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QUE§?IOE;4 Readlng your book - Whlch has been at my hand for some
months - it says‘tﬂatAthe first reference to a Foreign Office assignment
pointing in the UN's direction seems to have coOme in the surmer of 1942 when
you were assigned to something called Economic and Reconstruction Department.
Do you have any memory of thet and did you have any sense 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

. warfare to help run the special operations as executive of
Dr. Dalton. Thet went on until Dr. Dalton went to the Board of Trade in
_ April 19k2 and I returned to the Foreign Office. After a time - two or three
months - they put me in charge of a nevw department called the Economic and
Reconstructlon'Department, vhich was supposed to cope with various post-war
Problems, notably {conomic. After a time it became apperent that the economic
future could not be.dissocieted from the political one and it therefore became
more end more obvious that what was needed and what actually took place was a
kind of planning department in the Foreign Office of which I was the head.
I recruited more or less the staff and after a time I obtained the serrices
of Professor Webster, who at that time was working in- Chatham House as a great
expert on the League of Nations. I made friends with him - with some
difficulty - and got him inserted into the department. That muet have been
approximetely a year later. But even before then we hed been thinking about
what might happen after the war in the way of an international organization,
and he was of course very useful in preparing documents to that effect.

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

_ QUESTION: I am listening beceause I am really going to-ask about
your own temperament.
That duty put you in touch not only with Lord Webster but also with
Caines - ' '

Lord GLADWYN: Oh no.
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it not?

basically

QUESTION: I em sorry. He was‘alreédy lord Ceines, wasn't he?
Lord GLADWYN: Ceaines I saw only once or twice.

QUESTION: And Berry White later on?

lord GLADWYN: No, I have never met him.

‘QUESTION: Never?

Lord GLADWfN: No.

QUESTION: But that jnitiative eventually led to Bretton Woods, did

.

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

Lord GLADWYN: No.

QUESTION: Do you feel yourself to have been an economic animal

or & political one?
lord GLADWYN: Political, of course.

QUESTION: I always thought so.

Lord GLADWYN: Political is the impression that others have received.

QUESTION: Another aspect of the work eventually resulted in UNEVWA,

the rehabilitation and reconstruction égehcilv ﬁb you recall 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 hed a say and it was mostly the
work of Sir Frederick leith-Ross, I seem to remember. Yes, we knew about it,
encouraged it and thought it was a proud beéinning of some kind of United Nations
organization. It was the first United Nations organization to be formed: resally.
But it was evident that it could not work except with some politiceal. background,
and it was so evident that we then passed on from there to the political
background that was necessary.

QUESTION: The big political cluster of issues during wartime.
This emerges from your book; it emerges also from the Cadogan diaries and

—_
L ~

others. Was it your. fault or Foreign Office. féult < I must ssy it was echoed
'also in Washington and Moscow - that the three Powers, US, UK and the Soviet
Union, and perhaps added to that a revived France would lay down the post-war
law for everybody, or did you frankly foresee a day when nther countries would -
" share the responsibilities?

.. Lord GLADWYN There wasn't such a thing as a Foreign Office view.
The people of the Fore1gn Crfice were quite divided, I think, on al 71 these
issues quite often. We tried to get a Foreign Office consensus, it is true,
- in order to find a Secretary of State; end I suppose I was fairly successful
in getting such a consensus, probably. MNo one thought originally, I think,
the four-Power plan should be a 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 be 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, mapped out the‘jdea oi
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 members of the Security Council grow out of this?

lord GLADWYN: Yes, I suppose so. Yes, undoubtedly, they did
become partners. '
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QUESTION: Who were the other personalities who worked - at that
point perhaeps less interestedly - in the day-to-day conduct of the war, whether .
things were going badly or not and who were really caring 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 hed 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 also bored with the whole United Nations
thing, don't you?

Lord GLADWYN: No, I think he ha¢ an idea. His own ideas, of coﬁfse,'
as I say ip gg-book, were la.d down in thoughts. But that was
later on. TFirst of all, he did not really pay much attention to these things,

I don't think. '

QUESTION: You served under various foreign secretaries, ir~luding
Halifax, Edeniand, I suppose, pevin afterwards. Do you remember any -f the
personality differences or concords with them? Did you get o. well with

Halifex, for example?’

Lord GLADWYN: Yes. I did not work all that closely with Halifax
because I was Secretary for the Foreign Office and I
did not reglly advise Halifax directly at all. I supr.se I got along well
_with hir, but that ended. He was succeeded by Eden, with whor I never really
got &long very well because he was, I thought; not very interested in'the future.
He was a very good negotiator and interested in what was going to happeﬁ thé

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

Lord GLADWYN: No, avaey in some conference. He was a
very good negotiator and a very good in many ways, but he was
and never really contemplated it that much or seriously.
Certainly he never really paid very much attention to our views on world

government. He accepted it as a principle, but (inaudible).

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

Lord GLADWYN: I never thbught that world government was & possibility
> im ¥ '
QUESTION: I know, but you used the phrase and that's why. You meant
the Govern—ents of the world, did you?

Lord GLADWYN: : vorld organization, y.s.

QUESTION: .0f the interesting things thet come up in the correspondence
between Churchill and Roosevelt one is tne nuestion whether or not China is a
world Power. I am talking sbout 1943, 194k, 194S. Did you have any feelings
on that subject? | :

lord GLADWYN: We in the Foreign Office generally, I think, never
thought that China had any chance of being'a real world Power for a very long
time, but we had to imagine it was a world Power in order to please éreéident
Roosevelt. The whole object was to get agreement with the Americéns, end: that
- was one of the reasons we agreed with the idea that Chinglshpuld come in as a
great Pover. " -



SET C 5 B-Z
QUESTION: But you had no illusions about the -

Lord CLADWYN: None whatever. 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 - incidentelly, I am leaping forward now -
in the period 1950-1954k when you were the United Kingdom Permanent Representative
‘to the Security Council, yOu had the rather dlfflcult task of treading a path
betwee . your country's recognition of Peking and the.US abhorrence of the very

1y

idea. You must have have found that to be - -
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Lord GLADWYR: 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 London at the beginning 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 & pity, but that was so. When I was in
Rew York in 1950 Irdid; vhen President of the Security Council, succeed in getting
the Americeéns to agree, by abstaining, to the Red Chinese sending & mission to
New York, ‘

QUESTION: Ceneral Woo. I remember him.

Lord GLADWYR: General Woo, yes.

QUESTION: That was towards the end of theryear. I wvas 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, a
view: 80- entirely opposite to that of the Americans.

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

QUESTION: But this was the physical enemy, armed and horrible on the
battlefield. :

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

QUESTIOR: What sbout India? Were you convinced that the American attitude
to: Indie, as certainly a country that should ie spoken sbout as independent now,
vhaetever the technicalities remaining to be accomplished, and as a potential Power
of importance in the United Nations, was an incursion or a violation of -

‘_ Lord GLADWYNR: What year are you referring to?

QUESTIOR: I am talking,qboui the war years, vhen America «
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Lord GLADWYN: The end of the war? India vasn't independent until 1949,
wvas it?

QUESTION: That's right. On the other hand, she had a separate UR 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 personally, no. i
QUESTION: I am interested in you personelly. The vhole interviev is
pitched at vhat you felt, because it's all in the open now, isn't it? ‘

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

QUESTION: But you had no misgivings yourself about the idea of India as
a separate nation?

Lord GLADWYN: None whatever, no.
QUESTION: Interesting. I was try{ng to work out - wery hard to find out;
I checked a few references - but how did the Indian separate vote come about? Have

you any ideas?

Lord GLADWYN: Separate vote?
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QUESTION: I mean India was the only non-Dominion - to use the term of the
time - vhich bad a separate vote in the Uniied Rations. 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, when 19k came and we had all got certain that the Germans were going to be
beaten there was a debate about the future of Germany: should it be partitioned; .t
ebould it be a single country; unconditional surrender? You remember the Morgenthau

business. What was your own view about the future of Germany at that time? Do you
remember? '

Pk

Lord GLADWYN: - I think there was a division of opinion in the Poreign Office.
I can’t remember exactly what it was, But the official vievw vas that at all costs
Germany should be reunited as a democracy, I never thought that was very likely,
because the Russians being in possession of part of Germany would not agree, )
Whether wve thought it was a good thing or not, I thought the only thing to 46 was
to count on the 1ikelihood that half of- Germany or three quarters or two thirds.
would be in the Western camp and the other vould be in the Pastern ca.mp. I thought
that wvas something that vould be unfortunate but would de inevitable, ana that the
idea of always saying that we had to have the Wiederrereinigung Deutschlands as. the
principal objectiwe was probabdly migtaken.

QUESTION: Do you remember anything about other opinions in the Foreign
ofticey '

Lord CLADWYN: Yes. I think I said so. I can't remember the riame of the
chap -

n

QUESTION: Vansittart, of course, vas -
Iord GLADWYN: Who?

QUBTIOK»: | Robe;rt WVansittart . |

Lord GLADWYN: He didn't have anything -

QUESTION: He was out by this stage. He was the great pre-var hater of
Germany, vasn't he? '
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lord GLADWYN: Oh, no. There was nothing to do with that at the end of
the wvar. | But there were people who f,hought' that the idea was that we must have a
united democratie Cermany, and that was the principal objective of our foreign poliey.
But T didn't think myself it would be so.

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

Lord GLADWYN: I thought I worked very well vith him.

QUESTION: No doubt ybu,did. The diaries, ot‘course, reveal that under the
urbane exterior there were banked fires of fury.

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

QUESTION: Really?
- Lo

- -

Lord GLADWYN: No, nofhing vhatever.

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

Lord GLADWYN: Ro. He was always very calm, I assure you'- most extraordinary

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

Lord GLADWYN: I did reidlly, yes. But he was an extremely. able operator and
very astute and wery charismatic I thought in all his judgements. I thought he was

a very good man. , - e

QUESTION: He says "That swine Samuel Hoare going to Madrid as Ambassador.
GCood riddance to bad rubbish."

lord GLADWYN: Well, he couldn't bear Sam Hoare.
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QUESTION: There vere & fev others he couldn't bear either. If you:look

at the diaries carefully he seems to have s-arted out with an initial resistance to
Chufchill and then a alov acceptance. '

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

QUESTION: He was your predecessor, of course, in New York, wasn't bel

Lord CLADWYN: Yes. He had left by the time of the Korean War, He: was:on
his. vay back on a ship when the Korean War broke out. Othervise, they might have asked
him to stay on, I suppose, Anyhow, he was on his way back on:a: ship, 80 I had to go
out: on & moment's notice and I got there two days after the war had broken out..

QUESTION: ".And' the day after that I took off for Korea., I left New York
bound"fqr Korea with Colonel Catton, who vas Trygve Lie's representative. I remember
those two: Security Louncil meetings and I was back in October for some: wiere you had-
some: fun with - '

Lord GLADWYN: No. The principal decisions had been: taken before I got there.

QUESTION: Yes - 25 and 27 June were the main ones. Then vhen the Chinese
came in and General Woo arrived and so on - '

Lord GLADWYR: Well, he went back without any satisfaction. He spoke to s
the Russians and went straight home,

QUESTION: Yes, I remember, But you became at that stage éjq‘mcthihg; of a
national figure really in the next year on tclevision in America, because -

lord GLADWYN: Yes, in August/September 1950, and to some exteént aftervards.
QUESTION: And you became a considerable folk hero.

ILord CLADWYN: So I believe,
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QUESTION: You must have found that, for a Foreign Office chap, to be an
unusual - ‘

Lord GLADWYN: Very odad.

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 to remember
and T wvasn't there. '

QUESTION: He must have taken copious files aboard with him, I am sure.

Lord GLADWYN: I don't think so.

-

QUESTION: Really?
¢ - {~
Lord GLADWYN: No, I think he drafted it, but under the influence of Churchill
and Roosevelt, of course. It was rather vague,

QUESTION: Yes, freedom from want and freedom from -

Lord GLADWYN: It was all 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 a.ll nati_ns "a means
of dvelling in safety within their own boundaries, free from fear a.nd vant". Then I
‘ was going to ask vhose ideas were they; do ycu think they were Churchill's as put

-dovn by Cadogan?
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LORD GLADWYN: Well, Roosevelt's, I dare say - I don't know; I ﬁasnft
there.

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

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

QUESTION: Article 7 of that Charter called for the right to cross

the high seas and oceans without hindrance...
LORD GLADWYN: That was Roosevelt, of course.

QUESTION: That was Roosevelt. The British vier - historically, at -
ieast - has been that they were e.titled to seize and search in war time...

LORD GLADWYN: Yes, I think that was so.

- -~

QUESTIOR: Interestingly, the Charter of the United Nations seems to
have nothing about freedom of navigation. . (inaudible) _
Tell me, as 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: It's like saying what would have happened if Napoleon
had won the Battle of Waterloo...

GUESTION: It's an entertaining game, and you car intervret...enter
in «ith a very small stake. 5o, 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 was-always -bound -

to be clash between the Americans and the Russians.

QUESTION: Let's analyse that for a moment: the Russians has: this
hedgetiog: fear of being assaulted .from the West, and they had sorie reason historiczlly
to have guch an outlook. Do you think there was American-ﬁrittsﬁ.igﬁﬁﬁﬁi&@ﬁiﬁ%
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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?

LORC GLADWYN: The Americans...l think were much more keen on... Well
the Americans were under Earry Hopkins...Well, I beg your pardon, I've got it
wrong - the’ Americans were absolutely 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 whaf happened was the Americans -
I mean -t was the worst possible 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 *ind of mounting temperature...

LORD GLAD?YN: I think the Russians were largely responsible for that,

of course, too, but perhaps *t was inevitable... _ o

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

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

LOR> GLADWYN: The Russians haven't solved their empire, and I daresay
they were frightened that it would be disrupted by American action or Western
action. And they still are.

QUESTION: Yes, I suppose so. We have and we hold, like Fefner in
the Ring... Churchill notes that at Teheran, in December 19k3, "there I sat
with the Great Russian Bear on one side of me with paws outstretched, and on the
other side the great American Buffalo" - I guess he must have thought -a 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 hcce." What do you feel about that?
* LOED GLADWYN: I think that's rather an exaggerated way of putting it.

gut I think that at Teheran it was: evident that the Russians and the Americans
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between themselves were going to dominate the scene, and we had less and less
influence than we had before.

QUESTION: You were - no, you weren't actually in - you were in London.
vhen the atomic thing happened and the Baruch-Lilienthel plan anduthe.Russian
rejection and what not... A lot of "people today feel that the Acheson-Baruch-
Lilienthsl plan as presented to the Council in -

LORD GLADWYN: The Baruch plan...

QUESTION: - it was really Lilienthal's initially, as amended by
Acheson and finelly put up by Baruch...we had to meke a choice...we are here
to meke.a choice between the quick and the dead...that that vas: c¢alculated to

’

bring asbout a Russisn rejection because it ensured an Amevican monopoly of controll..
) LORD SLADWYN: Well, you couldn't get over the question of control, -
really...that was the basic difficulty.
e { I
QUESTION: There was no one willing to trust an independent international
authority...

LORD GLADW{N: ©No, I don't think theeRUSsian§ were willing to: trust...
QUESTIGN: Or the Americans?

LORD GLADWYN: ...nor the Americans either, no.
GUESTION: Then it was a problem, obviously.

QUESTION: Cadogan - I don't know wnere this goes - Cadogan observed
in 1944 thet he didn't trust -"A-nice complete logical .charter which won'‘t mesan
- what it says. Much better frankly say that for five years the three Powers nmust
own the world, they're the only people who can." Do you rea¥ly believe that even
then decisions affecting all the continents could be made by this: trio of
deciding‘Eowers, or were you sceptical - more particularly about the Uk s
economie future, if not of her imperial influence?
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LORD GLADWYN: 'Well, I thought that if there was going to he any
success for the United Nations the Americans and the Russians would have to be

in broad sgreement, otherwise it wouldn't work.

QUESTION: But you weren't very sanguine about 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 *J play that game.

QUESTION:-JI'm really interested and will put questions - unless you
cen find me a shortcut - I am interested in some of the personalities of the
time. Do you have any outstanding...l mean, you gave me & little insight into
Eden's priorities wh;n heikonk over the Foreign Secretaryship. Now.. what about
Halifax? You didn't have too much to do with him personally...you worked
through Cadogan...

LORD GLADWYN: Yes...
QUESTION: ...and Cadogan is rather reticent on Helifax.
LORD GLADWYN: Is he?

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

know him?

LORD GLADWYN: I hardly know him - I know of him....

QUESTION: He says that Eden was going to be Secretary-General. 1

can't believe that for a moment...

LORD GLADWYN: No...no.
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QUESTION: He believes it, apparently; there's & 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 away so that he could be Prifie
HMinister, didn't he?

-

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

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

-

LORD "LADWYN: No, no, he inherited it...
(42 ‘.
QUESTION: Oh, I s-e... and sent to Rome to be Ambassadot .
LORD GLADWYN: Yes,
QUESTION: Where they'd just been visiting sanctions...

LORD 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 GLADWYN: 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
Dumbarton Oaks and also at San Francisco...

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

LORD GLADWYN: No, no. :

QUESTINN: But someone in the Foreign Office must have?

L. ‘e

LORD GLADWYN: Nig-l Ronald. He's alive...I think...
QUESTION: He's alive...I see. _Well that's a good neme to note down.

LORD GLADWYN: I think he must be pretty old{ but I fhink he's still

alive. He must be in the nineties.

QUESTION: What about the idea of this U.N. army and enforcement
meaéures? Did you ever believe that there was going to be & U.N. army with air
force and navy &and...

LORD GLADWYN: No, not really. Eut we heve to go along with the idea
because it was part of the general conceptiOnwthat there should be. I nevér_

“believed that very likely it would happen, certainly not after the outbreek of
the Cold War. But in principle we had to go along with it, as the Military
Staff Committee - it was in the Charter, and in principle it was the thing to
do. But it wouldn't really heve worked. I cen't think.

QUESTION: Even by Bretton Woods, it says here Roosevelt was growing
nervons: about providing soldiers to the U.N. without the constitutional steps...
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but do you know to this day the Military Staff Committee holds a meeting each
month?

LORD GLADWYN: 1Is: this true?
QUESTION: I may be wrong, but it did a couple of years: 8go0...

LORD GLADWYN: Oh, it did until fairly recently, I know. Utterly
ridiculous.". '

QUESTION: They used to meet - & general, an admirel, end an airforce
comrander from each of the Five...and grunt at eech other and exchange &
courtes': and...

| B
LORD GLADWYN: * And fix :the date of the next meeting... It's actually
been: going on since 194...whenever it wvas...
. o [ P2 ‘. .
QUESTION: But the. idea that each of the five Powers would ...
off a Little army for the U.N. - you never took seriously?

LORE GLADWYN: I didn't think it very likely, no. Ve had to go along
with t#e formslities, yes, but I never thought myself it was very likely it
would: happen, no. ‘

QUESTION: Were you in on a proposal at one point that there should
be & United Netions air force?

LO%D GLADWYN: No, I thought that was nonsegse'to go: eand torbard -
everybody who waes rebellious and...absurd...

QUESTION: Now, turning a little to the work after the San Francisco
Conference, you were: - I suppose - I mean, we think of you as a kind of
pre=Secretary=General of the United Nations.

LOZD GLADWYH: I was provisional Secretery-Genereal, so. deseribedy I
believe, YES. '
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QUESTION: And, I mean, chaps like Bfian Urquhart wandered in and
asked for work and you took them...

LORD GLADWYN: Well, he was my first recruit, actually.

QUESTION: Do you know about the Mohicans - do you know what they are?

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

a club at the U.N. of those who were on board - U.N. Secretariat - befo:e‘the

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

and eve-tually there will be the last of the Mohicans... But Brian is the
first of the Mohicans.

. LORD GLADWYN: I should have thought so. (Laughter) The first one
in a sense was David Oven...

t - Je

QUESTION: Yes.

LORD GLADWYN: ...who was more or less engaged - well, I didn't actually
take him on, but it was agreed that he should be a sort of nuzber two in command
of the internal operationms... '

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

LORD GLADWYN: He was Cripps's private secretary.

QUESTION: ...and he was a charmer. We knew him well in the U.N.

He was & great funny Yorkshireman...

LORD GLADWYN: But the first actual recruit was Brian Urquhart actually,
he was my private secretary.

QUESION: Who came to you after being Browning's personal assistant
or something...
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IBRD GLADWYN: Yes.

QUESTION: ...and having various disagreeable adventures in the wvar...
LORD GLADWYN: Yes.

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

LORD GLADWYN: I know.
QUESTION: And is as...

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

QUESTION: Well, he's been talking about retiring for about 30 years,

r

but I think... S -

[y

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

QUESTION: Something...but marvellous. ke's not only a man with all

honosur and propriety about the Secretariat...that is invaluable.

LORD GLADWYN: Yes.
QUESTION: ...if people seem to have had their rights. as members of
the Secretariat assailed, Brian is the -

' LORD GLADWYN: I'm sure he is, yes, yes...

s

QUESTION: ... - the defénder of the right. Now, you put together =
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I see ysur report to the first London Assembly, the Report of the Preparatory

Commission - I assume it was partly drafted by you -
LORD GLADWYN: Yes, entirely...

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

LORD GLADWYN: The rules of procedure, that's even more interesting.

QUESTION: WHich were revised afterwards by Committees headed by...
LORD GLADWYN: But they remained essentially the same. Except for the |
Security Council - it's never adopted its rules of proced.re. )

-

QUEST™ON: No.

“ {2 . i
» LORD GLADWYN: The - have provisional rules of procedure a'. the first
meeting, of course...it has worked on that basis for a long time.
QUESTION: I'm interested in really - this is the nucleus of "the

Secretariat...and having been a member of the Secretariat for thirty-five years
now myself - N

LORD GLADWYN: Oh really?

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

aware or to which your behaviour was affected 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 réally thoughtAyou vere sort of éreating:afresh?
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LORD- GLADWYN: Well...I thought we were creating a ;ev version of the
League, if you like, hut it wasn't very much influenced by my experience.ér'thg
United Nations. I did go to the United Nations ...a certain afiount...but no,
I can't remember thinking that I was influenced by that very much. I just
'recruited the people who seemed to be most desirable for the job. And of course
to & very learge exteht.you(bad;to,také the nominees of the various. States,
you couldn® help it.

QUESTION: But among the English recruits, apart from Brien and
David Owen... I,éée'ngmes.like Hugh Williams - he's in fact a New Zealender =~
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,
and other good people. And then many of the overseas ones beceme ASG's and
Directors and what not under the...

C .
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Lord GLADWYN: Yes, they did. A man called Cohen, I think.

QUESTION: Ben, yes. Chile, Marvelous.
look, 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)v proved to be & cause of some irritation to the new

incoming Povers who found all the top jJobs occupied by Yanks and Limeys and
Frenchmen and ..,:

Al

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

- Lori GLADWYN: FNo. 'Nothing whatever.
QUESTION: But it's changing now because the first generation ié‘well
on its way out and all sorts of new piople are in. .

But you must - evgn'though yc were not at this stage on the se{xe - & year
after you left New York the floodgates opened and the membership ....:

-Lord,GLADWYﬁ: That's in the Secretariat, vhen the membership (ineudivle)

QUESTION: Yes, but in other words each member claimed and laid a claim
to some share of the staff ...

lLord CLADWYN: I always thought they opened the gates too rapidly myself.
I thought that increasing the membership so quickly and admitting almost anybody
who applied was probably a mistake. : '

QUESTION: What would you have ...
Lord GLADWYN: Well I think that under the Charter you are able to

become & Member State of the United Nations if you are willing and able to gcéept
the obligetions of the Charter. o :
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-

QUESTION: And it further requires that you bave to: be peace-loving.

Iord GLADWYN: Well, peace-loving; whatever that means. Everybody says they
" are peace-loving, but they have to be able and willing to accept their obligationms,
Whereas. some: vere willing, I don't think meny vere able, and I think that if the -’
people. who: wvere obviously incapable of fulfilling their obligations it might have
been: an advantage. But of course it ‘vwas all destroyed by great-Power rivalry,
because you could: ‘'t weto somebody because they might go over to the other side,

QUET_IQH':: Exa.ctly... Well, as you know the place was kept locked up.
precisely because the Russians wanted so-and-so in and we wanted so-and-so in, and
they divided countries ...

Lord GLAIWYN: Yes'.

QUESTION: But as far as Africe and Asia were concerned, when you say
Nigeria = vhana is independent; obviovsly Ghana gets in and is aseclaimed: in the
General Assembly - and Madagascar and vhatever. But when it then co: :s to Rwanda and
Urundi es seperats « but you see it's very difficult to say “yes” to -che one and “no*
to the other because ... '

Lord: GLADWYN: Very di‘fficult,—but something should have: been: done: in: my
view, It's so ludicrous to think the Maldive Islends has the game vote as China
and: to: {fnaudivle). | :

QUESTION: Yes, it is. Tn the eerly days did you ever think of weighted
voting? I know that it came up in the sense that at one point: the: Russians: déemanded’
a vote: £or each of their republics. That was at Yalta, wasn't. it%.

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

Lord GLADWYN: Yes, they did.

QUESTIOKR: ... aﬁd a vote f;om Canada.

Lord GLADWYN: Ygs, yes.

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

Lord GLATWYN: Well that should never have been considered, really; unless,
of course, the Americans were going to get California and.New York. But it shouldn't
have been considered, but Roosevelt was 50 “een on pleasing Stalin that he agreead.

It doesn't mgie any differenc:z, '

-

S e .

QUESTION: No, it doesn't, and in fact the Maldive and China wotl doesn't
make all tlat amount of difference either because the votes in the General Assembly
are L] ‘. L] ~

Lord GLADWYN: Well it was always thought that the Assembly should not have
any great power. That was the idea. It was thought that the General Assembly should
have less influence than the Security Counc:l.

QUESTION: Well it doesn't today. It has -
Lord GLADWYN: Well it has more than it used to have, I suppose.

QUESTION: I suppose 8o, but moral suasion is still the principal tool there .

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

Lord GLADWYN: Yes, quite true.

*
.

QUESTION: As the drafts of the Charter emerged as you worked: on: them, were
you: « now you can claim all sorts of things with the virtue of Bihdsight ~ did you
foresee sny of today's problems coming up? Did you say no at the time? Did: you
varn: and thump?

Lord GLADWYN: If I did it's on the record; I can't recollect it.

QUESTION: I see. Is there anything that you ...

Lord GLADWYN: I hc re forgotten & great deal, you know.

T X .

QUESTION: Well, we do. I thought I could at least provoke: you «nto- talking
about: some Jf the personalities that you worked with. 1Is there anyoneé with:. whom: you
remefiber & flaming row -« in the f‘ore:.gn Office? I don't mean on: an issue of petty:
vhatever, but. on some principle, some UN principle.

Lord GLADWYd: I don't think so.

QUESTIOK: A peaceable man, are you?

Lord CLADWYN: We had discussions. I don't vemember a row about anythinge.
No, I honestly don't think we ever had a row. I don't think we: did, We had:
‘dizeussions: end differences of opinion quite often. What should the: fow- have been
about? I can't understand.

QUESTION: Well it might have been about, say, India.

Lord GLADWYN: No.
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~ QUESTIOR: No?
Lord GLADWYN: Ko, no, no.
QUESTION: The role of India in the future UN?
lord GLADWYN: Qertainly not, no.

QUESTION. Not a divisive thing hack at the Foreign Office?

Lord GLADWYN: FKNo. I don't remember it, no.
QUESTION: Lots of laughs about Roosevelt pushing China as & big member.

. LorA GLADWYN: Well ve thought it was probably a misteke at that time, but
we thought he had to go along with it.

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

Lord GLADWYN: Yes, of course. The great thing was to get baerica in firmly
and not let it go isolationist. -

Ta

QUESTION: And recelling of the'Léague?
Lord GLADWYK: That was the idea.

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

Lord CLADWYN: I sav Vandenberg, but he was at the Paris peace confergnce
after the var, and I saw him to some extent. But at Dumbarton 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 have any long conversations with him, no.
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-

QUESTION: Chiefly, the people with wbhom you had long conversations were
your: colleagues at the Foreign Office, weren't they?

Lord. GLADWYN: I suppose 0. Yes, I remember having. conversations. with
Pasvolsky of enormous lengths; and with Jimmy Dunn, of course.

QUESTION ¢ What about the French? The idea of rescuing France and: restoring
her to great-Power status? I mean it must have ...

-

Lord GLAWYN We vere always in favour of tha.t. The Americans under
Roosevelt fought against it for a long time.

QUESTION: Based really on his own antipathy to DeGaulle, right?
Iord CLADWYN: Partly, yes, perhaps he vas misguided.
QUESTION: Yes. Ee was also moved by people like Admiral Leahy and vhat-not.

Iord CLADWYN: Yes, very .much so.
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QUESTION: 1Is there any great burning thought that you newver had a chance to

get off your chest? Is there any bit of satisfaction that you look back on the UN
with, or any great ...

ILord GLADWYN: No, I think that perhaps I had a contribution to make, but 1 )
vas partly responsible for the course of the Yalta voting formula, vhich I imagine was,
responsible for getting “*oe Russians into it at all, and that emerged at a discussion
at Dumbarton Oaks 'betw,eeﬁ myself and Cadogan. I can't remember wvho suggested it first,
but. anyhow it emgi-ged from this conversation that I was authorized to make what turned
out to be the Yaltn vdting formula to Pas.volsky, vho then thought it was quite a good
idea and agreed to consider it. And then I had a word with Sobolev in London when I
ceme back after Yalta and he bad seemed very agreesble to it and I think he got.around
Molotov. In any case Stalin -unexpectedly agreed to it at the Yalta conference. So

I suppose I was at least pa.rtly respousible -for that in the sense that I was partly
responsible for something without wvhich the (inaudible) wouldn't have come to be at all.

QUESTION: The history of the UN The Yalta voting formula, meaning the
unanimity of the five Powers.

-~

Lord GLADWYN: No, it meant that on the enforcement section, that a permanent
member would have a veto, but that they would not have a weto on the prewvious section,
vhich dealt with the specific settlement of disputes. '

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

lord GLADWYN: Well, that was doubtful.

r

QUESTION: It was settled finelly in that way, wasn't it?
Lord CLADWYN: There was agreement at San Francisco that procedural matters
should also come essentially under the weto, but of course I disregarded that when I

got the Chinese to come to New York.

QUESTION: You mean it was still an open question in 19507



§ET C 27

Lord GLADWYN: It was an open question, perhaps. Someone once: said: that
I bad violated the unofficial agreement at San Francisco, vhich no doubt I dig,

QUESTION: As I have understood it, perhaps wrongly, the question 6f whether.
sométhing is procedural or substantive is itself a procedural question.

Lord GLADWYN: There is doubt about that. Under the San Francisco Agreement,
gsome might maintein that vhether it is procedural or not vas subject t6 the veto.

 QUESTION:.' Under th> Charter?
Lord CLADWYN: Ko, not under the Charter but there vas gaid: to have been.
agreement: between the great Powers at San Francisco.

-

- QUESZION: Now that the Security Council is an enlarged body, although. the
five remain the five, when you have such an agreement, the Yalta voting, we.agree: that
here is what we write and sign in the Charter - and by the way we agree also on the
Yalta: ?OtinéQ formula - along comes -

Lord GLADWYN: (inaudible )‘ that was incorporated in. ‘.l;he‘» Charter.
QUESTION: It vas? It was made-explicit there?

Lord: GLADWYN: Oh yes, of course,

QUESTION: Except on this, as you say, procedural versus substantive ..
Lord GLADWYN: Wéll, that was slightly after that. '

QUESTION: It was an argument for & long time then?:

Lord CLADWYN: Oh.yes.
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QUESTION: Because there is always a thing about these informal agreements
as to how they can possibly bind someone who was not a 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 ...

Lord GLADWYN: Ko,

QUESTION: You are all right? You are not in pain?
Lord CLA_WYN: OCool gracious, no, no, no. But I'm not good at recalling
my thoughts because they are mostly vanished. I have very little recollection.

QUESTION: I thought I could sort of trigger you and stimulate you and ask
you rude questions and you would say "Good God, No".

- Ty
~- i~ -

Lord GLADWYN: No.
QUESTION: But you're'not that kind of person. -

Lord CLADWYN: I don't react very quickly. I am awfully sorry. I do my
best but I'm not good at it. '

Lord GLADWYN: (inaudible) what I thought happened in 19L5.

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

Lord GLADWYN: Well you needn't necessarily take as evidence vhat I say
because it is quite likely to be all wrong.

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

, Lord: GLADWYR: Ko di,sti‘ésg: at all, I really'apologize' for the faTc;t that I*m
got: good: &t it thatle all. " '
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QUESTIOR: You really don't have to do that because ve are grateful: for what
ve have and that's it.

Lord GLADWYR: Well, I'm awfully sorry, but it isn't my fault. exactly that
I can't rémember ... ' :

QUESTION: Ko, of course not ...

Iord GLAWXN. (inaudible) I am only sorry that I am no good at it. and 'nbt»
very: 1nterest1ng.

QUESTION: With your kind permission I shall press on to: do vhat I'yve come:
to: dos

Lord GLADWYR: Yes; I'll do my best to answer, but as I said, you won't find
< g & ~0¥ P
me very illlminating.

CYESTION: I am going to try to close some of the gaps: we left last time and
Id: Iike to: ask you about some of the personalities and some of the atmospheres: you

worked: in: to: the extent that you can recall th_em. I see for example: ~bat you: vere at
the British Embassy in Rome. in 1935.

Lord cmmn That's right. = -

QUESTIOR: Was that not & very instructive time, with Mussolihi in Ethiopiat °*

Lord GLADWYR: Yes, it was quite interesting. I arrived there in 1931, which °
vas the height of the depression here, you remember, I%d been: gsécretary to: the Under~
Secretary of State Bugh Dalton (inaudible) I was doing parliamentary questions and: all
that. Anyway, the Goverhment crashed and I was sent to Rome as & £econd: secretary: and
arrived tbere, as it was the height of the depression. I aidaf't tare for the: sort: of
boy: scout: atmosphere of the fascist régime as such, but you: have to: recognize: that by
that time Mussolini, who had not gone mad by then, had sueeeed®d: mors or less: in: coping.
with: ﬁnemployﬁent". We had seen our unemployment ( ina.udible-) i‘ﬁ ﬁg’lsiia;‘. He. didn*t
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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
vhich I dare say had some influence on events and that was sent home (inaudible).

I didn't think that the corporate State would really work, 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
many Italian frienis and it wvas a very'interesting time, I got out Jjust before the
outbreak of‘the*!kh?opian var. \

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

Lord GLADWYN: Of course I was, b..ause during that time, when I Gas
secretary to S;r Dalton, I weut with him to Geneva on three occasions I think, as part
of the Brltish delegation; and indeed in those days, at the end of the 19208, the
league vwas functioning to some extent although in fact it vas run, of course, only by
Britain and France effectively. The Urited States was not in. The Germans came in
and out. The Soviet Union was far .(inaudible) in a constructive way, and in the course
of events it broke up, starting with Japan and the Manchurian aggressian and gradually
crumbled; and it was quite evident that the Anglo-French hegenony - that's vhat it was -
was no longer 0perati§é;and could not work when the war broke out. )
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QUESTION: Did that memory at all move you to some thoughts: as to how
that could be corrected in a future peace orgenization? .

.

Lord GLADWYN: Well, I thought that the League of Nations had very grave
faults, notably the fact that the great Powers were not present in it. Substantially
the real permenent members were only England and France. Therefore, if there: was:
going to be a world organ.zation agein it would have to comprise: eIl the great
amount. of harmory between the greatest Powers. That was an undoubted fact vhich ve

ell recognized and «e tried to achieve.

QUESTION: And so as the war developed and as your work: towards a future
world organization tock shepe you were - am * putting words into your mouth? - very

concerned: to s:ee that nothing:as done that turned the great Powers awsy from it
~ and mede them go. elsewhere.

Le»d GLADWYN: Yes, that was it, but the principal objective of our
foreign policy in 1943=19LL was in fgct to achieve & sett;;g::ient: in wvhi~b the United
States: fully participated and did not go neutral as indeed they did in *919, Apeart
from: that, the secondary objective was to have an organization which included all
the great Powers, incleding essentially the Soviet Union. Othervise, the: elternative
ves to build up something like the Atlantic Alliance, which eventually formed, and
at. thet moment was & seconds=best alternative, presumebly.

QUESTION: Where were you when the war broke cit?

Lord GLADWYN: When the war broke out I was: in London. I was sSeerstary: to
the head off the: Foreign Office.

QUESTION: Vensittart then, was it?

Lord: GLADWYN: I weas appointed head of service to iléx;simart: before: he wvas
kicked: upstairs in 1938 and taken on by the new head of the Foreign Office, Alexander
Cadogan,, and: I was working in that capacity from 1939-19%0 untﬂ;;- the: ﬁgil‘g?s&?ﬁ:‘ of
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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 .ou doudbtless 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?
- '.:y

- .

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

<Lsfd GLADWYN: My only claim co 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 Information and was taken on by the Foreign
Office and eventually by Hector McNeil, which was a disaster. I slweys thought he
was absolutely frightful. Maclean, of course, I knew quite well. ‘

QUESTION: He was an able man, I think.

Lord GLADWYN: Very able and extremely charming when he wanted to be, and
everybody thought he was a pillar of the Establishment. It wasn't for me to suspect
him, I wasn't in the Security Services and didn't know anything about 1t But I
thought he was in many ways an admirable chap, except that he did get frightfully
drunk, and the reason was obvious. : : - T
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QUESTION: When you came hack from Dalton, from the economic, hack {nto the
maze: of the Foreign Office -

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

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

LordiGLADﬁYN: Fairly - principally economics, but things like- UNRWA and
g1l that. But it was quite evident that there was a political element in: that which
came out perhaps later, Perhaps they didn't mean to set it up as a particular planning
department, but that is what it developed ir*o, inevitably, because it could hardly
. be anythlng e}se. ‘- ' '

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

Lord CLADWYN: I don't like spoken words, no. I muc% prefér the written word.

'y

QUESTION: But in the Foreign Office did you have departmental meetings?
Lord GLADWYN: Of course, all the time.

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

Lord: GLADWYN: Yes, of course we had arguments, naturailw, There: were
meetings: and naturally I put forward & point of view and there were other: p01ﬁts of
view, No, we didn't have any rows, I don't think, particularly,

QUESTION: I don't mean bitter ones.

Lord: CLADWYN: Certainly before Munich there was anm: eppeas,emegﬁas,e_ctip}ia.; §0;
to: spesk, headed by Ted Carr, the great historien, Owen and: - y. pEThaEpS; and:
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Gwatkin, I dare say, wvho 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 civil servant was it that Chamberlain chose and moved into
No. 10, who became qnite_g political figure later on? I am trying to remember who
he was. He figures in "The Wilderness Years", the Churchill thing.

-

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

Lord GLADWYN: Oh, you 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 Govermnment 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- and 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. #e did not guarrel
s$0 much with Alec Cadogan, I don't think, hut he was always advising Chamberldin in

what might be broadly called an appeasing direction, He was a chief element in: that

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: at: the
Foreign Office respected him, " They always thought he was perfectly honest in his: views,
but. he was misguided, so it was thought.

QUESTION: What do you feel now to ™ave been the quality of' the th:’.’nk“ing;,.,
the wfitlhg, the planning that -went on towards the eventual world organization in the

. Forelgn Offzce? Do you think it was realistic? Do you think people: gras:aed it rather
well?

Lord GLADWYN: I think so, I think they did. I think all departments: were
consulted, There were some very able people there. The chief expert. "ro m. the: point
of view of organization was, of course, Prof Webster, He was very active. I had many
great talks with him, "I was more the spirit behind what is called the Four-Power: plan,
the idea that nothing would work unless tﬁe- “hree Powers were in it. He eventudlly
tried to modify: that in the direction of giving something more: like the Security
Council as it now exists. We put up a paper as a result of it all and we: exehznged
views: first of a1l with the Americans. We found that t*eir views were not very
¢issimilar from ours end we had long discussions with them. I used to: go over there
before anything happened and so on, and they would come over here, We*did get rather
an Anglo-American front at Dumbarton Osks.

QUESTION: Did: you choose the deiegation for Dumbarton: 0aks?

lord: GLADWYN: HKo. Cadogan was the head of our delegation there, He chose
me &5 his No. 2 effectively at 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 a lirge exten. and they accepted things like the Economic and Social
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 votipg.

.
it~ ¥

Lord GLADWYN: Yes.

i

QUESTION: That was the Council as an agency of last resort. Do you remember
the regional idea - that there shou.d be sort of regional security c015cils?

Lord GLADWYN: That was Churchill's idea, but I always thought that that
was slightly dotty. He hadn't thought it.out. The idea was that there was'going to
be a Council of Asia. Can you remember the COuncil 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. What would it have done
enyway? You might as well have had a Council of Africa. He thought that because we
wanted a Council of Europe there should be a Council of Asia, 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 explaining - whether the Russians should be in c} out, whether we
should be in or out, if we were out, what our influence should be. It wasn't thought
out. What the relationship would be to any central organization wasn't clear. BHe
hadn't thought it out. He 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: expanded them?

Lord GLADWYN: Oh, no, they were too frightened of him. Anyhow:they did not. wen

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

QUESTidN{. So I surpose that the UN regionel economic commissions: &re

the: 1ast vestiges of that idea -

Iord GLADWYN: Regional what? Oh, yes, the Commission for Europe.
. GQUERTION: And the Western Pacific end the Letin Americen one ere
the last vestiges of the Churchill regional -

LBrd.GLADWYN: 1 am sorry, I don't quite get the point.

QUESTION: I'am-sgying that the UN now has & system of* regionsl
economic cormissions. '

s

Lord GLADWYN: Economic commissions?

QUESTION: Yes.

Lord GLADWYN: The Economic Commission for Europe was set up _ :
function. .

QUESTION:  (inaudible) It does & lot of things, evern -

ILord GLADWYN: It didn't function really for & long tine-.
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QUESTION: There is also one for Asia and there is ECLA for Latin
America. I am saying that historically, I suspect, these economic commissions
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.

Lord GLADwm: No.

QUESTION: There is a Pan American organization, of course, which does have

Lord GLAD?YN{ Still <ome. Though less than they did.

-

QUESTION: But none of the other regions seem to have -
t s ‘o

- -
.

lord GLADWYN: You ere telking about political regions.
- QUESTION: T then diverted for a moment into the econamic.

Lord GLADWYN: But the original was (sought out) in the way of
political reasons?

QUESTION: Right. .

lord CLADWYN: I suppose there were political reasons under the - -
(inaudible) , but that didn't work well. '

QUESTION: Was there a big ~argument about-setting up an Economic and
Social Council seperste from the Assembly? I think they are still talking about
Dumbarton Osaks.
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Lord: GLADWYN: Yes, at Dumbarton OaKSvthere wvas a lot of talk. The
Russians eventually agreed. They didn't really attach great importance to it.
They really considered only the political side and the role of the Security
Council.

QUESTION: And their ability really to stop action inimical to them?:
ford GLADWYN: (inaudible). Oh that's the thing they al) insisted: ony yes.

QUESTION: The Office of the Secretary-General. Do you remember anything
gbout: vhat rights he should have? He does have one -

Lord GLADWYN: There was an Article - 99 - that was agreed. Yes,
even the Russians agreed to that. :

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

- ,-

Lord GLADWYN: Yes, bring matters on his own initiative -

QUESTION: Which is rather different from the League‘'s Secretary-
General in that respect?

_ Lgfd: GLADWYN: Yes, of course. I think they agreed with that. It
 has been used on ope or two occasions. ‘

GUISTION: Yes, Korea was a case.

ford GLADWYN: Korea -

QUESTION: Yes, the UN Commission in Korea cabled him on 25 June 1950 ~
it is & matter that I happen to know about because I was involwed -« sayirng fhat
there 4izd: been an aggression, and it was he vho called the Council together and

presented: &

Tord GLADWYY: The Russians walked out. [Inmudivie}: affer
consmiting the Americens (ifisudible), of course. '
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QUESTION: Yes, I think that's the p01nt.
There was a British suggestion at Dumbarton Oaks for regular meetlngs
of the Council, or in some other forurm, of .he Foreign Ministers and Foreign

Secrefaries-of the Powers. Do you remember that?
Lord GLADWYN: No.

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

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

QUESTION: Then the next question falls away. It says here: "How
great = loss has it been that such meetings have not been held?”

Lord GLADYYN: - The ides. was that the Foreign Secretaries might come

to the Security Council. They do now. -
[ .
QUESTION: ~Only vhen their interests -
Iord GLADWYN: They do occasionally.

QUESTION: The idea was, and it has been revived a few times since,
that there should be a meeting in which every seat is occupied by the Foreign
Seeretary or Foréign Minister - and some people have even suggested the Head
of State.

Lord GLADWYN: We can't always arrange them (for the first of the month).
But there were occasions and have been occasions when one's Foreign Ministe: has been

»

there of course. When I was there, certainly. -

QUESTION: What about some other Dumbarton igspes‘f,defining,;ggressiOn?
Do you remefiber the argument about the definition of aggression?

Lord GLADWYN: That's a slippery aggressor. Nobody has ever been able to
find an aggressor. It is & 1ega1 conception which nearly everbody has abandoned
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QUESTION: But the Charter says that the greatest sip. that & State -

Lord GLADWYN: Armed attack or act of aggression. But then. there is, & noBddy
a perfectly good legal conception. But aggression, it was never really e¢lear: vhat an
aggression was, 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
aggression {ineudible) ‘egainst it as such. If you want to define it legell:
.it is very difficult.

QUESTION: Chapter VII is all about response to that.

¢ s

Lord GLADWYN: Yes; to an armed attack.

QUESTION: What did you think of the American impulse at Dumbarton Oaks
end: later of heving the UN certify human rights, individual human rights?

Lors GLADWYN: I was never a good specielist in humen rights. I: had
other things to do end to: think about and never got down to human- rights
in the legal sense. I am afraid it was outside my sphere in & way. Humen rights
vas left very mueh to the lawyers. It is a lawyer's paradise.

QUESTION: It is, but it was a politicael thing right from the
start, wasn't it? .

-~

Lord GLADWYR: Also, yes.

QUESTION: If the UN could teke up humen rights issues, be it in.
Ponduras or South Africe, then there is something very funny sbout the
domestic Jurisdiction clsause, isn't there?
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Lord GLADWYN: Yes, indeed; but they had to put that in for political

- reasons.

QUESTION: Have you any 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 enprmous memoranda on it. That is quite conceiveble.

QUESTION: The idea of amending the Charter after 10 Years, or reviewing
-the Charter. Did you have any views on thaet? Did you think that -
) Lord GLADWYN: ©No, we thought there should be a right to amend the
. Charter. We didn't think the chances were very high, because the agreement
by unanimity that'if'started off‘with made it seem extrermely unlikely. We
never thought there was much future for that. (Inaudible) had to put it
in, of course, yes.* : '

[}

QUESTION: I read somevhere - I think it is the view of Cadogen;
I am trying to recall the essence of it = that rather than have a beautifully
tailored Charter, irictly drafted, that wouldn't work, let's sort of éase
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) Seid that before Dumbarton Oaks, or
after?

-

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

Lord GLADWYN: Well, you may well have. But it is ouite true that
if you can get some kind of agreement behind the scenes it is a good thing -
nobody would 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 Woodrov Wilsoh: and: opén: covenafnts.
openly arrived at in the 0ld days?

Tord GLADWYNK: When I was very young that was.
QUESTION: But you believed it then, vhen you vere very young, or fiotl

Lord GLADWYN: I can't remember vhether I had - I wasn’f thinking about that
gsort of thing, I think, probably, but I dare say that it vas not considered: very:
practical, Yes, the open - yes, it vas - I think no diplomats would think that: that
‘was: really a very good thing, to openly arrive at (inaudible)' confidence in
discussions at «11, it seems to be counter-productive,

-

QUESTION: So you vould have been inclined to have open: covenants privately:
arrived at? . '

lord CLAD#YN: Yes, yes, anyhow yes, & covenant shouldibe (ins.divle) to
declare: what (inaudible) explain and arrived at - yes. '
QUESTION: Yalta - can we turn to Yalta?

Lord GLADWYN: Yes (inaudible) I refer you to this enormous controversy
I have been having with (inaudible).

QUESTION: I xnow, I've: got them here.

) Lord: GLADWYN: All right, you might as vell have that, because th:t's &ll =« -
I mean, (inandible) to repeat all that, that's what you've got on the: record,

QUESTION: Well, these are suggestions from a very bright couple off
researchers, things work that way ...

Iprd: GLADWYN: I'm sure of that, but I have: said anything I had - as clearly
as I can: say in. Encounter.

QUESTION: I have it, I have the books And: I have: read: it.
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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
BBC.

QUESTION: Oh? About when? When the hook came out?
Lord GLADWYN: Yes and no. That's about a Yyear ago now.
QUESTION: Charlton.

Lord GLADWYN: You know, Michael Charlton, he's a great BBC interviever,
vho: did Solgzhenitsyn.

QUSSTION: Oh, we'll get that.
Lord GLLJWYN: Well, you should, that's quite, quite, quite ...
QUESTIC: Vas that television or radio? Do you remember?

Lord GLADWYH: Radio, radio.

QUESTION: And, oh, oh, well, I'll find out ...

Lord GLADWYN: As the BBC, they'll - Michael Charlton - he'll send you
a cony. '

QUESTION: Michael Charlton, I will certainly do that, because ...

Lord GLADWYN: Because that is quite interesfing, about =11 the origins
of the ¢o0ld war. '

GUESTION: Good.

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

QUZSTION: How would you define the Australians?
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Lord GLADWYN: What?

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

Lord GLADWYN: What?

QUESTION: No, ho, it's: a had joke - on the South Africans that I know about ,..

Lord GLADWYN: Well, he's a very good man and he works for this (?record), I
think he's one of the (two words indistinct).

_ QUESTION: Good. We'll certainly get that. The voting - of course, Yalta
. settled the voting, didn't it - the Security Council voting? Was that - it was your])
compromisey, wasn't it, it was your, it was your ...? T

Lord GLADWYN: ‘lf-f:éll, I suppo-se I was partly responsible for it, but it or‘ig‘inated[

in e talk vhich I had with Cadogan at Dumbarton Oaks - not that I remewber anything else. /’
- (s 4 : -

QUESTION: How accurate is the assessment - it says here - that no significant f
negotiation of this voting point happened, that the proposed compromise wag brouzht up
one day amd accepted by Stalin the next? )

Lord GLADWYN: Well, that's not gquite true. And so we had - I trie® to sell it
to Pesvolsky, who was ‘interested and consulted (words indistinct) di*ﬁh;‘t hear pmch more
frop the: Amerjcan point of view, except that we knew -~ Jimmy Dunn (words indistinet)
considering it and I got back to london - that's all we heard. And f%en T also had a talk
with Sobolew, recormending: it, in London.

QUE‘STIOE?: A lunch?
ford GLAD *m Yes, wve lunched 1n 2 restaurant at the Somet ?.’&nb‘assv, A;;\d, then,
the nex;t. thing we heard was that Molotov had advised Stalin to accept it, which he did.

He just acrcepted: it.

QUESTION: Your relations with Soviet diplomats -~ you found Sobolev: mmenable
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Lord GLADWYN: le was the best, I meant, but I didn't have very much intimate
deliberations with anyone except with Sobolev, I don't think - and then (name indistinct}
of course, the Soviet (word indistinct).

QUESTION: That is an emazing life, isn't it, I mean, when you think of ...?

Lord GLADYYN: I always respect Gromyko. I think he is a very remerkable men,
but I believe that Troyanovsky is jJust as good.

QUESTION: Well, I am hardly able to Judge their quality, but Troyanovsky has
e great deal of charm ant .... '

lord GLADWYN: Well, I am told he he is very intelligent too.
QUESTION: Oh, yes. But that Cromyko shouid have be~n in office, you know"
fn 15k} and still be the “oviet Foreiga Minister in 1933 is astonishing, isn't it?

Dort GLADEHH Qulte astomshmg. On, it really is staggering.

o«

faSad

GUZSTION: Ve are hoping very much that he's going to respond to - he has in faet
gsreed to be interviewed much as you are todav. but ...

Lord GLAZWYN: You won't egree with him.

QUESTION: I mean, I, you know, if I ask him - tell me about your encounter with
Stelin - I don't think I'm going to get ...

Lord CLeEITIN: Oh, no, you wouldn't get anyt‘v ing out of hirm like that,

SUBSTIOR: I'm sure not.

~

Tord GLLDWYNR: I very much doubt whether he'd give you an interview. =

QUISTION: Vell, he has said he would, but ...

-

Lord GLADAYN: Really?

GUESTION: He didy yes, but they want questions in advance and you know what« that
fEans., it cemms that someone in the Minfstew will ...
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Lord GLADWYN: Well then he reads out, be consults bis Politburo, it is: types

QUESTIOR: Right. Well, that's, you know, of wery small: interest. It says -
can you recall « and I suspect that any question that begins Can: you recall: is going to
give: you trouble: right away -~ can you recall the British expectations before San Francise
and: how: would they ...

Iord CLADWYK: Before San Prancisco?

»

QUESTIOK: For San: Francisco.
Lord GLADWYK: Ko before Dumbarton Oaks?

QUESTION: No, no. Your expectations for the (izaudidle) San Franciseo
Conference and were you happy witlr vhat you got?
. Lord: GLADWYN: Whaet do you mean (inaudible) the Charter as it is: copitated in .
San Francisco (inaudible) doc-ment? : | - |

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

QUESTION: It says here - what criteria did you use? Did you: just. reach out
and: sgy = oh, if so-and-so will do it well ... .

Lord GLADWYN: Ko, we just thought somebody was fine for' the job: perhaps and
ve chose them (insudible) we thought they'd do it.

-

QUESTION: Did you run advertisements and did people 88Y e

Lord GLADWYR: I think we did probably, because ve at: tEe: civi® service - I
think, in: London - asked (inaudible) people.

QUESTION: This is the sort of question really which is: something: €hat came up:
much: later, but: did you feel pressure to take certain: people, were: there Omgts
EQUELZING ses? :
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Lord GLADWYN: Well, I think that the Chinese wanted us to take a pan called Hoo.
QUESTION: Vietor.
> ILord 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 GXLADWYN: Really? Vietor FHoo?
QUESTION: Yes.
Lord GLADWYN: Was he? I didn't know.

QUESTION: Oh, res, he was e.remarkable man. And he stayed in office for as
long as the Peking Government ... -

~Lord CLADWYW: AWell, hefvas the rerresentative - the Chinese Tovernment wvanted

to (?stick) him on so we took him on, yes.
QUESTION: Right.
Iord GLADWYN: Tﬁe Chilean Covernment, I think, asked us’to take on ...
QUISTION: Ben Cohen.
Iord GLATYN: Ben Coren.
MUERTICT: Yho becams the “ezd cf the ...

- Lord CLETTN: But (word indistinct) zotuins ~zaf-o* Fim, -n 52d Loancg o ffeidoan

s Seypa av, tAanTe Tagen ey
Lor o WOLL 1 en, Ves.

AT ey -

QUZETINT:  Trring to remenber thei Tirst - (?Zvan irno), wao was a lawver

*ra: Czzchoslovaiia.

bord GLAZYN: Yes, Xe was talen on.
’ -
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QUs37105: Henri (?logier) was the French sociologist.
pbord GLATWYN: Yes.
GUESTION: #nd - it was economic and social then, wasn't it, you had both?
Lord GLADWYN: (%Logier) - was he a very early recruit, I can't remembter?
QEEST?@K: Well, certainly by the Hew York phase of the first Assexbly.
Loré GLADWY:: I think he was not chosen here.
Q?ESQZQR: (?Chelt), the Dutchman. Do you rémember Adrian'(?Chelt)? 

Sdrﬁi'

a8y
L2

Yes, vaguely, yes, yes I do.

-

STJESTIQN: (?Byron) - Andrew Cordier.
‘. - '
. 'Lgm& GLADYYIi: Oh, yes, Andy - he was a great stand-by. Vell .ie was, af course,
tie repregentative of the State Department.

QUTS™I67: He wves, yes, and really a very, very central fidure for some: years.

Lord GLADMYK: Oh yes, but he from the start was the - vwell, he was
practically the number two. :

re7I105: Berry, number two to the Secretary-General?

tord GLATIYN: VWell, when I was acting Secretary-General or (words inddstinct )
he wzs - {aetisg person) - directly associated with ze, yes.

QUES™ION: VWhich he went on to be for Trygve Lie and for & time for ...
Lord GLEDIYR: TFor Ducworth-Barker.

Tord CLADWYN: And there's Colonel Hope, but he didn't wail to go: on = ODE:
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&rn for an old veteran - very good. He did, I think, orzanization generally, I think.

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

Lord GLADWYN: No.
QUESTIOR: Wtho was the first Russian?

Lord GLADWYN: There was a Russian, but I can't remexber his name. Not Zonn%

L QUESTION: No, I'll remember his name in & mozment. yot 7orin?
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QUESTION: Anyway, wefll get there, (?Everyone) played their little: part.
And: did you « did that group sort of get together - did you hold staff meetings «,.?

ford: GLADWYR: No, not really much, no.
QUESTION: Each one did his own sort of vee

Lord: OLADWYR: Yes, I think so, yes. I was really trying to: get the Executive
Cormiftee: to agree on rules of procedure - it was a very busy time actually - and we: had
" to, get all the arrengements, you see, it was difficult in wartime to: get all the
‘arramgements ...

QUESTION: Retdoning and shortage of everything?

Lord GLADY'N: Yes.

f s

| QHETION' The: papers, . must say, as one who just drowms in . rfbiag.e\v tiese

the first session is a great tribdute to you; -lether you wrote every word youz:seif or
not, you are the creator of the document and ... ‘ )

ford GEADWYY: Probably I wrote most of it, but I {words imgistinct]).
T think I brought it in. :

OUESTION: Mervellous. Decision to locate the Headguarters in the United States.

ford CLADWYN: Well, Phil Baker was all in favour of Geneve end-there was &
chance that toere would be but there (were shades?) in that of the failure of' the League
of Pations - T thirk prevented thet - (words indistinct).

OUESTION: A taste in the mouth.

tord GLASI(H: And then to everybody's immense surprise, the Russians plusped
for few York and pobody could understand why. They always told ne eftervards they |
pheterty resretied D€ -« the Russians did - but (2T velieve) they had & fiee: gﬁgiﬁﬁ Eheye
wae (o Feassn ghy they shouldn't have voted for it.
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QUESTIOR: Can you guess why they regretted it partigularly? Would ...
. Lord GLADWYN: I don't have any idea. | There they are.
. QUESTION: Gromyko or someone said this was a big mistaeke on our part.

Lord GLADWYN: I think it was Sobolev who subsequently - I think, yes - yes, it
was Scobolev whoitold me aftervards that they(? from their point of view had done it), but
I don't know - where else c¢ould it have been, apart from Geneva? Yes, it could have been
The Hague or somevhere.

QUESTION: Well, it also could have been on some inviolate island or Tangier or ...

[N

s

lord GLADWYH: (7it would be) a lot more difficult o set it up, yes.

-

QUESTION: . I suppose.
{ s K3

lord CLATVYH: We wanted somewhere with hotels and all that, ;ou seé.
QUESTIOZ: Yes. {name indistinct) 1evsort would have been fipe - however ...
lord GLADWYK: The Americans were very much in favour of‘having it in AmeriCa.'
QUESTIO;: Because they wanted ...
Lord GLiDWYR: They wanted to get the American public tehind it, I think.
QUESTION: Exactly.

77;9rd:GLgDH¥ﬁ: M?hgﬁ’ygs the main reason; that was Fhe over-riding ???S??f

QUESTIC:I: Were you on the - I can't remember - you weren't involved in the
Headauarters'Cozmittee,vare you, that went to Philadelphia ané San Francisco and

Yestchester ...

Lord: GLESWYHE: éift;eirwards?
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QUESTION: Afterwards, you ...

Lord GLADWYN: Afterwards?

QUESTION: Vhen it was decided - after the first London session of the Assenmbly

Lord: GLADWYR: Oh, no. I wasn't in there, no.
CRUDSTISS: At that point ...

fore GEADWYN: We had decided on New York then.

QUESTION: Hed they? But there was a chase around - I can't remerber the exact

dafes = there was. a chase around as to whether it was going to be Hew: York or San

-
.
-

forda GEADW:4: Oh, ell that.

{ s . {-

QUBS'I}IQ? Yes,

ford CLADWTR: Ko, F saw all the parers and so on. I thins I vas partly
associated with it, but not directly, no.

QUESTIOQN: To choose a Secretary-General. Do you remember that funny bit where:

three Bussisus proposed Trygve Lie as President of the Assembly and then ...

Lord GLEDYYR: They did indeed, yes, yes, they wanted him; they didnit Iike
Spaak you see.

-

.

QUESTION: #And then someone said obh, quick, it's not going to be Iike tfinf,
It % going to have - and then they elected him Secretary-General.

Lorg GLEDWYR: Spaak? Oh no, Trygve Lie.

QUES% There is a Professor {?Barros) - I haven't read btiis work - who is
today: ssying £hat Trygve: Lie was from the start the: preferred Sovief eandidates Do You

this beemuse of his liorwegian socdalism? Usuelly soeialists wvere noti very gé‘bm m
the Prossians. :

was:
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Lord GLADWYN: Well they preferred Lie to Spaak, I can't think vhy.
" QUESTION: That's the only ...

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

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

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

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

QUESTION: He did?

Lord GLADWYN: Yes, very much so and then he thought that the Russians
b [ Je °
would take it very ill and that it was very wronz for the Russians. So *o that extent
he sympathiged with the Russians, yes.

QUESTION: #ha. Well, that, of course, goes a long way to expleining ...
Why did you not accept his offer to be an Assistant Secretary-General?

Iord GLADWYN: He offered to me ...?

QUESTION: It says here that he offered you an assistant secretary-generalshir.
Lord GLADYYN: In the United Nations? :

QUESTIO.: Yes.

Lord GLADWYH: I am completely oblivious of the fact. He may have, I never

received a call.

QUESTION: Rot only did you decline it, you don't remember it.
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Loxd: GLADWYN: I don't remember it. No, I wouldn't have accepted {t anyway,
I was more keen: on. staying in my own service really and ...

QUESTION: I ¢an understand. ‘f‘-

3

s

Lord: GLADIYH: To, I have no recollection of being (word or words iﬁdigtg;gc;ﬂ;
bty Lie. HEaybe.

QUESTRON: But you wouldn't have taken it?
Lord CLADYYN: I 'wouldn't have taken it, no.

QUESTION: Yot even something as near your interests as, say the political &n&
Security Council ...

-

Lord GLADWYN: To, I wouldn't have vanted to go outside the couwntry. I oo
guck ‘mmi‘er %ers, for verious reasons,

(g ‘.
AYEETICT:  Right. fLnd then there is 2 chapter about figures with whom: your:

worked. We: have already touched: ...

S e s e vtray .-
oA

Wonl ILAZVTTE:R '..'L’IO?

re ru=

CGTETICI:  People - personelities - Sromylko ...

Lowe S2WYi: 9B, yes, ves. (word indistinet) figures.

oo -~

GWIETIlU:  Pigures, exactly. Yes, there is. Idchexl (words fndistinc ).
Boré GLADWYN: Ee died, I (?think).

%“"%’ 5'31'. fndrei Gromyko we have touched on and you saw hin gll over the place,
didn“t yom + Duxdarton Oaks, Yalta, San Francisco - and there is a fiurny sense of Brour
tiere, you know, underneath it all. It comes out every nov and eggifie It is & Litfle
sardonic, but I've: seen if at work every now and again.

ford: SBLENG:. Oh, Crom?
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QUESTION: Gron.
Lord GLADYYN: Oh, yes, he can be quite amusing.

- QUESTION: What is he like at dinner - you know - in a small group?

K
Lord GLADWYN: Well, he's all right, well I wouldn't call him very gay

{words indistinct) you can talk to him about all kinds
you know.

things, he is very sensible

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

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

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

-~ "~

QUESTIC:: 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 a very
high-powered intellec;ual - 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. '

QUESTION: Yes, that's what I meant. Vhy would he ...?

Lord GLADWYN: And I got on quite well with him, but of course, he didn't get
on with everybddy. He hated lawyers, you know, couldn't bear laMyeré. Of course,
I’ think partly he felt that they would interfere with his- own theories on how things
should be organized, 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 Webster. He rather faded out afterwards. What happened
to him? '
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QUESTION: He died only a few years ago. I'm not sure ..~

Lord GLADWYN: But what happened to him?

Yike that.

QUESTION: I think, you know, he went to Georgetown Uniwversity or something

Lord GLEDWYN: But he faded out, didn't he? lobody heard of him. BHe didn't
write much, did he? '

QUESTION: No but when this project sterted up, someone said - is he still



SET C ‘ st

Lord GLADWYN: FKothing wery much. He was a professional diplomat and:
all that. He had a very pretty wvife -

QUESTION: He made wery long speeches.
Lord GLADWYN: I didn't have much talk with him, really.

QUESTION: Then'it'leaps forvard from that period - we're nearly
" theres have nclgregt fear - to the Korean war and your time in America.
What led to you.” great pemlarity with American television viewers? Do
you think we could rewiwe it?

Lord GLADWYN: I don't know vwhat led to the great popularity except that
I suppose I made a good impression on television and was quite clear and .
dacisive {a my views, I h£Ve no nerves, In television, if you have nerves
it's: & very bad thing. But if you have no nerves and couldn't care less
vhat the audienice think, then you will probably get avay with it. And.ﬁnyhow
1 khevrﬁhat»I wvas. going to say and 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, really, to the United Nations was the decigion’?hereby
I managed to geét my way by rulings as the President of thé Security Council.
This was my view, ;nd as President it. stood, and this was adopted by majority
vote = vhich, of course, was twisting tﬁe regulations, really. But I think it
vas useful.

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

Lord GLADWYR: Yes.

QUESTION: Was this the invitation to General Woo?

Lord CLADWYN: It was on that occasion.

| QﬁESTiOﬁ? The Question of -
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Lord GLADWYN: « whether the Chinese should be invited, yes,
QUESTION: I see. And you ruled that the question «

Lord CLADWYN: Oh no, no. I beg your pardon. Ko, on the question: of'
invitihg the Chinese you had to get a majority vote and no wveto. With
great difficmlty, thr.ugh the China lobby, I got the Americans: to- abstain,
vhich: was: a: great concession on their part because the China: lobby was:
breathing down their necks, you know. But they did abstain. #And then we
Just: panaged to get the siven necessary wotes « on the second: round,,
because the first time, I think, the Yugoslavs hadn't understood: &nd: voted:
the wvrong: vay, and: therefore we had to get it done the next day. But we
got if through. It vas simply a question of getting the majority. But-
the: question of a: ruling was on quite a different matter, on: whether the
Ksrean: .= L¥ean’t remember: exactly the issue ~ what vas it? Well, as I 83y,
tnj megory: has: gon_,e:, but. T got my vay by mszstmg « I ruled: that this -

it wvas upBet - =

QUESTION: And that would have required somebody to say, "I' chalieuge".
#nd no: one did that. |

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

QUESTION: Well, that sort of looks after the questions
Lord CLADWYN: That was the double weto, yes.
QUESTIOK. Yes, exactly. I am 1ook1ng at & summary of a speech

Chin:a.a ': ad:

beeu a H_qn_be: of the Unitead Natlon_s.‘

Lord GLADWYN: Well, if China had been. a Member of the United: Fatione I
tEInk the: Rusgians would have « why would: I say that? I can’f think e fhe B

W e B e L N A e @ & P T I, T T P (. - S v S~ o
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wouldn't it?
QUESTION: Certainly.

Lord CLADWYN: And - I don't know what. I suppose - wouldn't they have
aided with the (inaudible)- in which case they would have vetoed any
United Nations actior. I can't see why - what was the conclusion I drew?
?robably'the'grong conclusion, in that case. The Americans might have gone
shead, but you wouldn't have bad the United Nations behind them.

[

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

Lord GLADWYN: No, no. o
- i :*

QUESTION: Cadogan diaries, page 786: "Even the atomic bomb .
hasn‘tAshgken people out of their old ways of thinking."

Lord GLADWYN: That's what Cadogan said.

QUESTION: Yes, Cadogan, page T87: "Gromyko: What other things
besides the veto bring the Security Council into disreputet™ Cadogan .
ansvers: "Principally the use of the Council for propaganda.™ Are you
stirred to anything by that, or not?

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

QUESTION: Yes, post-hostilities planning: we've begn thrﬁugh’
that. Freedom from fear and want ... .Yes, it was Churchill -~ February 1943 -
wve're jJust going back to that business about the three regional councils.
February 1943, in a letter from Churchill to FDR: "Three regiOnalv
councils with forces, etc., to settle disputes - Europe, Far Fast, Western .
Hemisphere - US to be represented on all three."

Lord GLADWYN: Well, can you imagine it?
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QUESTION: Tea, I can., I mean I can't. But I know: vhat. you:mean.
Lord: GLADWYN: It doesn't make any sense,
QUESTION: Well, I've tested you in the fire -

Lord: GLAIWY": Fot a hit, no. 4s I say, I can't recall: really: what
bEppened: wvery such at thiﬂ distance in time. There are the public: réc ords,
after all, -

QUESTION: Oh, yes.

Lord GLADWYK: 4nd 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.  Zfvwould like it.” I haven't got the time: or the ensrgy to: do:it. -

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

Lord GIADWYN: I do have other things to do, ves.

QUESTION: Yoa march in a different direction. Yéry early on. in your
book: you talk about bound volumes of memos. Someone in your: absence: bad: bound:
them all wery neatly.

Lord GLADWYN: I don't know if you could see them or not. They: vere:
made: available to: me, '

¥

QUESTION: Were they taken to the Public Record Officel:

Lord GLADWYR: No. They were in the Poreign Office. When I feft, I
alvays lefti my opinion in the press, and they had taken these dupliesates of
some: minutes and papers, and they bound them all together, &nd:though:I
vasnii allowed to because of the 30-year rule, névertheless: I: was .
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able to allude to some of these things, and I think they vere made available
simply to me because they were my own personal records. Whether they are now
all published, I haven't any idea. Some of them night be.

QUESTION: Bécause the 30-year rule of courée bhas since -
LordGLADWYY; Eas it been modified?

QUESfION:.TOh yes.

Lord dLADHYNg f;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. ) _ "
Cx '

- .
-~ et

Lord GLADWYN: Well, I don't know, It mizht he, BRut to find -out you've
only got to ring up the Foreign Office and find out if these things are available.

QUESTION: Until you caid Tuesday for our first session;'I vas going
to spend Tuesday at Kev. h

Lord GLADWYN: Oh yes, A 1ot there,

QUESTION: I've got a marvellous woman. Eovw much trouble she took.,
She sent me: the fullest directions as to how to get there,

Lord GLADWYN: I believe it is very good.,

L3

QUESTION: Llook at this., And then she lists - as you can imagine,
they have guite a lot of paper. - e T

Lord GLADWYN: 'Well, I'd love to see all this myself, Yes, the old files -
1945, 1946, 1947,

QUESTIOR: She was very kind. I wrote her appreciatively. But
gomecne YOUnEsy and: sharper can go and do that. - L
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Lord GLADWYN: If you do get anyone to do it -
QUESTION: Yes, 1'11 let you know whatever you vant.

Lord GLADWYN: Let me know if there's anythinz wery interesting whieh
T was: alleged to have said then., I'd like to: knov what it was,

QUESTION: ° Absolutely.
Lord GLADWYN: Would you like to do that if they do: get anyone?

thsﬂon Oh yes, I'11 make sure that you are kept in:the: pirture.
T'» going to: spend: this weekend with my old buddy Colonel Alfred Katdsu,

' (I‘-o‘rd GLADWYN: £ South African?

ia

QUESTION: A South African. ' : ~‘
Lord CLADWYN: You're not South African?

QUESTION: Yes. I'm an American resident.

s
14

Iord GLATWYR: Are you an American citizen?

QUESTION: I I choose to be, in three years' ‘time: T can: bes.
But, you know, &y son vas born in - I've been 35 yeirs wvith the UR, so -

Lord: GLADWYN: Oh, I see. You're a regident in the United States but
not: an: Ameriean ¢itizen,

-~
-

QTJESTION, Not an An;erica.ﬁ citi’se'n,.a 'I”'fvewge‘e,_:‘:?":fo_rz;‘- tﬁe, Segrit}riif
as a South: African.

.

Lord GLATWYN: But can't you become an American. cifizen: at onee: £f vou
want toY :
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QUESTION: ©HNot at once., My son was born there, and I can stay.
They give me what is called a green card, and in due time my vife, a limey -

Lord GLADWYN: You were dorn in South Africa?

QUESTION: Yes,

[2)
?
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Lord GLADWYN: And you came to the United Nations whent
QUESTION: When I was a mere youth - in 1946 ...
Lord  GLADWYN: . Oh yes, so, I gee - from the §eginning?l' I gee, Oh,
QUESTION: ... .nd Joined the Secretariat a few: ;::ontﬁs= later, and: HEVE =~

Lord GLADWYN: T see. Yes.

+

QUESTION: - I've done things for them in ?arioﬁa, parts: of’ the world ...

. Lord GLADWYN: I see ...

= GUESTION: ... chiefly in the area of broadcasting and: television. 8o, I
will stay i{n Ameérica. I'm not rushing to go back to the land of apay f,f,t?{ﬁi@i‘ and’ 80 =«
L was apsinst apartheid before people knew how to spell it, so: it's not: & movelty: to:
geniority: = I ended: uyp as the Deputy Director of the Division - not e.sefly been: eary



