 5i: Rot only did you decline it, you don't remember it,
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. Loxd: GLADWYN: T don't remember it. o, I wouldn't have accepted {t anyway.
I was more Keen on staying in oy own service really end ...

QUESTION: I can understand. o

s

k]

Lord: GLADIXH: Ko, I have no recollection of being (word or words indistdinct):

QUESE%{%H: But you wouldn't have taken {t¢
Lord GLADYWYN: T wouldn't have taken it, no.

QUESTION: Not even something &s near your interests es, sgy the politiczl &ndg
Security Cowneil ... N

ford GRADYYN: To, I wouldn't have vanted to go oubside the cowntry. T e
ek Wappier %ers, for vzrious reasons.

[ o

.-
werindes atad L
.

AUIREETIN. Right. Lnd £ren there is o chapter about figiurss v:ﬂ;h whom: you:
vorkeéd. We: have already touched: ,..

o e b iie ks .-

.?.;3;». e = dN e '..':IQ?
TUTITITN: Paopke - personmlities - Gramylo ...

Iord STV 9, yes,y yes. (word ingistinet) Tisures.

o~ -~

GUTRTLII:  Pigures, ewecily. Yes, there is. [lichaxl (ords indistinc ).

kord CLADWYN: He died, T (%think).

IWEQTIN:  Lndredl Cromyko we nhave touched on and you saw bin all over $he plece,
didn "t you -« Dimdarton Ozks, Yalta, Sen Trancisco ~ and there is & funny gsense of Lrpoup
thers, you inow, wderneath it all. It comes out every nov and egin. I {s & Litfle
sardonic, tut Itve: seen: it et work every now and agaia.

iord BfENG. 0On, Srom?
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QUESTIOi: Grom.
Lord GLADYYN: Oh, yes, he can be quitg anusing.

- QUESTION: VWhat is he like at dimner - you know - in a small group?

»
Lord GLADWYK: Well, he's all right, well I wouldn't cell him very gay

(words indistinct) you can telk to him gbout all kinds things, he is very sensible
you know.

QUESTION: Right. we have touched on Alger Fiss and last week on leo Pasvolsky.
- Pasvolsky - here it says Pavlovsky, which is ...

L-vd GLADWYN: I know, Pavliovsky, as if he was a dog, yes.

QUESTION: Or t:e husband o. a dancer.
Lord GLADWYN: Yes, yes.

-~ "~

QUESTICL: And I think that you - we agreed that Pasvolsky was something like
your opposite number in the US. '

Lord GLADWYN: Well, Pasvolsky was quite a different character. He was & very
high-powered intellectual - a don character really - and highly intelligent and very
vigorous and not exactly the same type as me, but he'd occupied the same position
as I did perhaps.

QUESTIOK: Yes, that's what I meant. Vthy would he ...?

Iord GLADWYH: And I got on quite well with him, but of course, he didn't get
on with everybody. e hated lawyers, you know, couldn't bear 1awyeré. Of course,
I think partly he felt that they would interfere with his own theories on how things
should be orpanized, you see, they talk too much and that was that and from his point of view
he was probably quite right. The Charter wasn't written by lawyers, it's quite true. He
got on very well with Professor Vebster. He rather faded out afterwards. What happened
£o hin? '
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QUESTION: He died only & few years ago. I'm not sure ..o
Lord GLADYYN: But what happened to him?

QUESTION: I think, you know, he went to Georgetown University or something
1ike that.

{ord: GILDWYN: But _hei faded out, didn't he? Hobody heard of him. FHe giidn:'i;s
write muchy {did he? '

QUESIIOB' No but when this project started up, someone said - is he still
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Lord GLADWYN: HNothing very much. He was & professional diplomat end
2ll that. He had a very pretty vife -

QUESTION: He made very long speeches.,
lord GLADWYN: T didn't have much talk with him, really.

QUESTION: Theﬁ'it'Ieaps forwvard from that period - we're nearly
there; have no;gregt fear - to the Korean war and your time in America.
What led to you. great pcoularity with American television viewerst Do
you think we could revive it?

Lord GLADWYN: I don't know what led to the great popularity except that
I suppose I made a good ippression on television and was quite clear and .
daeisive {» my views, I hive no nerves. In television, if you have nerves
it's: & very bad thing., But if you bave no nerves and couldn't care less
what the audience think, then you will probably get awsy with it. And.ényhov
T knew what I wes going to say end I did more or less call off the Russians,
and: that produced the great pop:larity, I suppose. But I think t-at my
only contribution, reéally, to the United Nations was the decision wvhereby
I manaped to get my way by rulings &s the President of thé‘Sééﬁ?ity Council.
This vas my view, ﬁﬁd as President it. stood, and this was adopted by majority
vyote = ¥hich, of course, was twisting tﬁe regulations, really. But I think it
wig useful,

QUESTION: Just so one has it fixed in the mind, you ruled thst
a particular question, it says here, was procedural and therefore not
subject to the veto. '

Iord GLADWYR: Yes.

QUESTION: Was this the invitation to General Woo?

Iord GLADWYN: It was on that occasion.

| QUEéTiUﬁr The question of -
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Lord GLADWYN: ~ vhether the Chinese should be invited, yes.

QUESTION: I see. And you ruled that the question =

Lord GLADWYN: Onh no, go., I beg your pardon. Ko, on the question: of
inviting the Chinese you had to get a majority vote end no weto. With
great difficmity, thr.ugh the China lobby, I got the Americass: to- sbstash,
vhich: was: & great concession on their part because the China: 1obby was.
breathing dowvn their necks, you know, But they did abstain., #And then we
Just: managed tc'get the saven necessary votes = on the second: round,.
because the first time, I think, the Yugoslavs hadn't understood: and: voted:
the wrong: way, and: therefore we had to get it done the next day. But ve
got it through. It was simply a question of getting the mejority. Bat-
the: question of a ruling was on quite a different matter, on: whether the
Kstean: .« $¥can’t remember exactly the issue - what was it? Well, &5 It s8Y,
By pemory: has. gone, but I got my way by imsisting - I ruled thet. this -
¥as: & matier that was not subject to the veto, and my ruling: stood unless:
{%. vas upset. - |

QUESTION: And that would have required somebody to say, "I chalfeage".
And no: ope did that. '

v

Lord GLADWYN: Yes, and then I think I should have said thers would
bave: £o: be: & majority of seven in order to overrule my ruling.

QUESTION: Well, that sort of looks after the questions =
Iord CLADWYN: Thet was the double veto, yes.

QUESTION: Yes, exactly. I am looking at & summary of & speech

think the: Russians would bave - why would: I say that? I cenfy fhink e fhe B

PN o W o e e e . @ M- me P N I I, R P I TUR - S (v7 (S - SO o
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wouldn't it?
QUESTION: Certainly.

Lord GLADWYN: And - I don't know what. I suppose - wouldn't they have
sided vith the (insudible)- in which case they would have vetoed any
United Nations actioi.. I can't see why - what was the conclusion I drew?
?rdﬁaﬁiy'the'ﬂrﬁng conclusion, in that case. The Americans might have gone
ahead, but you wouldn't have had the United Natfons behind them,

QUESTION: That's right. In other words, there'd bave been no
absence -

Iord GLADWYR: No, no.

i~

i

QUESTION: Cadogan diaries, page 786: "Even the atomic bomb .
basn’t shaken people out of their old ways of thinking.”

ford CLADWYN: That‘s what Cadogan said.

QUESTION: Yes, Cadogan, page 787: "Gromyko: What other things
besides the veto bring the Security Council into disreputet™ Cadogan
enswers: “Principally the use of the Council for propagenda.®™ Are you
stirred to anything by that, or not?

Iord GLADWYN: I don't quite understand the point.

QUESTION: Yes, post-hostilities planning: we've been thréugh’
that. Freedom from fear eand want ... .Yes, it was Churchill « February 1943 -
welre Just going back to: that business about the three regional councils.
February 1943, in & letter from Churchill to FDR: "Three regibnalv
councils with forces, ete., t£0 settle disputes - Europe, Far East, Western -
Hemisphere - US to be represented on all three."

Vell, can you imagine it?%
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QUESTION: 7Yes, I can. I mean I can't. But I know what you: mean,

Lord GLADWYR: It doesn't make any sense.

QUESTION: Well, I've tested you in the fire -

Lord: GLAIWY™: Fot & bit, no. As I sey, I can't recall really:
happensd: very much at this distance in time. There are the: public records,
after all. ' P

Lord CLADWYN: And I'd very much like it if you could hire someone: from
the: United Nations to go: through all the -project records and then tell me what
I.said.  Iewould like it . I baven't got the time or the energy to do: it. .

QUESTION: I know. Anyway, you have other fish to fry now, don't
yout '

Iord GLADWYN: I do have other thinzs to do, ves,

QUESTION: You march in & different direction. ¥ery early on. in your
book: you talk about bound volumes of memos. Someone in your: absence: bad: bound:
thenm a1l very mneatly,

Lord GLADWYN: I don't knowv if you could see them o6F mot, They wers:
epade: available to: me, '

¥

QUESTION: Were they taken to the Public Record 0ffice?:

Lord GLADWYN: FKo. They were in the Foreign Office, When I left, T
alvays left my opinion in the press, and they had taken these duplicates of
gome ginutes and papers, and they bound them all. together, And: though
vasnii allowved to: because of the 30-year rule, névértheless: I was .
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able t0 alliude to some of thesé things, and I think they were made available
simply to me because they were my own personel records. Whether they are now
£11 publishad, I haven't any idea. Some of them might be.

QUESTION: Sécanse the 30-year rule pr cou*rﬁe has since -

tao*ral GLﬁWYr Has it been modified?

QUES‘fION:. Oh yes,

Lorad GLADWYN. Y';s, but 30 years ago it vas. still in existence.

QUESTION: When you wrote there was still two years to go. But now
it is free and clear, ) N 5

Cy

Lord GLADWIN: Well, I don't Xnow. It might he, But to find -sut you've
only got t6 ring up the Foreign Office and find out if these things are available.

QUESTION: Until you :aid Tuesday for our first session . I vas going
to spend Tuesday at Kew. ' N

Lord GLADWYN: Oh yes. A 1ot there.

QUESTION: I've got & marvellous woman. FHow much trouble she took.
Slie sent me: the fullest directions as to how to get there.

Lord GLADWYN: T believe it is very good. .

QUESTION: Look at this. And then she lists - as yo*u“ can imagine,
they have gquite & lot of paper. - S S e S

Lord GLADW(N: ‘Well, I'd love to see all thie myself, Yes, the old files -

QUESTION: She was very kind. I wrote her appreciatively. But
SOHECHE: yOUNreYr and: sharper can: po: and do that, - :
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Lord GLADWYNR: If you do ret anvone. to do it -

QUESTION: Yes, I'll let you knov whatever you wante

Lord GLADWYN: Let me know if there's anythinz very interesting whieh.

1 vay alleged to have said then. I'd like to know vhat it was,
QUESTION: ° Absolutely.

Iord GLATMYN: Would you like to do that if they 4o get anvonel

QUESTION: Oh yes, I'1l make sure that you are kept in: the: pisture,
T'g going: to: spend this weekend with my old buddy Colonel Alfred: Kat{a-m

_ (I‘Api‘”d GLADWYN: £ South Africant

ia

QUESTION: A South African.,
Liord CLADWYN: You're not South African?
QUESTION: Yes. I'm an American resident.

Lord CLADWYN: Are you an American citizen?

QUESTION: If I choose to be, in three years® time I gan beu
But, you know, my son was born in « I've been 35 yeurs vith the UN, so =~

[ord: CLADWYN: Oh, T see, You're & resident in the United States: but
oot a0 Ameriean eitizen.

QfJES'I'IOH, Not an American citizen. I've been on- the: Secretarist
as & South: African. . -

Lord CLATWYR: But can't you become ax American. cifizen: at onee {1 you
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QUESTIOR: Kot at once, My son was born there, and I can stay.
They give me vhat is called a green card, and in due time my vife, a limey -

Lord GLADWYN: You were dorn in South Africat

QUESTION: Yes.

Cy

2]
;‘.
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Lord GLADWYR: And you came to the United Nations whent
QUESTION: When I was & mere youth - {n 1946 ...
Lord: GLADWYN: . Oh yes, so, I see - from the ﬁesimingf'-' I see, Oh,
QUESTIOR: ... .nd Joined the Secretariat & few: ;noﬁfﬁsa Iater, and: have -

ford GLADWYN: I see, Yes.

‘

QUESTION: = I've done things for them in various parts: of the world ...

. o

< GUESTIOR: ... chiefly in the area of broadeasting and: television, Soy, I
will stay in Awerica. I'm not rushing to go back to the land of fpartheid- and £ «

I was: spainst ppartheid before people knew how to spell it, so: it's not; & novelty: to:
e, On the other hand: it has not exactly been easy, particularly as one fose: {n

geniority: = I ended: up eas the Deputy Director of the Division - not e.actly been: eary
£0: be: & South: African ... '
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Lord Gladwyn Jebb
Interviewed by William Powell,

24 October 1985

POWELL Now, Lord Gladwyn, I want to express, to begin with, our appreciation
that you have agreed to do some supplementary questions because we want to
have this oral history record as complete as possible, Now, you were in the
foreign office during the war, I believe, in 1942 and '43 in the Economic and
Reconstruction Department. When did you first begin to discu;s or begin to
think about the nature and shape of a postwar organization which would assist

in maintaining international peace and security?

GLADWYN: Well I joined that department which in fact I formed about the
middle of nineteen hundred and forty-three, I suppose. I came back to the
Foreign Office then. I had been in Economic Warfare before then. I managed to
recruit one or two people and we began working on, first of all, on the
economic side--the economic problems that would arise at the end of the war
like refugees, and food, and so on and so forth, But after a bit, after about
a few months it became evident that you couldn't separate those kinds of
problems from political problems, and so more and more, the department
concentrated on what was going to happen politically after the war--whether
you could--whether there was any chance to form some kind of internatiénal
organization which should organize all the other things which had to be done.
And so, we got out various schemes and discussed them in the Foreign Office,
and with other people too.

I think the first broad scheme we got out was in '44, a thing called the
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"Four Power Plan" because our general directive was, from above, was that
whatever scheme for postwar political cooperation you conceived of then, you
had to contemplate cooperation with the Russians because they were our allies,
they were-—-in fact, if it hadn't been for the Russian victory we should all
ourselves now be in saltbines, I mean we have to recognize the fact that the
Russians they largely won the war, with our help of course too, from our
economic help. Even so, the directive from on high, from Churchill downward,
was that any scheme which had to be worked out for international organization
had to contemplate cooperation with the Soviet Union. And of course with the
United States and indeed with ourselves, principally, and other powers. So,
that was the general impression we had to have. We couldn't get out any
scheme which was based on the idea that there was going to be a Cold War and
that the one thing after the war was to break with the Russians; that would
have been quite inconceiveable. Nobody would have agreed to that. It was the
last thing that the Americans wanted, and in fact, it was Roosevelt above all
and indeed all the Americans, who shared this view that the great thing after
the war was to have cooperation with the Russians, without which, they
thought, quite rightly, that no international organization would work. And
so, we had, broadly speaking, to get out some kind of schemelwhich was based
on cooperation between the United States, the Soviet Union, the British
Commonwealth and Empire, which was in existence still, after all, and even
then it represented, goodness knows how much--a third of humanity, India was
still being run by the English then, and so on. And indeed, after reflection,
the Prench, because the French, after all, they still had their empire and it
was an enormous concern. And then of course, the Americans insisted that
China, which was in a state of anarchy really, should be brought in because,
in principle, and according to the Americans anyhow, China would eventually be

a great Power, which was perfectly true. And therefore, you had to



contemplate some kind of association between the--of a sort with(?) the great
Powers, and that had to have been a basis for any scheme you considered. That
was the sort of general directive we had.

So we got out a thing called the "Four Power Plan", originally, which I
think probably didn't consider France at that moment, I think, but, it was all
rather a great Power conception, I think, and duly so. And that was then . .
. that was the basié of our thought. But after that, we got in touch with the
Americans, and the Americans, of course, having come into the war in '44, were
thinking very hard about what kind of organization there should be after the
war, They had their own ideas, and we went and cooperated with them (?) and
exchanged views and so on. And then, our own Four Power Plan was modified.

We got out a thing called the United Nations Plan, which was something not
very dissimilar from what eventually the United Nations was, I think. And
then finélly there was the conference at Dumbarton Qaks in '45 . ., . was it

'457
POWELL: '44,

GLADWYN: '44, of course, yes, '44, when we got in touch with the Russians and
the Russians agreed to come to this conference, and they put forward their

plan, which was even more "great Power" of course, than ours, or the American

plan.

POWELL: Was that really the first contact, at Dumbar ton Oaks, with the

Russians?

GLADWYN: Yes, I know, I think we'd had some indication of their view before,

but we got their plan, their own project, a little bit before Dumbar ton Oaks.
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And we studied that, and the Americans studied it, and then the conference
started. And of course, one has to recognize that Dumbarton Oaks was the one
conference, I think, the only conference, in which the Russians really went
all out to please, and were extremely cooperative. Gromyko talked English all
the time, Arkady Sobolev, who was of Leningrad, his number two, was a great
friend of mine, and he was extremely obliging. They had a legal advisor whose
name I forget, who was first class. And they really put forward constructive
ideas and really had extremely good ideas. They seemed to concentrate on
politics, they weren't so keen on economic cooperation, but they agreed to
have an Economic and Social Council, that was agreed with them and so on, And
generally speaking, the Dumbarton Qaks Proposals were reasonable, except of
course, for the one outstanding issue of voting in the Security Council, on
which they insisted, up to that point, in having a veto on almost everything,
you see. And we and the Americans simply couldn't accept that. But, it was a
matter of fact, it was the famous Yalta voting formula which eventually got
agreement with the Russians at Yalta. . . . That particular formula
essentially was that the decisions under the relevant part‘of the Charter
which dealt with peaceful cooperation and so on should not be subject to a
veto, but that the vetos only apply when it was a question of taking actual(?)
decisions. That was of course, thé formula thch I remember I helped to put
through when I saw Sobolev off in London afterwards, in the American Embassy,
in the Soviet Embassy, (?) and then Jimmy Dunn I think had a talk with the
Russian ambassador in Moscow, and Harry Hopkins, I hear there handled it. (?)
But anyhow, when we qot to Yalta, rather to our surprise, suddenly it came up
and Stalin said quite gquietly, "Oh, yes, of course, yes, Molotov's talked to '
me about this, we agree.” And so then, of course, having got agreed on that

formula, it was all set for the Four Power Agreement and the Conference of San

Francisco, which was then decided on at Yalta, and it happened on the




twentieth of April, which is my birghday, incidentally.

We went ahead on those lines énd then of course, it was further
elaborated in the Conference of San Francisco. There was less of a great
Power conception and more of a ., . . rights restrictive of the smaller powers
and so on, and eventually the right that originated in the Charter. That was
the history, broadly speaking, in two words, of the Charter, It was hearly
held up altogether, as you know, by the Russians making an effort in the last
resort, in the Conference of San Francisco, to go back effectively on the

veto, to have a veto even on procedure and—-

POWELL: -~discussion,

GLADWYN: Discussion, yes. And that week, Harry Hopkins was sent over to see
Stalin, and Stalin overruled Molotov and said the way was clear for the Soviet

signature of the Charter.

POWELL: I want to correct you on one thing--the date of your birthday. It

was April twenty-fifth.

GLADWYN: Twenty-fifth, yes. why, what did I say?

POWELL: Twentieth.

GLADWYN: No, no I didn't.

POWELL: Well anyway, I have a legend, which I want you to confirm or deny.

And this concerns Yalta, and I have heard this story, that when, after the

decision was taken to hold this conference at San Francisco, it was a question



of the date. And a voice from the back of the British delegation said, "How

about April twenty-fifth?"
GLADWYN: That's perfectly right, vyes.

POWELL: And, it was somebody, maybe it was Churchill, who turned around and
growled, "why April twenty-fifth?", and you replied, "Because that's my
birthday." And no one could find a better reason or a better date, and that's

why the San Francisco Conference opened on your birthday. Is that true?
GLADWYN: Yes, perfectly true, absolutely.

PCWELL: Why didn't you put it in your memoirs? (Ms. Akao laughs in the

background.)

GLADWYN: It happened in the . ., . British delegation actually; the meeting
was there in the British delegation in the--what was the name of the palace--I

can't remember ., . . which we were ensconced in . . .

POWELL: Tell me, about Yalta, one thing that always intrigued me and indeed,
at Dumbarton Oaks too; did you get the impressions that the Russians were
really enthusiastic about the idea of the UN, or were they going along with a

Western idea so that they would have some leverage for what they wanted to do

in Eastern Europe?

GLADWYN: Well, I think they were less enthusiastic, so to speak, I suppose,
than they were at Dumbarton Oaks. And they were more suspicious of the West

in valta than they had been at Dumbarton QOaks, there was a very simple
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reason. At Yalta, they had advanced into the , , ., and almost got into the
territory of the 0ld Reich (?), and it was pretty certain they were going to
win the war. In Dumbarton Oaks of course, it was not so, and indeed, no
doubt, they suspected we were going to do a deal with the Germans and all
that, you know, they're very suspicious people. But (laughs) at Yalta,
presumably, they thought they were in a stronger position, and they could
probably take a tougher line, I think. But they didn't abandon Dumbar ton
Oaks, no, nor did they early at San Francisco, except on' one occasion. There

was a row about whether the Poles should be represented-~the Lublin Poles--
POWELL: Or the London Poles, vyes.

GLADWYN: Well that was a great, that was a side issue really, but very

important. But it had nothing to do with the Charter.

POWELL: Now . . . to turn to the San Francisco Conference, you had a very

high level delegation there.

GLADWYN: Yes, we had. Well, of course, Eden had to go back?
POWELL: Because of the general election.

GLADWYN: Was it the general election?

POWELL: Well there was one in the summer of '45.

GLADWYN: Yes, that's true, well then of course, yes,'and then it was early at

Potsdam--



POWELL: Potsdam, too, yes——

GLADWYﬁ: they knew the result. Yes, he had to go back. Lord Halifax wasn't
allowed to go far (?). Yes, at that time there was a sort of interim
Government, you know, the Labor Party had gone and-~the Labor Party had
resigned from the Government and there was interim Government going on, and
there was Churchill in command, and Halifax was there, no, Halifax was

ambassador in Washington., . . .

POWELL: What I was going to ask you, basically, was the--I mean, with this
leadership you had Lord Cranborne as well and so on, Were they--sort of

window dressing and was the work really done by you and Sir Alexander Cadogan?

GLADWYN: Well, yes, more or less, I think, yes, I think I've-—so they

were-—-they made the sort of speeches—-

POWELL: I mean, you were the two professionals.

GLADWYN: Yes, and the politicians made the speeches. Alec Cadogan, of
course, was a very dgreat--he was there most of the time. There was a great
intelligent lawyer called sir william Malkin. But Leo Pasvolsky, of course,
was the great figure on the American side.

POWELL: He was the equivalent of Professor Charles Webster.

GLADWYN: Yes, he was really, yes. and he was more impor tant because he

was--Leo Pasvolsky was very-—he had more political influence than Professor
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Webster. But nevertheless, he was there, and, of course, a lot of work was in
the so-called "Coordination Committee", in which Pasvolsky and I sat, you see,

at the end of it,

POWELL: Was that your principal function there-~I was going to ask you were

you--

GLADWYN: No, I was Secretary to the main Ministers' (?) Meeting, you see,
too, I was Secretary of that. And there was a sort of sub-committee of that,
which I sat on too, with Jimmy Dunn, and people like that, there were a couple
of executives, there were now, and Pasvolsky of course. I think most of the
work was done there, yes. Some of the work was done in the committees, you
know, under the people like Evatt, and so I think we had rows about various

things and altered the Charter in some respect, ves.

POWELL: Did you get to know Stettinius?

GLADWYN: Ah . . . what was his name? . . . Ed.

POWELL: Edward, yes.

GLADWYN: Ed. Ed Stettinius, Yes he was a splendid man, but he wasn't very

effective.

POWELL: I was wondering about that.

GLADWYN: O©h, no. He was a very nice man, and--
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POWELL: Sort of a lightweight, wasn't he?

GLADWYN: --an able businessman, but politically, a lightweight. Whenever
Molotov used to say something awful at the meeting, (Powell laughs) he used to
turn around to his people and say (imitates an American accenﬁ), "Hell, what
do I do?", he would say, "Hell, what do I do?", and he had no idea really,

what to do, actually. (laughter)

POWELL: Now, what were the working methods of the British delegation there at
San Francisco? Did you have to refer many questions back to London for the

consideration of the Prime Minister?
GLADWYN: No, no, nho, not much, no, hardly at all, no.

POWELL: I mean, after all, you did have Eden there and you did have Attlee

there.

GLADWYN: Attlee came, but he wasn't in any position of authority. I saw a
lot of him there, but he wasn't in any positionuofzautho;ity. He was just
there . . . he was just a Labor léader in opposition, at that time . . . é
very nice man, and frighfully able. (In response to Powell handing him

something) Thank you. (?)

POWELL: What about some of the other personalities at the Conference? I'm

thinking about Herbert Evatt, Romulo and so on. Did you get to know them?

GLADWYN: Oh, yes Bert Evatt, of course, but he was ptincipally concerned in

pushing his own canoe, and (Powell laughs) becoming an international
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personality in order to--—

POWELL: He did that rather well--

GLADWYN: -—-in order to impose himself in Australia, back home, you see. And
he wasn't a very nice man really, no; I quite liked him myself, but he was a .
. » well ., ., , a terrific sort of a politician and . . . a bully in some ways,
too. He was effective, of course, a very effective lawyer.

POWELL: And he sort of led the revolt of the smaller-medium Powers.

GLADWYN: Yes, he did that. With some success, with some success. He did get
certain amendments of the Charter which were of certain importance, yes he

did..

POWELL: Well, now, did you see, say, for example, Field Marshall Smutts? Was

AY

he around very much?

GLADWYN: No, I don't think he was there--no, not very much, no--he came up a

bit. He did the . . .

POWELL: I think the Preamble of the Charter.

GLADWYN: The Preamble, yes. He cooked up that with Professor Webster,
POWELL: Oh, he did?

GLADWYN: That was his main con--Webster was very largely responsible for it,
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but Smuts had the idea, writing these fine Labor sentiments into the

Preamble. (?) Yes, that's what he did, yes. I think also he was quite keen on

the bit in about the Internal Affairs of States, (laughter)
POWELL: He was forward-looking, in other words.
GLADWYN: Oh, vyes.

POWELL: Tell me this: You were there on June 26 when the Charter was
signed. I guess the atmosphere on that day--there was pretty well optimism

unrestrained. Did you have your reservations then?

GLADWYN: Well, I never thought it was going to be--sort of--anything so
terrific as all that, within a short peace and all that(?), no I didn't. And
so, I thought that everything would depend on whether there was a row between
the Americans and Russians, and by that time it looked as Lf there well might
be. I thought we had to do it, and no choice, it was the only thing to do.
But no, I was never as optimistic as. all that. Never so optimistic as many
Americans were. The Pmericans were actually convinced it was qoing to be a
new world, yod see, However, we in England, after all, we héd seen the

collapse of the League of Nations, and so we were less optimistic perhaps.
POWELL: Now, before the delegates left San Francisco, the UK Government had
invited the Preparatory Committee to meet in London and then hold the first

session of the General Assembly there.

GLADWYN: Yes,
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POWELL: I always felt that that was an extraordinary gesture. Your country

had hardly had time to catch its breath from the war, there were shortages g
everywhere, rationing was in effect, accommodations for overseas visitors were

going to be very difficult.

GLADWYN: It was very difficult, yes.

POWELL: This must have been a Cabinet decision, and presumably--when was it

made, do you know?

GLADWYN: I can't remember when it was exactly made, I don't know, but it was

made. I didn't have a hand in making it,.

POWELL: Did you, in effect, come to San Francisco with that invitation in

your pocket?

GLADWYN: No, no, no. Only afterwards. Well, yes, at the end.

LN

POWELL: Yes,

GLADWYN: It was decided at the end that I should effectively take over from

Alger Hiss, who had been running the San Francisco Conference--

POWELL: That's right, he was the--

CLADWYR: Dean Acheson was going to be transferred, effectively, to London on
the first of February. Therefore, I’d have to dispatch a commission
on the Executive Committee before that. Then, rather at the last

minute, it
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was decided that I should do it as I was going to be the equivalent of Alger
Hiss, But, 1t was only decided rather at the last minute, I think. It wasn't

easy in London, certainly it wasn't conducive (?)} to get Church House all

ready and to get the restaurant going, and the whole . . .

POWELL: Central Hall.

GLADWYN: . . . Central Hall all ready in time, that kind of thing. Then
apart from that, we had to get all kinds of very difficult questions settled

about procedure and the rules of procedure, and all that, which had great

political consegquences.

POWELL: Well, I was going to ask you, you started out, you had David Owen—-—
GLADWYN: He was the first man, the first chap, yes.
POWELL: Yes, and then Brian Urquhart--

&

GLADWYN: And then after that, and thgn Brian Urquhart came into my office,
and I just got into the Church House(?). He was the first man to come into my

office. He applied for the job--

POWELL: But you had no budget, you had no staff . . .

GLADWYN: No staff, no, Well, I eventually got some money from the Foreign

Office, ves.

POWELL: It must have been an apalling job.
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GLADWYN: Well, we had to recruit very quickly: a financial man, an

administration man .

POWELL: I remember Colonel Holt very well.

GLADWYN: Yes, he was a very nice man, ves. We got quite a good collection

and got people who came on to the U.N. -—there was old Ben Cohen, you know.
POWELL: Picture right up there. (Motions to Cohen's picture)(?) He was our

first Assistant Secretary General for Public Information.

GLADWYN: And then there was Hoo.

POWELL: Yes, Victor Hoo. And Adrian Pelt.

GLADWYN: ©Oh, yes, yes, yes,

Au

POWELL: Yes, you had gquite a team there.

GLADWYN: And at the end, there was a great business because Mr. Lie would
take on all these people. I recommended that he would do so because they all
seemed pretty able, you see, But for about a week he didn't know whether they
were going to be taken on. And so the rhyme went dn I think to say, "They
didn't know whether they were coming or going: Koo, Hoo, Cohen and Owen."

(laughter)

POWELL: Well, they're so many things I want to ask you and I've gotten my eye
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on the clock. Now for one thing, that first day in the General Assembly in

Central Hall, I was there, and it didn't go according to the script.

GLADWYN: Didn't it, I've forgotten.

POWELL: There was . . . Paul Henri Spaak of Belgium that everybody expected

‘was going to be elected President of the Cene:al Assembly. And then Vishinsky

suddenly gets up and nominates Trygve Lie and Dimitri Manvilsky gets up and

seconds the nomination, and calls for it by acclamation. And you~~
GLADWYN: --No, Spaak was the President, you mean the Secretary-General.

POWELL: No, I mean that Spaak's name had not been mentioned, and you and Andy
Cordier were up there on the podium sorting . . . no, Zuleta Angel was up

there.

GLADWYN: who?

POWELL: Angel. Zuleta, the President of the Préparatory Commission——
GLADWYN: Oh, yes, Zuleta, Zuleta, that's right--

POWELL: And they were trying to sort this out and finally, they--
GLADWYN: Zuleta the was President--

POWELL: of the Preparatory Commission.
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GLADWYN: And then he sat in the chair when the Assembly first met.

POWELL: That's right. And it took him several minutes sort it out and finally
they found in the Rules of Procedure that there were going to be no
nominations, and no seconding, and the balloting was going to be secret. and
so, suddenly, they went into secret ballot and the man whose name had never
been mentioned that afternoon, Paul Henri Spaak, (laughs while speaking) had

been elected President of the General Assembly.
GLADWYN: Yes I remember that, now it's coming back to me, yes.

POWELL: And, of course, I've always wondered why the Russians did this
maneuver. Did they hate Spaak that much, or did they have their own candidate
as the post of Secretary-General? 1I've heard they had a Pole or a Yugoslav in
mind.

GLADWYN: ©Oh yes, they did put forward a Pole, I remember, but I can't

remember who it was.

L 1Y

POWELL: And that they wanted to sidetrack Lie by putting him in as President

of the General Assembly. I don't know what the story was.

GLADWYN: Very likely, but we didn't know exactly what the Russians were up

to, we didn't know.

POWELL: Now, when were you first aware that Lie was going to be the candidate

for Secretary-General, do you remember that?
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GLADWYN: wWell, some time went by before his name came forward. Our candidate

was Mike Pearson, of course. And, failing that, of course, we did like

Spaak. But both were ruled out by the Russians, particularily Mike Pearson.
POWELL: Thought he was too close to the Americans?

GLADWYN: North Americans, yes, and that kind of thing. Indeed, at one stage,
even my name was put forward, but that was quite impossible because I was a
member of Britain, and ghey've never been accepted by the Russians anyhow.
But, it was evident that there would have to be a Scandinavian or something
like that. And then eventually, Lie was rather thought of‘as a second best,
in a way, I think, And his name came forward, and nobody particularily

objected to him, and the Americans and Russians accepted him.

POWELL: And when he actually took over, he was elected I think--he gave his
acceptance speech in the General Assembly on the second of February--was there
a kind of a "hand-over"? Did you sit down with him for a series of

conferences?

hd Y

GLADWYN: Yes, yes, we did he came over and we had long talks about whether he
should take on the staff, and that kind of thing. And generally speaking, I'Qd
sort of run(?) and yes, I can't remember exactly, but we'd have talks with

him, of course. . . . He was a quite sensible old boy, you know.

POWELL: He had a rough time for a good share of hig~-~

GLADWYN: Over here.
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POWELL: Yes, over here, yes.

GLADWYN: Yes, I know, yes. And instantly, of course, he called to the

Russians over the Korean War.

POWELL: Yes. Tell me this: when you sort of vacated your office in Church

House, you remained a member of the British delegation to that Assembly?

GLADWYN: Yes, I came, I‘sat behind them, yes I did. Yes, I switched over and
became a member of the delegation. And then I went back--when I was over—I
went back to the Foreign Office, and took up a job as Undersecretary., By that
time, Mr. Bevin chose me as the chap who would be responsible for negotiating

the peace treaties, you see, so I switched over to that, and really, came away

from the United Nations for a long period.
POWELL: But then you went back to the UN in 1950,

GLADWYN: What do you mean--oh, in 1950--at that time, after the peace
Il

F,
treaties were over, I had more time as Undersecretary, and as Deputy

Undersecretary of State. I had come to the United Nations' side then too, yes,

POWELL: But I mean, when you actually came here to New York, it was just at

the time of the Korean War.

GLADWYN: ©Oh no, I came before, when the first Assembly, when the second
Assembly were, I came over then, with the delegation then. In spite of the

fact I was dealing with treaties, too. I came over to the delegation here.
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POWELL: And you sensed at that time the increasing hostility between the

Americans and the Russians,

GLADWYN: ©Oh, ves, very much so. After one of Molotov's speeches, he talked
about the two camps, and that kind of thing. I remember approaching Sobolev

very mgch about that., Didn't get any change out of him.
POWELL: Now, you were here~-when did you arrive--in July of 1950, I think;-
GLADWYN: Two days after the Korean War had broken out, yes.

POWELL: . . . And almost immediately became known in almost every American

home, I think.

GLADWYN: Well, it wasn't my fault, I know--—

(laughter from Mr, Powell and Ms. AKao)

POWELL: (laughing) Nobody's accusing you of anything, Lord Gladwyn.

14
*

GLADWYN: Well, I don't know, it's not a sort of normal thing for a diplomat
to do, and not a thing you like doing, anyhow. As I didn't like . . .

publicity at all.
POWELL: Well, I mean, after all, you and Mr., Malik had some--

GLADWYN: Well yes, I scored off Malik of course,(?) and so on. Malik I quite

liked, personally--
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POWELL: I was going to ask you, how did you get along with him personally,

outside the conference roon?

GLADWYN: Quite alright, quite alright, yes, he's quite a good man. . . . But,
actually, I really took him on intellectually, really, and made some speeches
attacking Marxism, and generally speaking, their absuth idea of history and
*(?) running everything and so on and so forth. And that's really what I

suppose I made my name on, yes.

POWELL: Well now tell me, . . . when Trygve Lie's first term was up as
Secretary-General, the US managed to get that Assembly extention without
taking‘it back to the Security Council, which many students, I think have

since said, or scholars, have said that this was a very dubious legality.

GLADWYN: Might be, but there was nothing else to be done, really, because the
Russians wouldn't agree to any successor, and we couldn't really just sack
Lie, and what could you--they wanted to run it with a sort of nameless troika,

. or something like that.

e

v

POWELL: The British didn't aobject-too much to that extension . . .

o, .
crapwyn: NO. no, of course they didn‘t want Lie in tears. They were happy

a successor to Lie, but until they got agreement we weren't going to give them

any--quite happy, in fact, we wanted Lie to carry on.

POWELL: Well when Lie finally decided to resign and the Security Council was
faced the question of finding a second Secretary—Geqerai, I believe I read

that it was you who came up with the name of Hammarskjold.



GLADWYN: That's perfectly true. For a long time we couldn't get agreement on
anybody, everybody was vetoed by the Russians you see, and so on, we were all
despairing.(?) Aand it was in the final meeting somewhere over here, I think I
said, "Well, what about a Swede, I know—I have met a Swede I think could do,
his name is Dag Hammarskjdld, I don't him very well, but I think he's
extremely competent and he's an economist, and I think a very admirable man. I
really don't know very much about him, but I suggest that he ought to be
considered.” And I said, "I can't put him forward because I haven't got any
authority to do so." But then, by the next meeting,the Frenchman, Hapneau,
(?) put him forward officially. But that was how it came about and then the

Russians, to our amazement, agreed.
POWELL: And that was it.

GLADWYN: And that was it, yes.

POWELL: Now, in view of what (chuckling) . . . happened in the next few

-

~

years, including Suez and the Congo, did you ever regret putting

Hammarskjold forward?

GLADWYN: No, not exactly. I think he did what he could, but he wanted to be

a2 sort of lay Pope, and circumstances were against that, really.
POWELL: (chuckling) I must remember that phrase, I like it very much,

GLADWYN: (chuckling) That's what he wanted to be. One time, in the Congo, he

almost succeeded in being, but it was quite evident he couldn't be it really,
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it was impossible. But he was a very able man and I think he did some good,

too in bringing the whole thing together. But he was an odd character, of

course.

POWELL: But do you think he may have stretched the limits of the office of

the Secretary-General a little too far that time?

GLADWYN: Well probably, I think he did. But of course, there was always

Article Hundred, of course, he could appeal to that and bring forward things
under that. But I think he did probably a bit too much, yes. Obviously, he
realized that he couldn't do that kind of thing when he was killed. I don't
know what happened to him when he was killed, whether that was--have you got

any information about that? Was it a plot to kill him, do you think, or was

it just an accident?

POWELL:
I don’t think so. I’ve talked to Brian Urquhart about thig many
times and I think, at best, it’s an open verdict, but I think it

was probably just bad flying.

Y

GLADWYN: Bad flying, yes. 1In the middle of a desert somewhere, yes.'

POWELL: Yes, ves, 1 don'f think so.

GLADWYN: The plot theory seldom works, you know, when it comes to the

factors, it's awfully difficult.

POWELL: Now, you had left the UN by the time that U Thant arrived.
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GLADWYN: I wasn't here when he arrived, no.

POWELL: No, I mean but you have, from the vantage point of the Foreign

Office, you observed his per formance,

GLADWYN: Well, I was in Paris by that time. I wasn't observing the United

Nations much in Paris, I had too much to do.
POWELL: No, but did you get any impression of him? .

GLADWYN: Not much. Of course, I had very little to do with the United
Naitons then. All I did was meet him once or twice at parties and he seemed a
very good chap. The (?), good Buddhist, and so on, and no doubt, very

suitable. I really don't know much about him,

POWELL: Now, since this is the fortieth anniversary year of the UN, and we've

just finished this tremendous Commemorative Session, there are a few general

qguestions I think I'd like to ask you.

(Ms. Akao asks to turn the tape over)

END QF SIDE ONE

POWELL: You were at Dumbarton Qaks, you were at Yalta, and at San Francisco.
How has the Charter, which you helped to draft, stood the test of time? 1Is it

in need of revision?

GLADWYN: Well, I don't think you can revise it, because under the Charter

itself, it can only be revised with the consent, effectively, of the
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Russians. You have to have American and Soviet agreement on any of this. And
if you got that, you probably would be able to. They'd still be subject, in

principle, to veto; China and--

- POWELL: But my question is, is it in need of revision, whether it possible or

not.

GLADWYN: Well, no, I think really, if could get any kind of American-Soviet
cooperation, you could make the present Charter work perfectly well, in my
view. I don't see why it would be necessary to re;ise it, I don't think. It
might.possibly get the question of the voting in the Assembly rather
regulated. It seems rather absurd now when you get States that are minute, of
a hundred thousand; twenty thousand people having one vote, and China, a
hundred million people, a billion people with one vote too. In principle, it
seems to me to be rather wrong. But I daresay, it's the only way to make it

work at all.

POWELL: I was going to say, it's an extremely sensitive issue . . ., on the
4

part of the mini-Sta;es, yes.

GLADWYN: I suppose, but even so, it seems rather ridiculous, really.
POWELL: What do you think about the attitude--~

GLADWYN: I once thought of a good thing to have a resolution--we were going

to give a resolution to the Assembly with rather more power . . . and make

them more effective. You might have a system whereby it would have to be a

two-thirds resolution embodying two—thirds of the population of the world . .
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. in which case there'd have to be a--you know--out of four billion pecple, or

more, there'd have to be three billion people and I would think their

representatives here would have to vote for it. (?)

POWELL: Well, we got China and India and (laughing) Pakistan and Indonesia .

GLADWYN: India and China, they would only be two. You wouldn't have
two-thirds of them, (laughter) You would have to have America, and Europe and

Russia, or one of them, to come in, too.

POWELL: Yes, that's true. Well, what about the attitude of Member States,
Lord Gladwyn, toward the UN? They seemed to have lost a lot of the

enthusiasm—-—
GLADWYN: Who?

POWELL: -~-the Member States-~-that they had forty years ago.

I
<

GLADWYN: O©h, I don't think that the average person cares much about the
United Nations nowadays, there's very little enthusiasm for it. But, I really
don't think it matters very much, it's a Government's matter. If you can get
the Governments to be reasonable, then it doesn't very much what people . . .
the populace thinks. It just may come about, (?) and then they automatically
think it's a good thing. 1If you can get agreements between the Great Powers,
notably the Soviet Union and the Americans, everybody would be a little

happy. And then of course, the stock of this organizatibn will just go . . .

it'll go straight up. You can't increase the stock of this organization by
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organizing propaganda, and saying, "It was a very good show, you must all come
and help me (?)", you see. It doesn't do much good.

POWELL: Now, do you think this . . . Commemorative Session of the last ten
days or so, with all these Heads of State and Government, was this a ritual,

'or do you think that they really felt that this place is still important?

GLADWYN: Yes, I think so, yes it still is important simply as a meeting
ground, it is important, I think really. And if there's ever going to be any
kind of a lackening of tension between the.super—Powers, it's quite likely to
happen here, in the corridors, people meet each other, in minor ways, and . .
. certainly, the situation would be worse off if it didn't exist, there's no
doubt about that. And, I think there was an article in the New York Times
just the other day that said such as that, and I agreed with it. But, I think
everything depends certainly, on the Governments being reasonable. Of course
sometimes, it's arguable that the whole human race has gone mad, of course,
it's quite possible to think that. But, on the assumption that it hasn't gone
mad, you must go on the assumption of course, that the human race has not gone

4
mad, what the Germans call the '"Uber Alles'™ theory. and that's the

only thing yoﬁ can do. Of course, if théy had all gone mad, there's nothing
to be done, we should all be blown up. But seeing that it's absolute--if
reason has anything to do with it at all, it must mean that nuclear war is
out, of course, people don't really want--even Governments don't really want

to be blown up, and therefore, it probably won't happen.

POWELL: No, they wouldn't have anybody to govern.

GLADWYN: Well, it would all be in smoke; there would be a nuclear winter, and
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that would be the end.

POWELL: Do you find that the fact that the UN has increased from say . . .

51, at the time of the signing of the Charter, to 159 today, has that--

GLADWYN: 51?2
POWELL: 51 at San Francisdo. There were 51 Member States.

GLADWYN: Oh, then, yes, I see. Well, of course, it's made it much more
difficult to govern., I myself think it was rather a mistake to do it with
everybody. There ought to have been a nuﬁerical limit--limitation, really . .
. (?) that's what I view myself. Otherwise, it would have San Manrino, or
Monaco, or Andoro, or anywhere(?) on an as equal level with China. It does
seem a little odd, really. I think there ought to have been a numerical
limit, perhaps, a million people, or something like that, myself.

A}

POWELL: Or a class of Associate Membership, or something like that.
GLADWYN: Well, they they could have all got together and had an Associate

Membership or something like that, vyes.

POWELL: Yes. Well, I think it's too late, What about the Security Council?

You--

GLADWYN: Indeed, the Europeans, of course, ought to one member really, if it
comes to that. The EEC ought to have one member. . . . That would have

reformed the Security Council itself, wouldn't it?



- 29 -

POWELL: It certainly would, (laughter) I can see Britain and France

competing for the same seat.
GLADWYN: Well, we could toss up, or something.

POWELL: Yes. Now, you sat on the Security Council for a long time. How do

you think it is effective?

GLADWYN: Well, in my day, it was qQuite effective, really, yes, We did do--we
took some sensible decisions. Of course, in my day, it was quite different.
Even after the time I left, at the end of 'S4-~beginning of '54--we had
Commonwealth Meetings, and we had Commonwealth Policy. Even the Indian came
along and we informed the Commonwealth Policy, which was then adopted by me in
. the Security Council, and all of that. But things have changed QerY

substantially since then.,

POWELL: But you do now have Common Market consultation, don't you? :

4
°

GLADWYN: Yes, we have Common Market- consultation, that's quite true. That

didn't happen in my day. It wasn't formed.

POWELL: Now, your . . . first employee and your protégé, Brian Urquhart, I
guess maybe . . . your second employee . . . is now in charge of the UN
Peace-Keeping Operation. And, peace-keeping is not a device provided for in

the Charter.

GLADWYN: No, it came on at will(?) . . . in form it came out of the sort of
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Military staff Committee idea, in a way.

POWELL: Yes. But, some people considered it one of the most important UN

contributions. Wwhat do you think about it?

GLADWYN: I think one can exaggerate that, but I think it has played a role,
and indeed, a beneficient role. Thre are about five in operation now, and

they can't do very much, but they do hold the ring.

POWELL: In Cypress,

GLADWYN: Yes, certainly in Cypress, and even in Lebanon, to some extent, and
therefore, it's obviously a good thing as such, yes. I think what exaggerates
the importance, if things got really tough, of course, I daresay they'd all be
killed or something, but, they can't shoot anyhow. But it does do--yes, I
quite agree it is a new donation, new necessity ([?} which has had a certain

effect.

r
POWELL: And then one final question, if 1 have the time, Lord Gladwyn. How

do you consider the future of the United Nations? Do you think about it?

GLADWYN: Well I think unless, as I said, the human race goes mad, it means
that they'll get agreement on arms, evéntually. Then the thing will sober up,
I would think, and it'll be more useless, more power will degenerate in this
particular machine. (?) It all depends, really on whether you can get--in my
view I think it definitely depends on the two super-Powers coming and getting
an agreement on arms, aéreement on some part, and that would lead to some kind

of active cooperation, if you like. Indeed, it's absurd not to think of it
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because their interests, in many ways, are identical.

POWELL: 1In talking simply in the terms of the Soviet Union and the United

States, where does China fit into this . . . equation?

GLADWYN: Well, China hasn't really organized itself yet, but it will. I was
there about three--I'm a hero in China, you know, because when I was . . .
President of the Security Councilf-I think it-was just when they were coming
into the war--anyhow, I managed, as President, to overrule the veto of Chiang
Kai-shek, you see, the representative of Chigng Kai-Shek, overrule the double
veto, So to speak, and got the Americans to abstain, with great relucﬁance,
and therefore adressed an invitation to the Red Chinese, "come and represent
it here." And General Woo came over with the delegation, and he had lunch
with us and all that. It didn't do much good, they stayed Gith the Russians
and went back. But still (?), it was the first time that Mandarin was talked
in the Sécurity Council, and they were very grateful of that. So then I went
to China about two or three—-three years ago--I found that General Woo was the
Vice Chief of General sStaff at Peking. I was received with great acclaim as a
: o

sort of hero and a sort of friend of Red China. And indeed, after that, I

lost my popularity here because- the China lobby then attacked me
like anything. And I was a villian, more than a hero, then.

POWELL: I must add one story there for the record. I believe that Sir

Binnacle Shiva Rao.

GLADWYN: Who?

POWELL: Sir Binnacle Rao was on the Security Council as the Indian
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representative.
GLADWYN: Yes he was, yes,

POWELL: And I remember the remark of The Economist at the time: that General

Woo did all the "Raoing™ and Sir Binnacle Rao did all the "Wooing”. (laughter)

GLADWYN: They liked it. I had forgotten that, But they liked it. Sir
Binnacle Rao was a blameless character, very nice. General Woo was rather

tough, but a good chap.

POWELL: Well, do you have any final thoughts you want to give us before we

terminate this interview?

GLADWYN: No. I think it must go on, and pegq away, and I think it's just not
necessary to be completely gloomy. Unless, as I say, you have the impression
of the human race as gone mad. I remember that--slightly at the end of the
interview--when we were in.san Francisco, the Russiang had a Legal Advisor
called Golunsky. And he was very gloomy, he diéd of consumption shortly after
this, but he was very gloomy, very nice, and we fraternized. He used to come
dine with us, you see. And found out he was about the gloomiest man in the
world. He thought that the human race was devouring the fair face of nature,
and it was like a sort of proliferation of bacilli, which had gone out of
hand, you see, and the population were going mad and it was a staggering
proliferation of bacilli, which unless checked, would absolutely devour nature
and reduce the wor;d to an iméossible desert, The great thing therefore, was
to check this proliferation, you see. He had hopes that there might be a

plague; this was before the explosion of the atom bomb; he had hopes that
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there would be a plague, you see, and something would happen. Otherwise, he

thought we were completely doomed. And that was that. He was a very gloomy
man indeed. There was something in it, though--

POWELL: That's a sideline on San Francisco I had never heard before.
GLADWYN: This was Golunsky, a very nice man, but he was very gloomy.

POWELL: But you enjoyed San Francisco.

GLADWYN: Ch yes, it was great fun, yes. ©Oh, they had Jimmy Dunn, I used to

cooperate with him very much. (?) I remember particularily Alger Hiss, very

much.
POWELL: I was going to ask you, you took over from Hiss, but--

GLADWYN: No, I never liked him very much. He was a very arrogant man, I

thought,.

R

POWELL: Yes. Well, thank you very much, Lord Gladwyn, I'm delighted that yoﬂ
were able to give this time to us, (Gladwyn interjects: not a bit, I hope it
was useful?) and if we have a supplementary question or two, we may Eric
Jensen of the London Information Centre to locate you in London and put you in

front of a microphone again.

GLADWYN: Certainly. I was going to get ready for this monster party.

They're going to be two hundred people at dinner . . .

END OF SIDE TWO.

END OF INTERVTEW .~ ..



’ LBRARY

T



	Gladwyn
 21 Jun 1983 Transcript 
	Table of Contents

	Tape 1A

	Tape 1B

	Tape 2A


	Gladwyn 24 Oct 1985 Transcript

	Table of Contents

	Tape 1A

	Tape 1B



	Disclaimer: NOTICE 
This is a transcript of a tape-recorded interview conducted for the United Nations. A draft of this transcript was edited by the interviewee but only minor emendations were made; therefore, the reader should remember that this is essentially a transcript of the spoken, rather than the written word. 

RESTRICTIONS 
This oral history transcript may be read, quoted from, cited, and reproduced for purposes of research. It may not be published in full except by permission of the United Nations, 
Dag Hammarskjöld Library. 


	Text1: ST/DPI/
ORAL HISTORY(02)/J3


