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QUESTION: Reading your "book -which has been at my hand for some 
months - i t says that the f i r s t reference to a Foreign Office assignment 
pointing i n the UN's direction seems to have come i n the stumer of 19^2 when 
you vere assigned to something called Economic and Reconstruction Department. 
Do you have any memory of that and did you have any sense at the ti«e of vhere 
i t might Ijead? 

Lord GLADWYN: I vas Secretary to the Head of the Foreign Office 
. vhen the var "broke out, and after the collapse of France I was seconded to 

varfare to help run the special operations as executive of 
Dr. Daiton. That vent on u n t i l Dr. Dalton vent to the Board of Trade i n 
A p r i l 19^2 and I returned to the Foreign Office. After a time - tvo or three 
months - they put me in charge of a ney department called the Economic and 
Reconstruction Department, vhich vas supposed to cope vith various post-var 
problems, notably economic. After a time i t became apparent that the economic 
future could not be dissociated from the p o l i t i c a l one and i t therefore became 
more end more obvious that vhat vas needed and vhat actually took place vas a 
kind of planning department i n the Foreign Office of vhich I vas the head. 
I recruited more or less the staff and after a time I obtained the services 
of Professor Webster, vho at that time vas working in- Chatham House as a great 
expert on the League of Nations. I made friends v i t h him - v i t h some 
d i f f i c u l t y - and got him inserted into the department. That must have been 
approximately a year l a t e r . But even before then ve had been thinking about 
vhat might happen after the var i n the vay of an international organization, 
and he vas of course very useful i n preparing documents to that effect. 

As you knov, i t i s a l l dovn on paper of course and there i s no particular 
reason for me to rehearse i t , don't you agree? 

QUESTION: I am lis t e n i n g because I am rea l l y going to ask about 
your own temperament. 

That duty put you i n touch not only v i t h Lord Webster but also v i t h 
Caines -

Lord GLADWYN: Oh no. 
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QUESTION: I am sorry. He was already Lord Caines, wasn't he? 

Lord GLADWYN: Caines I sav only once or tvice. 

QUESTION: And Barry White lat e r on? 

Lord GLADWYN: No, I have never met him. 

"QUESTION: Never? 

Lord GLADWYN: No. 

% QUESTION: But that i n i t i a t i v e eventually led to Bretton Woods, did 

i t not? 

Lord GLADWYN: No, I don't do Bretton Woods. 

QUESTION:' Really? I t didn't go that way? 

Lord GLADWYN: No. 

QUESTION: Do you fee l yourself to have been an economic animal 
basically or a p o l i t i c a l one? 

Lord GLADWYN: P o l i t i c a l , of course. 

QUESTION: I always thought so. 

Lord GLADWYN: P o l i t i c a l i s the impression that others have received. 

QUESTION: Another aspect of the work eventually resulted i n UNEWA, 
the rehabilitation and reconstruction agency. Do you r e c a l l some of the 
arguments and concepts around that? Was i t a big Foreign Office issue? 
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Lord GLADWYN: Well, the Foreign Office had a say and i t was mostly the 
work of S i r Frederick Leith-Ross, I seen to remember. Yes, we knew about i t , 
encouraged i t and thought i t was a proud beginning of some kind of United Nations 
organization. I t was the f i r s t United Nations organization to be formed r e a l l y . 
But i t was evident that i t could not work except with some po l i t i c a l - background, 
and i t was so evident that we then passed on from there to the p o l i t i c a l 
background that was necessary. 

QUESTION: The big p o l i t i c a l cluster of issues during wartime. 
This emerges from your book; i t emerges also from the Cadogan diaries and 
others. Was i t your'fault, or Foreign Of f ice fault - I must say i t was echoed 
also i n Washington and Moscow - that the three Powers, US, UK and the Soviet 
Union, .end perhaps added to that a revived France would lay down the post-war 
lav for everybody, or did you frankly foresee a day when "ther countries would -
'share the responsibilities? v 

Lord GLADWYN: There wasn't such a thing as a Foreign Office view. 
The people of the Foreign Office were quite divided, I think, on a?-\ these 
issues quite often. We t r i e d to get a Foreign Office consensus, i t i s true, 
in order to find a Secretary of State; e^d I suppose I was f a i r l y successful 
in getting such a consensus, probably. Ho one thought o r i g i n a l l y , I think, 
the four-Power plan should be a basis of four-Power agreement without which 
agreement i t vas unlikely that they would have an international organization 
at a l l . Naturally, nobody thought that the other Povers would be excluded, 
but i t was thought that unless there was harmony between the greater Powers 
the future was pretty dim - which indeed i t has proved to be. 

QUESTION: You have just r e a l l y , i n a way, mapped out the idea ©i-
permanent membership of the Security Council, haven't you? 

Lord GMDWYN: Yes, that was the original idea. 

QUESTION: But did i t 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 vere the other personalities vho worked - at that 
point perhaps less interestedly - i n the day-to-day conduct of the war, whether 
things were going "badly or not and who were re a l l y 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 had some 
ideas about world government, but most of the time he was much too preoccupied 
with winning the rjxr to think seriously of other matters. 

QUESTION: I think he was also bored with the whole United Rations 
thing, don't you? 

Lord GLADWYN: No, I think he hac. an idea. His own ideas, of course, '. 
as I say i n my book, were l a i d down i n thoughts. But that was 
lat e r on. F i r s t of a l l , he did not r e a l l y pay much attention to these things, 
I don't think. 

QUESTION: You served under various foreign secretaries, ir-luding 
Halifax, Eden and, I suppose, sevin afterwards. Do you renecber any -,f the 
personality differences or concords with them? Did you get o.. well v i t h 
Halifax, for example?' 

Lord GLADWYN: Yes. I did not work a l l that closely v i t h Halifax 
because I was Secretary for the Foreign Office and . I 
did not r e a l l y advise Halifax d i r e c t l y at a l l . I supp.se I got along well 
v i t h him, but that ended. He was succeeded by Eden, vit h vhoz I never really 

T 

got along very well because he was, I thought, not very interested in the future. 
He vas a very good negotiator and interested in what vas going to Viappen the 
day after tomorrow and hov to get hold of 

http://supp.se
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QUESTION: (inaudible) 

Lord GLADWYN: No, away in some conference. He was a 
very good negotiator and a very good in many ways, but he was 

and never r e a l l y contemplated i t that much or seriously. 
Certainly he never r e a l l y paid very much attention to our views on world 
government. He accepted i t as a principle, but (inaudible). 

QUESTION: That's an interesting phrase you just used, because there 
are many people who f e e l that the UN Charter as written at San Francisco i s i n 
entirely the opposite direction from world government; i t reinforces sovereignty 
to a tremendous degree. Do you agree with that or not? 

Lord GLADWYN: I never thought that world government was a po s s i b i l i t y 
at a l l . , . 

QUESTION: I know, but you used the phrase and that's why. You *eant 
the Governments of the world, did you? 

Lord GLADWYN: world organization, y*.3. 

QUESTION: .Of the interesting things that come up in the correspondence 
between Churchill and Roosevelt one i s the question whether or not China i s a 
world Power. I am talking about 19^3, 19**U, 19^5- Did you have any feelings 
on that subject? 

Lord GLADWYN: We i n 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 i t was a world Power in order to please President 
Roosevelt. The whole object was to get agreement with the Americans, and that 
was one of the reasons we agreed with the idea that China should come in as a 
great Power. 
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QUESTION: But you had no i l l u s i o n s about the -

Lord GLADWYN: None whatever. We thought i t vas very unlikely that i t 
would emerge as a world Power for a very considerable time. 

QUESTION: They have, of course, haven't they? 

Lord GLADWYN: After 30 years, yes. 

QUESTION: Interestingly - incidentally, I am leaping forward now -
i n the period 1950-195U when you were the United Kingdom Permanent Representative 
to the Security Council, you had the rather d i f f i c u l t task of treading a path 
between your country's recognition of Peking and the.US abhorrence of the very 
idea. You must have have found that to be -
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Lord GLADWYN: I don't know about that. The United States very nearly 
recognized Communist China soon after Mr. Bevin did. That vas when Acheson came 
to London at the beginning of 19U8 - I think i t was, wasn't i t t Be was Just on 
the point of recognizing them when there vas some incident in Peking * someone 
was murdered or something - and the China lobby got up in arms and then they vent 
right back against the idea. It vas a pity, but that was so. When I was in 
New York in 1950 I did; when President of the Security Council, succeed in getting 
the Americans to agree, by abstaining, to the Red Chinese sending a mission to 
New York, 

QUESTION: Ceneral Woo. I remember him. 

Lord GLADWYN: General Woo, yes. 

•QUESTION: That vas towards the end of the year. I vas in Korea at that 
time - UN information officer. S t i l l , i t must have been not easy for the principal 
a l l y of the United States tchojd, especially when China came into vhe fighting, a 
view so 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 we succeeded * 
in modifying the American policy to some extent, I should have thought, 

QUESTIONr What about India? Were you convinced that the American attitude 
to India, as certainly a country that should be spoken about as independent now, 
whatever 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 GLADWYN: What year are you referring to? 

QUESTION: I am talking about the war years, when America « 
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Lord GLADWYN: The end of the war? India wasn't independent until 191*0, 
vas i t t 

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

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

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

Lord GLADWYN: I didn't personally, no. 

QUESTION: ' y I am interested in you personally. The whole interview is 
pitched at what you f e l t , because i t ' s " a l l in the open now, isn't it? 

Lord GLADWYN: No- I thought they would have to recognir? India as 
completely independent, yes. But i t needed some time for India to settle down as 
a considerable Power, and eventually i t *id, certainly. Whether she should have 
been a member of the Security Council as a permanent member is a different matter. 
I think that would have been d i f f i c u l t really with Pakistan 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 trying to work out - very hard to find out; 
I checked a few references - but how did the Indian separate vote come about? Have 
you any ideas? 

Lbrd GLADWYN: Separate vote? 
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QUESTION: I mean India vas the only non-Dominion - to use the term of the 
time - vhich bad a separate rote in the United Rations. It is interesting. I must 
check i t . The Indians don't knov; I asked them. If ve could look at the var for 
a b i t , vhen 19UU came and ve had a l l got certain that the Germans vere going to be 
beaten there vas a debate about the future of Germany: should i t be partitioned; 
ebould i t be a single country; unconditional surrender! You remember the Horgenthau 
business. What vas your ovn riev about the future of Germany at that timet Do you 
remember! • 

Lord GLADWYN: I think there vas a division of opinion in the Foreign Office. 
I can 4t remember exactly vhat i t vas. But the o f f i c i a l view vas that at a l l costs 
Germany should be reunited as a democracy, I never thought that vas very likely, 
because the Russians being in possession of part of Germany vould not agree, 
Whether ve thought i t vas a good thing or not, I thought the only thing to do vas 
to count on the likelihood that half of-Germany or three quarters or tvo thirds 
vould be in the Western camp and the other vould be in the Eastern camp. I thought 
that vas something that vould be unfortunate but vould be inevitable, ana that the 
idea of alvays saying that ve had to have the Wiederrereinigung. Deutschlands as the 
principal objective vas probably mistaken. 

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

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

QUESTION: Vansittart, of course, vas -

Lord GLADWYN: Who? 

QUESTION: Robert Vansittart. 

Lord GLADWYN: He didn't have anything -

QUESTION: He vas out by this stage. He vas the great pre-var hater of 
Germany , vasn't he! 
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Lord GLADWYN: Oh, no. There vas nothing to do vith that at the end of 
the var . But there vere people vho thought that the idea vas that ve must have a 
united democratic Germany, and that vas the principal objective of our foreign policy. 
But I didn't think myself i t vould be so. 

QUESTION; Te l l me on a different level vhat vorking for Cadogan vas like, 
or vorking vith him. 

Lord GLADWYN: I thought I vorked very v e i l vith him. 

QUESTION: No doubt you did. The diaries, of course, reveal that under the 
urbane exterior there vere banked fires of fury. 

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

QUESTION: Really? 

Lord GLADWYN: No, nothing vhatever. 

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

Lord GLADWYN: No, He vas alvays very calm, I assure you - most extraordinary 

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

Lord GLADWYN: I did really, yes. But he vas an extremely.able operator and 
very astute and very charismatic I thought in a l l his Judgements. I thought he vas 
a very good man. -

QUESTION: He says "That svine Samuel Hoare going to Madrid as Ambassador. 
Good riddanc-e 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 smarted out vith an i n i t i a l resistance to 
Churchill and then a alov acceptance. - < 

Lord GLADWYN: That's true. He became rather dominated by Churchill 
eventually,, I think. But he alvays tended to criticize him, too, yes. 

QUESTION: He vas your predecessor, of course, in Nev York, vasn't bet 

Lord GLADWYN: Yes. He had l e f t by the time of the Korean War. He vas on 
*; his vay back on a ship vhen the Korean War broke out. Otherwise, they might have asked 

him: to stay on, I suppose, Anyhov, he vas on his vay back on a ship, so I had to go 
out on a moment's notice and I got there two days after the var had broken out/. 

QUESTION: "And the day after .that I took off for Korea. I left Nev York 
bound for Korea vith Colonel Catton, vho vas Trygve Lie's representative. I remember 
those tvo Security Council meetings and I vas back in October for some v'uere you had 
some fun vith -

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

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

Lord GLADWYN: Well, he vent back vithout any satisfaction, fie spoke to 
the Russians and vent straight home , 

QUESTION: Yes, I remember. But you became at that stage something, of a 
national figure really in the next year on television in America, because -

Lord GLADWYN: Yes, in August/September 1950, and to some extent afterwards, 

QUESTION: And you became a considerable folk hero. 

Lord GLADWYN: 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 odd. 

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

Lord GLADWYN: I suppose so, but i t a l l happened on a ship, I seem to remember 
and I wasn'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 i t , 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 a l l 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 i t : eight main points, of 
which one looked to the establishment of a peace that would permit a l l nations "a means 
of dwelling in safety within their own boundaries, free from fear and want". Then I 
was going to ask whose ideas were they; do ycu think they were Churchill's as put 
down by Cadogan? . ... . ... 
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LORD GLADWYN: Well, Roosevelt's, I dare say - I don't know I wasn't 
there. 

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

LORD OLADWYN: On, none at a l l . I t was Just done, I think, as a 
matter of consciousness - I don't think they had any f i l e s much on the ship. 

QUESTION: Ar t i c l e 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 B r i t i s h v i e * - h i s t o r i c a l l y , at 
ieest - has been that ,they were en t i t l e d to seize and search in war time... 

LORD GLADWYN: Yes, I think that vas so. 

QUESTION: Interestingly, the Charter of the United Nations seems to 
have nothing about freedom of navigation. . (inaudible) 

T e l l me, as you look at the unfolding of things since, do you believe that i f 
things had been done differently back then the world might be different today? 

LORD GLADWYN: It's l i k e saying vhat would have happened i f Napoleon 
had won the Battle of Waterloo... 

QUESTION: It's an entertaining game, and you can interpret... enter 
in «.'ith a very small stake. So, you have no... 

LORD GLADWYN: Well, I don't think i t ' s very l i k e l y 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. 

QUE-2TlOi': Let's analyse that for a moment: the Russians has this 
hedge»og: fear of being assaulted-from the West, and they had some reason h i € t o r t o l l y 

to have: each an outlook- Do you think there was Ameritja»-Br*tt$&/ifiSfSS^SSfeg-
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to t h i s psychological need of th e i r s , or... 

LORD GLADWYN: No, I think the Br i t i s h vere very conscious of i t . 

QUESTION: But couldn't s e l l the Americans? 

LORD GLADWYN: The Americans.. .1 think vere much more keen on... Well 
the Americans vere under Earry Hopkins.. .Well, I beg your pardon, I've got i t 
wrong - the* Americans vere absolutely keen on getting agreement v i t h the Russians 
at a l l costs, yes. And the B r i t i s h vere more doubtful that that vould vork. 

QUESTION: And eventually of course vhat happened vas the Americans -
I mean \t vas the worst possible outcone, vasn't i t , I mean i t r e a l l y . . .the 
worst possible - war would have been worse - but there va~- the greatest suspicion 
"on both sides and a I'ind of mounting temperature... 

LORD GLADWYN: I think the Russians were largely responsible for that, 
" f y > 

of course, too, but perhaps =\t was inevitable... 

QUESTION: Well, t e l l me why, j - p you. know why. Why vould i t have been 
in the Russian interest to set up this wall or to project h o s t i l i t y and suspicion 
and dislike? Do you have any views on t h i s , do you have any... 

LORD GLADWYN: The Russians haven't solved their empire, and I daresay 
they were frightened that i t vould be disrupted by American action or Western 
action. And they s t i l l are. 

QUESTION: Yes, I suppose so. We have ana we hold, l i k e Fefner i n 
the Ring... Churchill notes that at Teheran, i n December 19*»3,"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' 1 - I guess he must have thought a l i t t l e 
while before coming up with the Buffalo as a symbol of America - "and between 
the two sat the poor l i t t l e English Donkey who vas the only one who knew the 
right way heme." What do you feel about that? 

' LOSS GLADWY®: I think that's rather an exaggerated way of putting i t . 
Hfit I think that at feheran i t 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 i n - you were i n London 
when the atomic thing happened and the Baruch-Lilienthal plan and the Russian 

i 

rejection and what not... A l o t of "people today feel that the Acheson-Baruch-
L i l i e n t h a l plan as presented to the Council i n -

LtDRD GLADWYN: The Baruch plan... 

QUESTION: - i t was r e a l l y Lilienthal's i n i t i a l l y , as amended by 
Acheson and f i n a l l y put up by Baruch.. .we had to make a choice.. .we are here 
to make .a choice between the quick and the dead...that that vas calculated to 
bring about a Russian rejection because i t ensured an American monopoly Of control... 

LORD GLADWYN: Well, you couldn't get over the question of control, 
really...that was the basic d i f f i c u l t y . 

QUESTION: There was no one v i l l i n g to trust an independent international 
authority... 

LORD GLADWYN: No, I don't think the Russians were w i l l i n g to- trust... 

QUESTION: Or the Americans? 

LORD GLADWYN: ...nor the Americans either, no. 

QUESTION: Then i t vas a problem, obviously. 

QUESTION: Cadogan - I don't know vnere this goes - Cadogan observed 
in 19kU that he didn't trust "A nice complete log i c a l charterwhich_vmriLOSSO 

vhat i t says. Huch better frankly say that for five years the three Powers- oast-
own the- world, they're the only people who can." Do you really believe that even 
then decisions affecting a l l the continents could be made by this t r i o of 
decidice Powers, or were you sceptical - more particularly about the U>K. r& 
economic future, i£ not of her imperial influence? 
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LORD GLADWYN: Well, I thought that i f there was going to he any 
success for the United Nations the Americans and the Russians would have to be 
in broad agreement, otherwise i t wouldn't work. 

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

LORD GLADWYN: Not after 19^7, no. 
• 

QUESTION: What changed? 

LORD GLADWYN: Well, i t ' s quite evident that the Russians were not 
going -"«•> play that game. 

QUESTION: • I'm rea l l y interested and w i l l put questions - unless you 
can find me a shortcut - I am intereste'd i n some of the personalities of the 
time. Do you have any outstanding.. .1 mean, you gave me a l i t t l e insight into 
Eden's p r i o r i t i e s when he took 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 i s rather reticent on Halifax. 

L0R2 GLADWYN: Is he? 

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

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

QUESTION: He says that Eden was going to be Secretary-General. I 
can't beliere that for a moment... 

LORD GLADWYN: No...no. 
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QUESTION: He believes i t , apparently; there's a reference to i t i n 
his printed memoirs -

LORD GLADWYN: I don't think there was any question of i t - 1 don't 
think that Eden wanted i t . . . 

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

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

QUESTION: And the other thing which someone must have realized i s 
that tt-' l ast B r i t i s h Secretary-General of the League, Eric Drummond, having , 
finished his s p e l l i n Geneva was brought home, ennobled... 

LORD GLADWYN: No, no, he inherited i t . . . 

QUESTION: Oh, I s'-e..-.. and sent to Rome to be Ambassador. 

LORD GLADWYN: Yes, 

QUESTION: Where they'd Just been v i s i t i n g sanctions... 

LORD GLADWYN: That's right - a very s i l l y thing to do. 

QUESTION: Wasn't i t ? Hold on, I've got to turn t h i s thing over... ere 
you distresses at this procedure? 
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QUESTION: Pasvolsky vas i n some vays your opposite number before... 

LORD GLADWYN: Yes, I suppose he could be said - rather he vas a 
combination of me and Professor Webster. Pasvolsky vas a dominant element on 
the American side i n the preparation of the Charter, undoubtedly. At 
Dumbarton Oaks and also at San Francisco... 

QUESTION: As ve move towards Bretton Woods and Yalta, v i t h the U.N. 

LORD GLADWYN: I had nothing to do vi t h Bretton Woods. 

QUESTION: Nothing to do v i t h Bretton Woods? 
r 

LORD GLADWYN: No, no. 

QUESTION: But someone i n the "Foreign Office must have? 

LORD GLADWYN: Nig'l Ronald. He's alive...I think... :; 

QUESTION: He' s a l i v e . . . I see. . Well that' s a good name to note dovn. 

LORD GLADWYN: I think he must be pretty old, but I think he's s t i l l 
a l i v e . He must be i n the nineties. 

QUESTION: What about the idea of this U.N. army and enforcement 
measures? Did you ever believe that there vas going to be a U.N. army v i t h a i r 
force and navy and... 

LORD GLADWYN: No, not r e a l l y . Eut ve have to go along v i t h the idea 
because i t vas part of the general conception that there should be. I never 
believed that very l i k e l y i t vould happen, certainly not after the outbreak of 
the Cold War. But i n principle ve had to go along v i t h i t , as the Military 
Staff Committee - i t vas i n the Charter, and in principle i t was the thing to 
do. But i t wouldn't re a l l y have worked. I can't think. 

QUESTION: .ESres- by Bretton Woods, i t says here Roosevelt was growing 
nervous:' aliout providing soldiers, to the U.S. without the constitutional steps... 
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but do you know to this day the M i l i t a r y Staff Committee holds a- meeting each 
month? 

LORD GLADWYN: Oh, i t did u n t i l f a i r l y recently, I know. Utterly 
ridiculous .*.. 

QUESTION: They used to meet - a general, an admiral, end an airforce 
commander from each of the Five... and grunt at each other and exchange a 
courses': and. 

LORD GLADW>*N: And f i x .the date of the next meeting... I t ' s actually 
been; going on since 19** ••.whenever i t was... 

off a l i t t l e army for the U.K. - you never took seriously? 

LORE GLADWYN: I didn't think i t very l i k e l y , no. «& had; to go- along 
vittt tite formalities,, yes, but I never thought myself i t was very l ikely i t 

voujfi- happen, no. 

QUESTION: Were you in on a proposal at one point that there should 
be a United Nations a i r force? 

LORD GLADWYN: No, I thought that was nonsense" to- go and bombard • 
everybody who was rebellious and...absurd. 

QUESTION: Now, turning a l i t t l e to the work after tfie 6m Fx/anciseO: 
Cosferen.ee, you-were - I suppose - I mean, we think of you as- a kind- of 
pre-Secretary««General of the United Nations. 

LORD GLADWYN: Is this true? 

QUESTION : I may be wrong , but i t did a couple of years.' ago 

<&£3TI0N: But the idea that each of the five Powers voul* ... 

L0j§> GLADWYN: I was provisional Secretary-General, so deseribedss. 1 

http://Cosferen.ee
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QUESTION: And, I mean, chaps l i k e Brian Urquhart wandered i n and 
asked for work and you took them... 

LORD GLADWYN: Well, he was my f i r s t r e c r u i t , actually. 

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

LORD GLADWYN: No. Indians? 

QUESTION: No, i t ' 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 - before the 
fifteenth of August 19^6, and obviously this i s a club with a dwindling future 
and eventually there w i l l be the las t of the Mohicans... But Brian i s the 
f i r s t of the Mohicans. 

LORD GLADWYN: I should have thought so. (Laughter) The f i r s t one 
in a sense was David Owen... 

QUESTION: Yes. 

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

QUESTION: You mention him i n 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 i n the U.N. 
He was a great funny Yorkshireman... 

LORD GLADWYN: But the f i r s t actual recruit was Brian Urquhart actually, 
he was my private secretary. 

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

QUESTION: ...and having various disagreeable adventures i n the var... 

LORD GLADWYN: Yes. 

QUESTION: But Brian, of course, i s , as you knov, s t i l l , , a etalvart 
and has run the peace-keeping side since Bunche's death for a l l the Secretaries-' 

General... • 

LORD GLADWYN: I knov. 

-, QUESTION: And i s as... 

LORD GLADWYN: I suppos.? h e ' l l r e t i r e soon, von't he, w i l l he? 

QUESTION: Well, he's been talking about reti r i n g for about 30 years, 
but 1 think... , 

LORD GLADWYN: Eov old i s he - sixty-five? 

QUESTION: Something l i k e that - not even. 

LORD GLADWYN: Sixty-tvo? 

QUESTION: Something.. .but marvellous. He's not only a man with a l l 
of that knowledge and s k i l l on that peace-keeping side, but he has* a sense of 
honour and propriety about the Secretariat...that i s invaluable. 

LORD GLADWYN: Yes. 

QUESTION: . . . i f people seem to have had their rights- as members of 
the Secretariat assailed, Brian i s the -

LORD GLADWYN: I'm sure he i s , yes, yes... 

QUESTION: . . . - the defender of the right. Now, ym tm& fe2E£@Su? « 
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I see yeur report to the f i r s t London Assembly, the Report of the Preparatory 
Commission - I assume i t vas 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 i n many cases... 

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

QUESTION: WEich vere revised afterwards by Committees headed by... 

• LORD GLADWYN: But they remained essentially the same. Except for the 
Security Council - i t ' s never adopted i t s rules of procedure. 

QUESTION: No. 

LORD GLADWYN: TheC • have provisional rules of procedure a\ the f i r s t 
meeting, of course...it has vorked on that basis for a long time. 

QUESTION: I'm interested i n r e a l l y - this i s the nucleus of'the 
Secretariat... and having been a member of the Secretariat for t h i r t y - f i v e years 
now myself -

LORD GLADWYN: Oh really? 

QUESTION: Yes... - I'm interested i n the extent to vhich you vere 
aware or to vhich your behaviour vas affected by the League experience... 

LORD GLADWYN: The League of Nations? 

QUESTION: Yes. 

LCRD GLADWYN: No, I don't think i t vas rea l l y . 

QUESTION:: I t wasn't? You r e a l l y thought you vere sort of creating afresh? 
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LORD GLADWYU: Well... I thought ve vere creating a nev version of the 
League, i f you l i k e , hut i t wasn't very much influenced by my experience of the: 
United Nations. I did go to the United Nations .. .a certain amount. ..but no, 
I can't remember thinking that I vas influenced by that very much* I Just 
recruited the people who seemed to be most desirable for the Job. And of course 
to a very large extent you, bad; to take the nominees of the various. States* 

you coulda^t help i t . 

QUESTION: But among the English recruits, apart from Brian and 
David Oven... I see names l i k e Hugh Williams - he's i n fact a Nev Zealander -
your information sVxff, vhicl-.. i s of course the one that interested me because 
I came to knov them quite soon aftervards... Duckvorth-Barker vhem ve spoke Of, 
and other good people. And then many of the overseas ones became ASG's and 
Directors and vhat not under the... 
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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 a cause of some irritation to the new 
incoming Powers who found a l l the top Jobs occupied by Yanks and Limeys and 
Frenchmen and ... -

Lord GLADWYN: I don't know anything about such goings on. 

QUESTION: Don't you? 

Lor^ GLADWYN: No. Nothing whatever. 

QUESTION: But it ' s changing now because the first generation is well 
on its way out and a l l sorts of new people are in. 

But you must - even though ycv were not at this stage on the see ie - a year 
after you l e f t New York the floodgates opened and the membership ... ' 

Lord GLADWYN: That's in the Secretariat, when the membership (inaudible) 

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

Lord GLADWYN: 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 a Member State of the United Nations i f you are willing and able to accept 
the obligations of the Charter. 
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QUESTION; And i t further requires that you bare to be peace-loving. 

Lord GLADWYN: Well, peace-loving; whatever that means. Everybody says they 
are peace-loving, but they have to be able and willing to accept their obligations. 
Whereas some vere v i l l i n g , I don't think many vere able, and I think that i f the 
great Powers had been agreed, i f the Americans and Russians vere agreed not to admit 

« people vho vere obviously incapable of f u l f i l l i n g their obligations i t might have 
been an advantage. But of course i t vas a l l destroyed by great-Power rivalry, 
because you couldn't veto somebody because they might go over to the other side. 

QUESTION: Exactly. Well, as you know the place was kept locked tip 
precisely because the Russians wanted so-and-so in and we wanted so-and-so in, and 
they divided countries ... 

Lord GLADWYN: Yes'. 

QUESTION: But as far as Africa and Asia were concerned, when you say 
Nigeria ** ohana is independent; obviously Ghana gets in and is ae:elaime& in the 
General Assembly - and Madagascar and whatever. But when i t then cor :s to Rwanda and 
Urusdi as sepa£&$s * but you see i t ' s very difficult to say "yes^ to -„he one: and "no*' 
to the Other because ... 

Lord GLADWYN: Very d i f f i c u l t , but something should have been done C&. my 
view* It's so ludicrous to think the Maldive Islands has the came Vote as China 
and to (inaudible). 

QUESTION: Yes, i t i s . In the early days did you ever think of weighted 
voting?' I knov that i t came up in the sense that at one point the Russians, demanded 
a vote for each of their republics. That was at Yalta, wasn't i t ' 

Lord GLADWYN: Yes. Well, before Yalta they started talking about that, but 
them tne; United States said they ought to have a vote for all; their WT States* (t$ 
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QUESTION: Right, It started, didn't i t , because the Russians said, "Look, 
at the British*, they're getting a vote from Nev Zealand" ... 

Lord GLADWYN: Yes, they did. 

QUESTION: ... and a vote from Canada. 

Lord GLADWYN: Yes, yes. 

QUESTION: And then the compromise provided for Byelorussia and the Ukraine. 

Lord GLADWYN: Well that should never have been considered, really; unless, 
of course, the Americans vere going to get California and Nev York. But i t shouldn't 
have been considered, but Roosevelt vas so veen on pleasing Stalin that he agreed. 
It doesn't make any different3. 

QUESTION: No, i t doesn't, and in fact the Maldive and China votl- doesn't 
make a l l tl.at amount of difference either because the votes in the General Assembly 
are ... 

Lord GLADWYN: Well i t vas alvays thought that the Assembly should not have 
any great pover. That vas the idea. It vas thought that the General Assembly should 
have less influence than the Security Council. 

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

Lord GLADWYN: Well i t has more than i t used to have, I suppose. 

QUESTION: I suppose so, but moral suasion is s t i l l the principal tool there . 

Lord GLADWYN: Yes, yes. 
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QUESTION: ... end there are some countries that are morally suirded thd: 

others that are not. 

Lord GLADWYN: Yes, quite true. 

QUESTION: As the drafts of the Charter emerged *S you worked on them, vere 
you * »o;v; you can claim a l l sorts of things with the virtue of iihdsight ** did you 
foresee say of today's problems coming up? Did you say no at the time? Did you 
warn* and thump? 

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

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

Lord GLADWYN: I he ='e forgotten a great deal, you know. 

QUESTION: Well, we do. I thought I could at least provoke you *nto talking 
about some of the personalities that you worked with. Is there anyone vith whom you 
fetLeiiber a flaming row - in the Foreign Office? I don't mean On) an issue of petty 
whatever, but on some principle, some UN principle. 

Lord GLADWYH: I don't think so. 

QUESTION: A peaceable man, are you? 

Lord1 GLADWYN: We had discussions. I don't remember a row about ajnytMSg* 
No, I honestly don't think ve ever had a row. I don't think we- did* We had' 
diseusslegs> and differences of opinion quite often. What should the f5B»te5H£ been 
about? £ can't understand. 

QUESTION: Well i t might have been about, say, India. 

Lord GLADWYN: No. 
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QUESTIOKt Hot 

Lord GLADWYN: Ho, no, no. 

QUESTION: The role of India in the future UN? 

Lord GLADWYN: Certainly not, no. 

QUESTION. Hot a divisive thing hack at the Foreign Office? 

Lord GLADWYN: Ho. I don't remember i t , no. 

QUESTION: Lots of laughs about Roosevelt pushing China as a big member. 

Lor/%GLADWYN: Well ve thought i t vas probably a mistake at that time, but 
ve thought he had to go along vith i t . 

QUESTION: Along vith i t bee use of his ovn domestic China lobby and -

Lord GLADWYN: Yes, of course. The great thing vas to get America in firmly 
and not let i t go isolationist. 

QUESTION: And recalling of the League? 

Lord GLADWYN: That vas the idea. 

QUESTION: Yes, Did you have any dealings vith the American Senators vho i t 
vas i n i t i a l l y thought vould be the ones to make trouble and vho eventually became the 
great enthusiasts, Vandenberg and ... 

Lord GLADWYN: I sav Vandenberg, but he vas at the Paris peace conference 
after the var, and I sav him to some extent. But at Dumbarton Oaks I think I sav him 
only once or tvice. But I met him once or tvice at the peace conference, and Connelly 
too, but I didn't have any long conversations vith him, no. 
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QUESTION: Chiefly, the people vith vbom you had long conversations vere 
your colleagues at the Foreign Office, weren't they? 

Lord, OLADWYir: I suppose so. Tes, I remember having conversations vith 
Pasvolsky of enormous lengths; and vith Jimmy Dunn, of course. 

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

Lord GLADWYN: We were alvays in favour of that. The Americans under 
Roosevelt fought against i t for a long time. 

QUESTION: Based really on his own antipathy to DeGaulle, right? 

^ Lord GLADWYN: Partly, yes, perhaps he vas misguided. 

QUESTION: Yes. He was also moved by people like Admiral Leahy and what-not. 

Lord GLADWYN: Yes, very much so. 
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QUESTION; Is there any great burning thought that you never had a chance to 
get off your chest? Is there any bit of satisfaction that you look back on the UN 
vith, or any great ... 

Lord GLADWYN: No, I think that perhaps I had a contribution to make, but ll ] 
vas partly responsible for the course of the Yalta voting formula, vhich I imagine va|/ 
responsible for getting *oe Russians into i t at a l l , and that emerged at a discussion 
at Dumbarton Oaks between myself and Cadogan. I can't remember vho suggested i t f i r s t , 
but anyhov i t eoex-ged from this conversation that I was authorized to make vhat turned 
out to be the Yalt* voting formula to Pasvolsky, who then thought i t was quite a good 
idea and agreed to consider i t . And then I had a word with Sobolev in London when I 
came back after Yalta and he bad seemed very agreeable to i t and I think he got around 
Molotov. In any case Stalin -.-unexpectedly agreed to i t at the Yalta conference. So 
I suppose I was at least partly responsible for that in the sense that I was partly 

f . • • 

responsible^ f^r something without which the (inaudible) wouldn't have come to be at a l l . 

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

Lord GLADWYN: No, i t meant that on the enforcement section-, that a permanent 
member would have a veto, but that they would not have a veto on the previous section, 
which dealt with the specific settlement of disputes. 

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

Lord GLADWYN: Well, that was doubtful. 

T 

QUESTION: It was settled finally in that way, wasn't it? 

Lord GLADWYN: There was agreement at San Francisco that procedural matters 
should also come essentially under the veto, but of course I disregarded that when I 
got the Chinese to come to New York. 

QUESTION: You mean i t was s t i l l an open question in 1950? 
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Lord GLADWYN: It vas an open question, perhaps. Someone once said that 
I bad violated the unofficial agreement at San Francisco, vhich no doubt I did, 

QUESTION: As I have understood i t , perhaps vrongly, the question of whether, 
something is gtocedj&fil or substantive i s i t s e l f a procedural question. 

Lord GLADWYN: **here is doubt about that. Under the San Francisco" Agreement, 
some might maintain that vhether i t is procedural or not vas subject to the veto. 

QUESTION:/ Under thj Charter? 

Lord GLADWYN: No, not under the Charter but there vas said to have been 
agreement betveen the great Powers at San Francisco. 

i QUESTION: Now that the Security Council is an enlarged body, although the 
five remain the five, when you have such an agreement, the Yalta voting, ve;-agree:: that 
here is what we vrite and sign in the Charter - and by the way we agree also on the 
Yalta voting formula » along comes -

Lord GLADWYN: (inaudible) that vas incorporated in the Charter. 
*» 

QUESTION: It was? It was made -explicit there? 

Lord GLADWYN: Oh yes, of course. 

QT®SfI0N; Except on this, as you say, procedural versus: substantive **» 

Lord GLADWYN: Well, that was slightly after that. 

QUESTION: It was an argument for a long time then? 
Lord CLADWYN: Oh yes. 
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QUESTION; Because there is alvays a thing about these informal agreements 
as to hov they can possibly bind someone who was not a member at the time but who 
comes along afterwards and reads the rules of procedure and feels that he might .... 
Perhaps I have drilled at the rock base, i f I may put i t bluntly ... 

Lord GLADWYN: No, 

QUESTION: You are a l l right? You are not in pain? 

Lord GL/CWYN: Cool gracious, no, no, no. But I'm not good at recalling 
my thoughts because they are mostly vanished. I have very l i t t l e 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". 

Lord GLADWYN: No. 

QUESTION: But you're not that kind of person. -

Lord GLADWYN; I don't react very quickly. I am awfully sorry. I do my 
best but I'm not good at i t . 

« • « 

Lord GLADWYN: (inaudible) what I thought happened in 19^5. 

QUESTION: Well, not quite that. I think they'll transcribe i t and put i t 
w i l l a l l the caveats, you know. We know exactly how palsy a procedure ... 

Lord GLADWYN: Well you needn't necessarily take as evidence what I say 
because i t is quite likely to be a l l wrong. 

QUESTION; No, i t ' s leads, i t ' s indications. I was aware of the fact that 
the procedure was causing you some distress. 

Lord GLADWYN: Ho distress at a l l . I really apologize for the fact that 
pot.: gOOd' «£ a l l . 
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QUESTION: You really don't hare to do that because ve are g l e e f u l for what 
ve ham and that's i t . 

Lord GLADWYN: V e i l . I'm awfully sorry, but i t isn't my fault, exactly that 
I can't remember ... 

QUESTION: No, of course not ... 

Lord GLAWTN: (inaudible) I am only sorry that I am no good at i t and not 
very interesting. 

QUESTION: With your kind permission I shall press on to do what I've come 
to do* 

Lord GLADWYN: Yes; I ' l l do my best to answer, but as f said, you won't find 
me very illuminating. 

C7ESTI0N: I am going to try to close some of the gaps we left last time and 
I*d: like to ask you about some of the personalities and some of the atmospheres you 
worked' ite to the extent that you can recall them. I see for example .:-bat you were at 
the British Embassy in Rome in 1935. 

•. 

Lord GLADWYN: That's right. ? • 

QUESTION: Was that not a very instructive time, with f ^ s o l i h i in Ethiopia? * 

Lord GLADWYN: Yes, i t Vas quite interesting. I arrived: there in 1531,, which k 

vas the height of the depression here, you remember, I cd been- Sfgretiary.: to the Under-
Secretary of State Hugh Dalton (inaudible) I vas doing parliaj^ntary questions and'al l 
that. Anyway, the Government crashed and I was sent to Rome aj; #•M&^MWM*S&S$)jm<L 

arrived tbere* as i t vas, the height of the depression. I didh^t care for the> so?t o f 
boy scout atmosphere of the fascist regime as such, but you have to reioifilz© th;at jpy-
tfiat time Husselini, vho had not gone mad by then, had sueeeedfdjgoj* or less ls> coping 
with unemployment, We had seen our unemployment (inaudible} in ISglsujSD,: ge ££d§*t 
seem; fo;: Sis© iagfe. unemployment in the city and yoti h i * to: thinks vb^tfcerj.fSlll) ^ g f i g 
«gae^6la^j to the i&£. of - some kind o f regime that e^ulC a t mSxmw> iffiem^fmcn^, 
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even i f i t vas fascist. It vasn't actually nazi. The fascist regime vas talking to 
the nazis, i t vasn't simple at a l l ; i t vas to some extent brutality, but none the less 
I vrote a thing on the corporate State, as i t vas called, an investigation into i t 
vhich I dare say had some influence on events and that vas sent home (inaudible). 
I didn't think that the corporate State vould really vork, but i t vas interesting 
(inaudible) those things that could be copied and that at least i t bore investigation 
in our present avful economic distress. That vas in 1932. I vrote i t and sent i t in 
by the Embassy, (inaudible) And then of course ve interested Italy and ve had a great 
many Italian frienLs and i t vas a very interesting time. I got out Just before the 
outbreak of the Ethiopian var. 

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

Lord GLADWYN; Of course I vas, b-.ause during that time, vhen I vas 
- secretary to S£r Dalton, I vent vith him to Geneva on three occasions I think, as part 

of the British; delegation; and indeed in those days, at the end of the 1920s, the 
League vas functioning to some extent although in fact i t vas run, of course, only by 
Britain and France effectively. The Urited States vas not in. The Germans came in 
and out. The Soviet Union vas far (inaudible) in a constructive vay, and in the course 
of events i t broke up, starting vith japan and the Manchurian aggression and gradually 
crumbled; and i t vas quite evident that the Anglo-French hegemony - that's vhat i t vas * 
vas no longer operative and could not vork vhen the var broke out . 
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QUESTION: Did that memory at a l l move you to some thoughts as to hoi? 

that could be corrected in a future peace organization? 

Lord GLADWYJt: Well, I thought that the League of Nations had very grave 
faults* notably the fact that the great Povers vere not present i n i t . Substantially 
the real permanent members vere only England and France. Therefore, i f there- was• 
going to be a vorld organization again i t vould have to comprise e l l the great 
foveas, otherwise i t would not work, nor would i t work unless there was a certain; 
amount of harmony between the greatest Powers. That was an undoubted fact which we 
e l l recognized and *e tried ti achieve. 

QUESTION: And so as the var developed and as your vork towards a future 
vorld organization took shape you were - am ' putting words into your mouth? - very 
concerned' to see that nothing <-;as done that turned the great Powem away &m i& 

and made them go elsewhere. 

Lc*d GLADWYN: Yes, that was i t , but the principal objective o f our 
foreign policy in 19**3*19^ was in fact to achieve a settlement a& vhi*b the; United. 
States f u l l y participated and did not go neutral as indeed they did in .*919„ Apart 
froa that , the secondary objective was to have an organization which included «li 
the great Povers, including essentially the Soviet Union, Otherwise, the> «4teisa$ive 
vas to build up something like the Atlantic Alliance, which eventually formed,: and 
at: that: mmsss vas a second-best alternative, presumably. 

QUESTION: Where vere you vhen the var broke rit? 

tord GLADWYN: When the var broke out I waŝ  in London. I was* s:e:e*£tary; to 
the head Of the Foreign Office. 

QUESTION: Vansittart then, was it? 

Lord' GLADWYN: I was appointed, head of service to Vansittart before:: tie was 
ttickfd) upstairs in 1933 and taken on by the new head of the Foreign: Office, ©emndiJ? 
CgdoilE* a & 1 was working in that capacity from W®J&fcQ ustCk €fie> CfilSlEIg & . 
fimm* v ies wis given the Job by Churchill of orifrdDd&g) £2® e^gra^natgnff EBB 
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services of sabotage, subversion and so on, and he chose me, because I knew him 
very v e i l , as his f i r s t lieutenant i n setting up that organization. While I vas 
in the Foreign Office under Cadogan I vas i n fact the only Foreign Office l i a i s o n 
v i t h the Secret Services. Nov they have three departments coping vi t h that, but I 
did i t v i t h one assistant, one lady. 

QUESTION: And ;.JU doubtless came to knov some of the people vho have made 
some headlines since. 

Lord GLAD7YN: I suppose so. 

QUESTION: I'm not going to ask you about Philby and things. 

Lord GLADWYN: I don't mind i n the l e a s t . I cannot r e c a l l . Who do you mean? 

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

Lord GLADWYN: My only claim so fame vas that Burtess, vhom I met once 
or tvice and thought vas f r i g h t f u l , I persuaded Dalton not to take on .n the SOE. 
He then gravitated to the Ministry of Information and vas taken on by the Foreign 
Office and eventually .by Hector McNeil, vhich vas a disaster. ' I slvays thought he 
vas absolutely f r i g h t f u l . Maclean, of course, I knev quite v e i l . 

QUESTION: He vas an able man, I think. 

Lord GLADWYN: Very able and extremely charming vhen he vanted to be, and 
everybody thought he vas a p i l l a r of the Establishment. It vasn't for me to suspect 
him. I vasn't i n the Security Services and didn't knov anything about i t . But I 
thought he vas i n many vays an admirable chap, except that he did get f r i g h t f u l l y 
drunk, and the reason vas obvious. -
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QUESTION; When you came hack from Dalton, from the economic, hack into the 
maze: Of the Foreign Of fic e -

t 

Lord GLADWYN: I was then employed i n the Treasury for about, s i x weeks. but of 
course they had no Job for me. Then they thought up this idea of forming this new 
department for coping with post-war problems. 

QUESTION: And that was a very specific, specialized bri e f that you were 
given* to think ahead. 

Lord GLADWYN: F a i r l y - pri n c i p a l l y economics, but things l i k e UNRWA and 
a l l that. But i t was quite evident that there vas a p o l i t i c a l element i n that which 
came out perhaps l a t e r . Perhaps they didn't mean to set i t up as a particular planning 
department:* but that i s what i t developed i r " o , inevitably, because i t could: hardly 

r be arsytMeg.else. ' • 

QUESTION: Give me an idea, i f you wouldn't mind, as to how things worked. 
You said the other day, rather revealin^ly, that you were a man who preferred: paper 
to spoken words. 

Lord GLADWYN: I don't l i k e spoken words, no. I much prefer the written word. 

QUESTION: But i n the Foreign Office did you have departmental- meetings? 

Lord GLADWYN: Of course, a l l the time. 

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

Lord GLADWYN: Yes, of course we had arguments, natusill??* There were 
meetings- and naturally I put forward a point of view and there were Other- p o i l t s Of 
view. No, we didn't have any rows, I don't think, particularly. 

I don't mean b i t t e r ones. 

Lord GLADjeKft: Certainly before Munich there: was m appeasement sestiom:* so 
tffi speak, headed by fed Carr, the great historian, Owen and • £. p i ^ p s ^ iid) 
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Gwatkin, I dare say, vho thought ve must and should come to some kind of arrangement 
with the Nazis, c h i e f l y economic, and others, under the leadership of Vansittart, vho 
thought t h i s vas r e a l l y hopeless, that there vas no point i n i t , that H i t l e r vas out 
fo r world domination and that vas that, i n vhich they vere probably right. 

QUESTION: Which c i v i l servant vas i t that Chamberlain chose and moved into 
No. 10, who became quite .a p o l i t i c a l figure later on? I am trying to remember who 
he was. He figures i n "The Wilderness Years", the Churchill thing. 

Lord GLAD7YN: A Foreign Office chap? 

QUESTION: I'm not sure. 

Lord GLADWYN: Oh, you mean Horace Wilson? 

QUESTION: Yes, 

Lord GLADWYN: He vasn't Foreign Office. He vas the chief industrial adviser. 

QUESTION: Yes. 

Lord GLADWYN: He had been advising Chamberlain and the Government on labour 
matters. Then he vas put into No. 10. I think he vas 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, 
which was irregular'and probably unfortunate. 

QUESTION: Did he play a part at a l l i n the 
wasn't i t , as fa r as -

- wel l , i t was early days, 
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Lord GLADWYN: Yes, he played a very considerable part. Be did not quarrel 
so much with Alec Cadogan, I don't think, hut he was always advising Chamberlain in 
what might be broadly called an appeasing direction. He was a chief element in that 
respect. 

QUESTION: Much to the fury of Churchill. 

Ljord GLAD'tYNi Of course, Churchill didn't l i k e i t , nor; did the l & r e t e 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 i n hip views, 
but he was misguided, so i t was thought. 

QUIS5I0N: What do you f e e l now to "\ave been the quality o f the t i l l i n g * 
„ the wrltihgv the planning that went on towards the eventual world organisation i n the 
. Foreign Office? Do you think i t was r e a l i s t i c ? Do you think people grasped i t rather 
well1? 

Lord GLADWYN: I think so. I think they did. I think a l l departments were 
consulted* ffeere; were some very able people there. The chief expert' r'rom, tbe point 
of view of organization was, of course, Prof Webster, He was very active. £ had many 
great talks: with him:. '-I was more the s p i r i t behind what i s called the Four-Power= plan:, 
the idea that nothing would work unless the three Powers were i n i t . He eventually 
tried: to;: modify that i n the direction of giving something more l i k e the Security 
Council as i t now exists. We put up a paper as a result of i t a n and we: ceefispged-
views f i r s t of a l l with the Americans. We found that t*eir. views were not very 
cSssimilar 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 Oaks. 

QUESTION: Did you choose the delegation for Dumbarton Oaks? 

Lord GLADWYN: Ho. Cadogan was the head of our delegatiion there. He chose 
me m his; No., z effectively at Dumbarton Oaks. I did most of the:' vork C» the cioifflittee: 
w t̂h;: BlSSSlskv and Jimmy J5flcon and Sobolev. 
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QUESTION: How would you sum up the main objectives of the delegation for 
that meeting? 

Lord GLADWYNi To t r y to get something l i k e the Anglo-American view accepted 
by the Russians, I suppose, and we succeeded i n doing so. 

QUESTION: With compromise -

Lord GLADWYN: Not much, no. In the long run the Russians tempered their 
strong views to a li^rge extern and they accepted things l i k e the Economic and Social 
Council and tbey accepted our views more or less as to how things should work. 
Eventually only one issue remained outstanding, apart from trusteeship. 

QUESTION: The voting. 

Lord GLADWYN: Yes. 

QUESTION: That was the Council as an agency of last resort. Do you remember 
the regional idea - that there should be sort of regional security co\ -.cils? 

Lord GLADWYN,: That was Churchill's idea, but I always thought that that 
was s l i g h t l y 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 - i n Lhasa or somewhere? Would i t be i n China, Japan, India? 
I t was cuckoo. You could not have had a Council of Asia. What would i t have done 
anyway? 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 
i t out. I t was nuts. Even his idea of a Council of Europe, nobody knew - and he was 
quite incapable of explaining - whether the Russians should be i n or out, whether we 
should be i n or out, i f we were out, what our influence should be. I t wasn't thought 
out. What the relationship would be to any central organization wasn't clear. He 
hadn't thought i t 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 vas no one i n his immediate c i r c l e who- took them up 
and expanded them? 

Lord GLADTO: Oh, no, they were too frightened of him. Anyhow;they did not van-
to interfere i n that kind of thing. He Just thought i t out himself. 

Stafford Cripps, who had s l i g h t l y less lunatic views. 
Nevertheless, we got hold of Cripps through his Secretary, who was David Owen, 
and converted him and then i t a l l went f a i r l y well. 

QUESTION:. So I suppose that the UN regional economic aommissisns, are 
the l a s t vestiges of that idea -

Lord GLADWYN: Regional what? Oh, yes, the Commission for Europe. 

QUESTION: And the'Western Pacific and the Latin American one are 
the l a s t vestiges of the Churchill regional -

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

QUESTION: I am saying that the UN now has a system of regional 
economic commissions. 

»m 

Lord GLADWYN: Economic commissions? 

QUESTION: Yes. 

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

QUESTION: (inaudible) I t does a l o t of things, evej? ^ 

Lord GLA13WYN: I t didn't function r e a l l y for a long time. 
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QUESTION: There i s also one for Asia and there i s ECLA for Latin 
America. I am saying that h i s t o r i c a l l y , I suspect, these economic commissions 
are the las t -

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

QUESTION: But they have very l i t t l e p o l i t i c a l role. 

Lord GLADWYN: No. 

QUESTION: There i s a Pan American organization, of course, vhich does have 

some -\ 

Lord GLADrnra: S t i l l s-ame. Though less than they did. 

QUESTION: But none of the other regions seem to have -

Lord GLADWYN: You are talking about p o l i t i c a l regions. 

QUESTION: I then diverted for a moment into the economic. 
Lord GLADWYN: But the original vas (sought out) in the vay of 

p o l i t i c a l reasons? 

QUESTION: Right. 

Lord GLADWYN: I suppose there vere p o l i t i c a l reasons under the -
(inaudible) , but that didn't vork v e i l . 

QUESTION: Was there a big argument about setting up an Economic and 
Social Council separate from the Assembly? I think they are s t i l l talking about 
Dumbarton Oaks. 
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Lord GLADWYN: Yes, at Dumbarton Oaks there was a lo t of talk. The 
Russians eventually agreed. They didn't r e a l l y attach great importance to i t . 
They r e a l l y considered only the p o l i t i c a l side and the role of the Security 
Counictil* 

QUESTION: And t h e i r a b i l i t y r e a l l y to stop action inimical to them? 

Lord GLADWYN: (inaudible). Oh that's the thing they a l l insisted on, yes* 

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

Lord GLADWYN: there was an A r t i c l e - 99 - that vas aireerd. Yes, 
even the Russians agreed to that. 

QHESTPJON: That * s the A r t i c l e which gives him the right t o brittg 
matters to the attention -

Lord GLADWYN: Yes, bring matters on his ova i n i t i a t i v e -

QUESTION: Which i s rather different from the League'3 Secretary-
General i n that respect? 

Lord- GLAD3-IXE: Yes , of course. I think they agreed vitft tfcat* I t 
has been used on one or two occasions. 

^SBSTION: Yes, Korea was a case. 

Lord- GLADWYN: Korea -

QUESTION:: Yes, the UN Commission i n Korea cabled him on 25 June tSESO' * 
i t is. e> matter that I happen to know about because I vas involved: -* sayCttg; that 
there' ftM< been an aggression, and i t was he who called the Council together and 
presented *• 

tm& GlifficKEs The Russians walked out. 
CMBftiBS fSiM- ̂ eY^ans: (inaudible), of course.. 

(gnluuiblil) 
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QUESTION: Yes, I think that's the point. 
There was a B r i t i s h suggestion at Dumbarton Oaks for regular meetings 

of the Council, or i n some other forun, of vhe Foreign Ministers and Foreign 
Secretaries of the Powers. Do you remember that? 

Lord GLADWYN: No. 

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

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

QUESTION: Then the next question f a l l s away. I t says here: "Eow 
great r-.loss has i t been that such meetings have not been held?" 

Lord GLADWYN: The ide--\ vas that the Foreign Secretaries might come 
to the Security Council. They do now. -

QUESTION: Only vhen t h e i r interests -

Lord GLADWYN: They do occasionally. 

QUESTION: The idea vas, and i t has been revived a few times since, 
that there should be a meeting in which every seat i s occupied by the Foreign 
Secretary or Foreign Minister - and some people have even suggested the Head 
Of State. 

Lord GLADWYN: We can't alvays arrange them (for the f i r s t of the month). 
But there were occasions and have been occasions vhen one's Foreign Minister has been 
there of course. When I was there, certainly. 

QUESTION: What about some other Dumbarton issues -.defining aggression? 
Do you remember the argument about the definition of aggression? 

Lord GLADWYN: That's a slippery aggressor. Nobody has ever been able to 
find an aggressor. I t i s a legal conception vhich nearly everbody has abandoned 
because ve v i l l never get agreement on vhat an aggressor i s . 
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QUESTION: But the Charter says that the greatest si& that a State -

Lord GLADWYN: Armed attack or act of aggression. But then., there: i s , * a 
quite knew * armed attack, of course, you can define as an armed attack,, That is 
a perfectly good legal conception. But aggression, i t was never really clear what an 
aggression was, nor can i t be. 

QUESTION: But i f you separate an armed attack from a provocation 
and the context i n which i t comes - Well, I suppose i t i s the one l i n e that you 
dare not cross. 

Lord GLADWYN: An act of aggression - everybody knows: what: they think of the 
aggression (inaudible) against i t as such. I f you want to define i t l e g a l l : 
. i t i s very d i f f i c u l t . 

QUESTION: Chapter VII i s a l l about response to that. 
f y 

Lord GLADWYN: Yes, to an armed attack. 

QUESTION;: What did you think of the American impulse at Dumbarton Oaks 
end- l a t e r of having the UN c e r t i f y human rights, individual huBSMt- rights? 

Lor© GLADWYN:: I was never a good specialist in human rights* 1 had 
other things to d©: and to think about and never got down to- human rights 
i n the legs! sense. I am afraid i t was outside my sphere i n m way. Human- rights 
wag left: very aue& to the lawyers. I t is a lawyer*e paradise. 

QUESTION: I t i s , but i t was a p o l i t i c a l thing right from the 
start , wasn't i t ? 

Lord GLADWYN: Also, yes. 

^UJSTION8: I f the UN could take up human rights issues r he f£ in. 
Eondura^ or South. Africa,, then there i s something, very funny gbeut: the 
flSBESSCo J ^ s d i c t i t e n clause., i s n J t there? 
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Lord GLADWYN: Yes, indeed; but they had to put that i n for p o l i t i c a l 
reasons. 

QUESTION: Have you any views as to what the significance was of 
putting the human rights f i e l d into economic and social rather than p o l i t i c a l -

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

QUESTION: The idea of amending the Charter after 10 years, or reviewing 
the Charter. Did you have any views on that? 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 i t ' started off with made i t seen extremely unlikely. We 
never thought there was much future for that. (Inaudible) had to put i t 
in,, of course, yes'. -

QUESTION: I read somewhere - I think i t i s the view of Cadogan; 
I am trying to r e c a l l the essence of i t - that rather than have a beautifully 
tailored Charter, s t r i c t l y drafted, that wouldn't work, let's sort of ease 
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) s a* f i "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 i t i s quite true that 
i f you can get some kind of agreement behind the scenes i t i s a good thing -
nobody would dispute that - and that you can't always rely on the l e t t e r of 
the Charter. 
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QUESTION: Did you hare a giggle about Woodrov Wilson and' open covenants 
openly arrived at in the old days7 

Derd GLADWYN: When I vas very young that vas. 

QUESTION: But you believed i t then, vhen you vere very young, or eotf 

Lord GLADWYN: I can't remember vhether I had * I vas«% thinking about that 
sort of thing, I think, probably, but I dare say that i t vas not considered Very 
practical* Yjts-, the open - yes, i t vas - I think no diplomats tfflftt' think that, that 

' vas featty a very good thing, to openly arrive at (inaudible)1 confidence Cn 
discussions at a l l , i t seems to be counter-productive. 

QUESTION:* So you vould have been inclined to have open; covenants privately 

arrived at? 

Lord CLADifYN: Yes, yes, anyhov yes, a covenant should)be (toudibli); to: 
declare:; vlat, (inaudible) explain and arrived at * yes. 

QUESTION: Yalta - can ve turn to Yalta? 

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

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

Lord GLADWYN: A l l right, you might as v e i l have that, because th;t's a l l * -
I mean, (inaudible) to repeat a l l that, that's vhat you've got on the record. 

QUESTION:. Well:, these are suggestions from a very bright couple of 
researchers, things vork that vay ... 

Lprd:< GLADWYN: I'm sure of that, but t have said anything 1 had * as cle&riy 
as: £ can: fay i n Encounter. 

QT|1SJ20N> I have i t , t have the book. And: t have) rlld) S i * 
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Lord GLADWYN: Yes, good, yes. By the vay, you might, vhat you might l i k e 
to get i s the record from Charlton of the discussions that I had v i t h him on the 
BBC. 

QUESTION: Oh? About vhen? When the hook came out? 

Lord GLADWYN: Yes and no. That's about a year ago nov. 

QUESTION: Charlton. 

Lord GLADWYN: You knov, Michael Charlton, he's a great BBC interviewer, 
vho did Solzhenitsyn. 

QUESTION: Oh, we'll get that. 

Lord GL/.3WYN: Well, -you should, that's quite, quite, quite ... 

QUESTIC';.: Was that television or radio? Do you reaember? 

Lord GLADWYN: Radio, radio. 

QUESTION: And, oh, oh, we l l , I ' l l find out ... 

Lord GLADWYN: As the BBC, t h e y ' l l - Michael Charlton - h e ' l l send you 
a cony. 

QUESTION: Michael Charlton, I w i l l certainly do that, because ... 

Lord GLADWYN: Because that i s quite interesting, about i l l the'origins 
of the cold war. 

QUESTION: Good. 

Lord GLADWYN: He's of Australian o r i g i n , but he i s a very distinguished 
chap, Michael Charlton, b r i l l i a n t and ... 

QS2STI0N: How would you define the Australians? 
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Lord GLADWYN: What? 

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

Lord GLADWYN: What? 

No, no, i t ' s - a had joke - on the South Africans that I knov about , 

Lord GLADWYN: Well, he's a very good nan and be works for this (?record), I 
think he<s one of the (two words i n d i s t i n c t ) . 

QUESTION: Good. We'll certainly get that. The voting - of? course,. Yalta 
f g t t l e d the voting, didn't i t - the Security Council voting? Was that - i t was your/ 
compromise-* wasn't i t , i t j was your, i t was your ...? ; ' 

Lord GLADWK: W i l l , I suppose I was partly responsible tow i t , but i t originated 
i n a talk- which I hast with Cadogan at Dumbarton Oaks - not that I remeafber anything else . j. 

QUISsTlQK: How accurate i s "the assessment - i t says here - that no significant I 
ne^Qtia$ioat- Of" this voting point happened, that the proposed compromise was brought up< • ' 
one day aad. accepted by Stalin the next? 

Lord GLADWYN: Well, that's not quite true. And so ve had - I t r i e * t o seH i t 
to PesvoJsky.,: wjio was interested and consulted (words indistinct ) didn't hear ouch- more 
from the Aaer^ean point of' view, except that ve knew - Jimmy Dunn (words indAStisctJ: 
considering i t and 1 got back to London - that's a l l 'we heard. And ©en X also) hgd a talk 
with Sobolev, recommending i t , i n London. 

©EgTlOIT: A lunch? 

Lord GliADWYU: Yes, we lunched i n a restaurant at the Soviet: f&ftassy, AM'thes, 
the next: tMxus ve- heard was that Molotov had advised Stalin to accept i t , which fte> did. 
He Just accepted* i t . 

<8SB3?I(SF: Your relations with Soviet diplomats * you found: SobjgleiP SMeiahle 
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Lord GLADWYN: He vas the best, I meant, but I didn't have very much intimate 
•deliberations with anyone except v i t h Sobolev, I don't think - and then (name indist i n c t ) 
of course, the Soviet (word i n d i s t i n c t ) . 

qU2STl£3: That i s an amazing l i f e , isn't i t , I mean, vhen you think of ...? 

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

QUESTION: V e i l , I am hardly able to judge their quality, but Troyanovsky has 
e> great deal of charm and .... 

Lord GLADWYN: Well, I am t o l d he he i s very intelligent too. 

QUESTION: Qh, yes. But that Gromyko should have be»n in o f f i c e , you knov" 
$£. iptl and s t i l l be the Soviet F o r e i ^ Minister i n I9S3 i s astonishing, isn't i t ? 

Lord GLADifYII: Quite astonishing. Oh, i t really i s staggering. 

QyESTlOil: We are hoping very much that he's going to respond to - he has i n fact 
agreed to be interviewed much as you are today. but ... 

Lord GLADWYN: You won't agree v i t h him. 

QUESTION: I mean, I, you know, i f I ask him - t e l l me about your encounter v i t h 
S t a l i n * I don't think I'm going to get ... 

Lord C-LAD'.-TK: Oh, no, you vouldn't. get anything out of him l i k e that. 

QUESTION: I'm sure not. 

Lord GLAS*.-."YN: I very much doubt vhether he'd give you an interview. 

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

Lord GLAD'.TYN: Really? 

GPESOTB: HJg» did,, ym r hut they want questions i n advance and' you know what that 
figaas:,, msm- mmssm Ss& the ffimigtas® w i n . . . 
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Cord GLADWYNi Well then he reads out, be consults bis f^lit^uss::,, i t is types 
out and he reads i t out to you. 

QUESTION: Right. Well, that's, you knov, of very small, interest. It says « 
can you recall *• and I suspect that any question that begins Can you recall i s going to 
give you trouble right avay - can you recall the British expectations before San Frang|sce 
jEBd)Bov vould they .... 

Lord GLADWYN: Before San Francisco? 

QUESTION: For San Francisco. 

Lord GLADWYN: No before Dumbarton Oaks? 
V 

QUESTION: No, no. Your expectations for the (inaudible^; San F^auei&eo 
{inference: and vere fjjvi happy vith' vhat you got? 

Lord GLADWYN: What do you mean (inaudible) the Charter as it: i s cojifcatwd in . 
San Francisco (inaudible) doronent? 

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

QUESTION: It says here - vhat criteria did you use? Did you just reach out 
and say - oh, i f so-and-so v i l l do i t v e i l 

Lord GLADWYN: No, ve just thought somebody vas fine for the job perhaps and . 
ve chose them (inaudible) ve thought they'd do i t . 

QUESTION: Did you run advertisements and did people say ... 

Lord GLADWYN: I think ve did probably, because ve at- the service • t 
think, in London - asked (inaudible) people. 

QUgSTIOJT: This is the sort of question really vhich, iM> somithtSg) €S«t came u$ 
much later, but did you feel pressure to take certain people, vere there OgSfMStS; 
l^uf i i i ig i . . , ? 
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Lord GLADWYN: Well, I think that the Chinese vanted us to take a nan called Hoo. 

QUESTION: Victor. 

Lord GLADWYN: We did. He's a very nice man. 

QUESTION: He's the only man - I think - vho has ever served the U.N. - apart 
from ling u i s t s - who vas f u l l y competent i n a l l five o f f i c i a l languages. 

Lord GLADWYN: Really? Victor Koo? 

QUESTION: Yes. 

Lord GLADWYN: Was he? I didn't knov. 

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

•Lord GLADWYIT: Well, he .was the representative - the Chinese Government wanted 
to (?stick) him on so ve took him on, yes. 

QUESTTOIT: Right. 

Lord GLADWYN: The Chilean Government, I think, asked us to take on ... 

QUrSTTOK: Ben Cohen. 

Lsrd OLAT'*?!?: Ben Cohen. 

TJ!?5TTC;r: Who becaw the head cf the ... 

Lord GLAT^: But. (vord in d i s t i n c t ) -ot\i: 
?c,r* toe".: him cn, y«s. 

I.. 

Trying to remember that f i r s t - (?_van Jirno), vho vas a lawyer 
fro:.: Cacahoslcvakia. 

Lor4 SL^r.rY::: Yes, he was- taken OR. 
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CUTSTIO": Henri (?Logier) was the French sociologist. 

Lord OUC'.rTA: Yes. 

<$£5S%35: And. - i t was economic and social then, vasn't i t , you had both? 
"» 

Lord GLADWYN: (?Logier) - was he a very early recruit, t can't remember? 

Well, certainly by the Hew York phase of the f i r s t Assembly. 

Lord GLADWYi;: I think he was not chosen here. 

QU15TXQN: (?Chelt), the Dutchman. Do you remember Adrian (?Chelt)? 

£erd GTiADtr?N* Yes, vaguely, yes, yes I do. 

^H?Ha:::' (?Byron) - Andrew Cordier. 
f' >• 

Lg«$ S£AS8fYII: Oh, yes, Andy - he was a great stand-by. Well'.ie was,. Ojf course, 
the repceseafis&ive- o f t h e State Department. 

QSgBttQZ: He was, yes, and really a very, very central figure for some years-

Lord. GLJKPYK: Oh yes, but he from the start was the - well, he was 
prscfti-cs^asr the number two. 

QB3BTH£;: Sorry, number two to the Secretary-General? 

J&rd <3£8SwYIi: Well, when I was acting Secretary -General or (v©cds> indistinct* 
he was- * (aetihg persos) - directly associated with me, yes. 

QBEGCIOK: Which he went on to be for Trygve Lie and for a time for . . . 

Lord SLADWYK: For Ducworth-Barker. 

6eudj GifiDOT: And there's Colonel Hope, but he didn ' t WE& t© go; 
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arm for an old veteran - very good. He did, I think, organization generally, I think. 

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

tie? 

Lord GLADWYN: No. 

QUESTION: Who was the f i r s t Russian? 

Lord GLADWYN: There was a Russian, but I can't remember his name. Not Zonnf 

- . QUESTIOK: No, I ' l l remember his name i n a moment. j j o t zorin? 



SET C 1*6 

fcCE$ C3aS«¥N-: No, 

QUESTION: Anyway, we'll get there, (?Everyone) played their l i t t l e ; part. 
And: did you * did that group sort of get together - did you hold staff meetings ,,.? * 

£©rd; OLMHXS: No, not really much, no. 

QUESTION: Each- one did his own sort of ... 

lm& OWMll: Yes, t think so, yes. I was really trying to get the Executive 
Ooamit't'ee; to agree on rules of procedure - i t was a very busy time actually - and we had 

' to*get a l l the arrangements, you see, i t was d i f f i c u l t i n wartime to f i t a l l the 
aTr^Sigements ... 

V 

QTSISflQft: Rationing and shortage of everything? 

GLADT/N: Yes. 

(jgESKON': The papers, ~ must say, as one who Just drowns i n v'.'.rbiagetRese 
days, * the> economy and grace of the summary record of the Preparatory Commission end of 
the f i r s t session te a great tribute to you; -,l;ether you wrote every word yourself or 
not, you are the creator of the document and ... 

Lord d W ' : Probably I wrote most of i t , but I (words i s d i s t i n e t l . 
t think I brought i t i n . 

QfflSSKOB-: Marvellous. Decision to locate the Headquarters i n the; Unite* States-. 

' &s£&. G&ADTO: Well,, P h i l Baker was a l l i n favour of Geneva; end-there^ «8& ® 
ehmee that there- would be but there (were shades?) i n that of the fai l u r e of the Leigue 
of Nations -* I tfiisk prevented that - (words indistinct):. 

Qgf£5I02: A taste i n the mouth. 

Lord Q£M®&i And then to everybody's immense surprise, the: ISussijans gtumped 
OOP ggjp esdj ftobody could understand why. They always t o l d m cfterwsrdS' tfifp 
biset3g2% i& - tfie Russians did «. but {t% believe) they hadi e free efis£g& « CSse: 

wass m sessss tfp mm feilda't have .mefl; f o r i t . 
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QUESTION: Can you guess why they regretted i t particularly? Would ... 

Lord GLADWYN: I don't have any idea. There they are. 

*#, QUESTION: Gromyko or someone said this was a big mistake on our part. 

Lord GLADWYN: I think i t was Sobolev who subsequently - I think, yes - yes, i t 
was Sobolev who told me afterwards that they(? from their point of view had done i t ) , but 
1 don't know - where else could i t have been, apart from Geneva? Yes, it could have been 
The Hague or somewhere. 

QUSSTIOi?: Well, i t also could have been on some inviolate island or Tangier or .. 
v 

Lord GLADWYIi: ( ? i t would be) a l o t more d i f f i c u l t oo set i t up, yes. 

QUESTION:' I suppose. 

Lord GLADWYN: We wanted somewhere wi-ch hotels and a l l that, -Jva see. 

QUESTION: Yes. {name indistinct) resort would have been fine - however ... 

Lord GLADWYN: The Americans were very much i n favour of having i t i n America. 

QUESTION: Because they wanted ... 

Lord 3LA3WYN: They wanted to get the American public behind i t , I think. 

QU25TIO;:: Exactly. 

Lord GLAPWYH: That was the main reason; that vas the over-riding reason. 

QUESTION: Were you on the - I can't remember - you weren't involved in the 
Headquarters Committee, were you, that went to Philadelphia and San Francisco and 
Westchester 

Lord G£53OT: Afterwards? 
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QUESTION: Afterwards, you ... 

Lord GLADWYX: Afterwards? 
» 

QUESTION: Vhen i t was decided - after the f i r s t London essssiotb of the Assembly .. 

Lord GLADWYN: Oh, no. I wasn't i n there, no. 

(jgSSjS^: At that point ... 

C&QBRK.: We had decided on Hew York then. 

5H: Had they? But there was a chase around - I can't remember the exact 
dates * there was a Chase; around as to whether i t was going to be New York or San 
Francisco or ... 

Cord ; GMDifiii: Oh, a l l that. 
f • 

ojmmm: Yes. 

Lord CLSStfSN: So, J saw a l l the papers and so on. I think I was partly 
associated'with: i t , but not d i r e c t l y , no. 

To choose a Secretary-General. Do you remember that funny bit: where; 
three Eessiaus proposed frygve Lie as President of the Assembly and then .... 

Lord GJSHEfSB: They did indeed, yes, yes, they wanted him; they didnH llke-
Spaak you. see. „ s 

QOSSSBpB: And then someone said ooh, quick, i t ' s not going to be l i k e ®St t . 

going m have * and then they elected him Secretary-General. 

Lore GSSSH3T: Spaak? Oh no, Trygve Lie. 

QffCTIO*: There i s a Professor (?Barros) - I havent reas fi£s: m£& * fffie is 
€&̂ £Bgj tlSE: Trygve Lie, was from the start the preferred Soviet emdldMe* &? ^ou « was 

€fi£g GSSSSSB e£ &£s tiSrwifijan socialism? Usually socialists: were noti very; gggESB».s£E& 
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Lord GLADWYN: Well they preferred Lie to Spaak, I can't think why. 

QUESTION: That's the, only ... 

t Lord GLADWYN: They did do that. Certainly the Russians preferred Lie to Spaak. 
% r e a l l y don't know why they did. I suppose he was a Norwegian s o c i a l i s t ( several 
words i n d i s t i n c t ) and so on, but I don't know, they were probably wrong i n thinking that 
he was pro-Russian i n any way. 

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

Lord GLADWYN: He was the - he objected very much to Yalta (?speech) of 
• Ohurehill ( -yord i n d i s t i n c t ) . 

QUESTION: He dfd? •;. 

Lord GLADWYN: Yes , very much so and then he thought that the Russians 
would take i t very i l l and that i t was very wrong for the Russians. So fo that extent 
he sympathized with the Russians, yes. 

QUIISTiON: Aha. Well, that, of course, goes a long way to explaining ... 
Why did you not accept his offer to be an Assistant Secretary-General? 

Lord GLADWYN: He offered to-me ...? 

QUESTION: I t says here that he offered you an assistant secretary-generalship. 

- Lord GLADWYN: In the United Nations? 

QUESTION: Yes. 

Lord GLADWY!?: I am completely oblivious of the fact. He may have, I never 
received a c a l l . 

QTUSSIO'i: Not only did you decline i t , you don't remember i t . 
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Zott GWm$i t don't remember i t . No, I wouldn't: have; eeepted: It anyway, 
I was more Keen- on staying i n my own service r e a l l y and ... 

QUJS^JON: I cm understand. * 

v: 

Lord G M P M : Go, I nave no recollection of being (word or words indistinct); 
by Lie. Maybe. 

(SDSSBcSR: But you wouldn't have taken i t ? 

Lord' GLABOT: I wouldn't have taken i t , no. 

QS^PIOiJ': got even something as near your interests as , say the po l i t i c s ! &t& 
Security Council ... ; • 

Lorjg GMfXJYN: 3ft, X wouldn't have wanted to go outside the country. % es 
much hjappfer 3gr&, for vssftex® reasons* 

R i ^ t . And th«n there i s a chapter about figures with; whom: you 
worked* We have already touched ,.. 

Ip?; Z-l^'.TJ: '."ho? 

People - personalities - Oromyko ... 

Ltsrd C-L̂ .CY::: Oh, yes., yes. (vara indistinct) fisures. 

Q5**2S7-;o::: Figures., exactly. Yes, there i s . "iche^l (ver$& &$&s$t&z.\ ), 

feor4 GLAlJWYNr Se> died, I (?think). 

3B28T3!?:T: Andrei Gromyko we- have touched on and you saw hj&, e n <S8g& tie- gSee» t 

you. * PtrtiMtTtion- Oaks, Yalta, San Francisco - and there i s a funny ggsssef 6U38U3? 
tfcerejr. y;o» kso»^usderneath i t a l l . I t coses out every now end eggia. I t i s a, IMtls 
SSaalQBi'g* but I've seen i£ at work every now and again.. 

Lssd) ^ g ^ i GB,, Groat 
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QUESTION: Grom. 

Lord GLADWYN: Oh, yes, he can be quite amusing. 

"* QUESTION: What i s he l i k e at dinner - you know - i n a small group? 

Lord GLADWYN: Well, he's a l l r i g h t , v e i l I wouldn't c a l l him very gay 
(words i n d i s t i n c t ) you can talk to him about a l l kinds things, he i s very sensible 
you know. 

QUESTION: Right, we have touched on Alger Eiss and last week on Leo Pasvolsky. 
• Pasvolsky - here i t says Pavlovsky, which i s ... 

L'wd GLADWYN: I know, Pavlovsky, as i f he was a dog, yes. 

QUESTION: Or the husband oV a dancer. 

Lord GLADWYN: Yes, yes. 

QUESTION: And I think that you - we agreed that Pasvolsky was something l i k e 
your opposite number i n the US. 

Lord GLADWYN: Well, Pasvolsky was quite a different character. Ke was a very 
high-powered i n t e l l e c t u a l - 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. Why would he ...? 

Lord GLADWYN: And I got on quite well with him, but of course, he didn't get 
en with everybody. Re hated lawyers, you know, couldn't bear lawyers. Of course, 
I think partly he f e l t that they would interfere with his own theories on how things 
should be organized, you see, they t a l k too much and that was that and from his point Of view 
he was probably quite right. The Charter wasn't written by lawyers, i t ' 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? 

QUESTION: I think, you know, he went to Georgetown University or something 
l i k e that* 

LordGLADWYN: But he faded out, didn't he? Jfctoo&y. heard of him,, He didn't 
write ttmebi, did. he? 

QQ^JIQN: No, but when thi s project started up, someone said •* i s he s t i l l 
alive? •* anid the news came back that he wasn't. 

Wellington Koo - i t says here - what do you remember of Wellington Koo? 
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Lord GLADWYN: Nothing very much. He vas a professional diplomat and 
a l l that. He had a very pretty v i f e -

QUESTION: He Bade very long speeches. 

Lord GLADWYN: 1 didn't have much talk vith him, really. 

QUESTION: Then i t leaps forward from that period - ve're nearly 
there; have no'great fear - to the Korean var and your time in America. 
What led to you,- great pcTUlarity vith American television vieverst Do 
you think ve could revive it? 

Lord GLADWYN: I don't knov vhat led to the fcreat popularity except that 
I suppose I made a good impression on television and vas quite clear and 
decisive, la my vievs. I have no nerves. In television, i f you have nerves 
it' s a very bad thing. But i f you have no nerves and couldn't care less 
vhat the audience think, then you v i l l probably get avay vith i t . And anyhov 
I khev vhat I vas going to say and I did more or less c a l l off the Russians, 
and that produced the great po£ ilarity, I suppose. But I think t i t my 
only contribution, really, to the United Nations vas the decision vhereby 
I managed to get my vay by rulings as the President of the Security Council. 
This vas my viev, and as President i t stood, and this vas adopted by majority 
vote - vhich, of course, vas tvisting the regulations, really. But I think i t 
vas useful. 

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

Lord GLADWYN: Yes. 

QUESTION: Was this the invitation to General Woo? 

Lord GLADWYN: It vas on that occasion. 

QUESTlOK? fhe oiuestion of -
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Lord GLATJWTN: «. vhether the Chinese should be iwti&&* yes, 

f: I see. And you ruled that the question -

Lord GLADWYN: Oh no, no. I beg your pardon. Ho, on the question of 
i n s i f l h f the Chinese you had to get a majority rote and no reto. With 
great: diff i c u l t y , through the China lobby, I got the Americans: to abstain, 
vhich vai) a great concession on their part because the China lobby vas 
breathing, doyn'their necks, you knov. But they did abstain* And thenj¥i 
just managed to'get the s,iven necessary votes * on the second f&und,, 
because the f i r s t time, I think, the Yugoslavs hadn't understood and: voted 
the vjeoag! vay, and therefore ve had to get i t done the next day. But ve 
got; ££ through. It vas simply a question of getting the majority, gftt • 
the; gge^ige: of a> ruling was on quite a different matter, on vhether the 
KSggm. « i'eanH remember exactly the issue - vhat vas its? Well, as Jp Siy^ 
W SSSory- has gone, but t got ay vay by insisting - I rulerd) that this .-
vg^ a matter that vas not subject to the veto* and; my ruling, stood;, unless, 
i t vas upset. 

And that vould have required somebody to say,, "I chafiteage*. 
Ana: no) one; did. that. 

V 

Lord GLADWYN: Yes, and then I think X should have said tnegg'«5uld: 
have to; he; a; majority of seven in order to overrule my ruling* 

QulSSHOIi Well, that sort of looks after the questions • * 

Lord GLADWYN: That vas the double veto, yes. 

QUESTION: Yes, exactly. I am looking at a summary of a speech 
you made in January 195^ saying that Korea might not have happened i f 
CMH* feS® beeu a HeBber Of the United Nations. 

Lord GLADWYN: Well, i f China had been a Member «£ the United. I£g£3g£ 3D 
Ehtht! the; fgtsiians vould have «• vhy vould' X say tfiSSE' X GSffB think » fBf: 

•t 
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wouldn't it? 

QUESTION: Certainly. 

Lord GLADWYN: And - I don't know what. I suppose - wouldn't they hare 
aided with the (inaudible)- in which case they would haTe vetoed any 
United Kations action. I can't see why - what was the conclusion I drew? 
Probably the wrong conclusion, in that case. The Americans might have gone 
ahead, 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. 

QUESTION! Cadogan diaries, page 786: "Even the atomic bomb, 
hasn't Shaken people out of their old ways of thinking." 

Lord GLADWYN: That's what Cadogan said. 

QUESTION: Yes, Cadogan, page 787: "Gromyko: What Other things 
besides the veto bring the Security Council into disrepute?* Cadogan 
answers: "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 been through 
that. Freedom from fear and want ... Yes, i t was Churchill -'February 19U3 -

we're Just going back to that business about the three regional councils. 
February 19fc3» in a letter from Churchill to FDR: "Three regional 
councils with forces, etc., to settle disputes - Europe, Far East, Western 
Hemisphere - US to be represented on a l l three." 

Lord GLADWYN: Well, can you imagine it? 
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QUESTIOH: Tea, I can. I mean I can't. But I knov vhat you:»ean. 

Lord GLADWYH: It doesn't make any sense. 

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

lord GLABWT"? Hot a h i t , no. As I say, I can't f ^ a l l : rei33y>l?hat 
b^^ened: very smch at this distance in time. There are the public records, 
after' a l l , . 

QUESTIOH: Oh, yes. 

Lord CLADWYHi And I'd very much like i t i f you could: fcte someone: from 
the United Nations to go through a l l the project records and: then t e l l me vhat 
Esiidju^ l^vould* like i t . I haven't got the time or the enixgy to; do; i t * 

QUESTION: I knov. Anyvay, you have other fish to fry nov, don't 
you? 

Lord GLADWYH: I do have other things to do, ves. 
» 

QUESTIONS foa. march in a different direction. ¥feey early on in your 
book you talk about bound volumes of memos. Someone in your absence had: bound 
them:all; ve ryneatly. 

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

QUESTION: Were they taken to the Public Record O f f i c i i 

Lord GLADWYH: Ho. They vere in the Foreign Office. When I l e f t , t 
alvays l£f& fey- opinion in the press, and they had tiaken .- tSns>duplieales of 
some, minutes and papers, and they bound them a l l together, And though-1 
vasnH: alloyed to because of the 30-year rule, nJVlr^eleiS) I; vas 
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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 
a l l published, I haven't any idea. Some of them night be. 

QUESTION: Because the 30-year rule of course has since -

Lord GLADWYT- Eas i t been modified? 

QUESTION: Oh yes. 

Lord GLADWYN: Yes, but 30 years ago i t vas s t i l l in existence. 

QUESTION: When you vrote there was s t i l l tvo years to go. But now 
i t i s free and clear. 

ft 

Lord GLADWYN: Well, I don't know. It miffht But to find -out you've 
only got to ring up the Foreign Office and find out i f these things are available. 

QUESTION: Until you iaid Tuesday for our fi r s t session. I was going 
to spend Tuesday at Kev. 

Lord GLADWYN: Oh yes. A lot there. 

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

Lord GLADWYN: I believe i t is very good. 

QUESTION: Look at this. And then she l i s t s - as you'can imagine, 
they have quite a lot of paper. 

Lord GLADWYN: Well, I'd love to see a l l this myself. Yes, the old fil e s -
19*5, mtr 19VT. 

QUJSflDl: She vas very kind. I wrote her appreciasfvely. But 
teseosej youwer:and: shari»er can: go and do that. 
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Lord GEM3WYH; If you do get anyone to do It -

QUESTIOHj Yes, 1*11 let you knov vhaterer you vant, 

Lord GLADWYH: Let me knov i f there's anythinfi; very intifestlj5f:: vhieh 
£ vas>€Mefed to have said then. I'd like to knov vhat i t vas. 

QUESTIOH; : Absolutely. 

Lord GLADWYH: Would you like to do that i f they do *et anyone} 

QUKfXOH: Oh yes, I ' l l make sure that you are kept in the picket* 
£ % going: to spend' this veekend vith my old buddy Colonel Alfred Katlsu* 

Lord GLADWYH: /. South African? 
- • - -

QUESTIOH: A South African. * 

Lord GLADWYH: You're.not South African? 

QUESTIOH: Yes. I'm an American resident. 

• 

Lord GLADWYH: Are you an American citizen? 

QlpSfJOlJ fir I choose to be, in three years' time D can tee* 
But, you knov, aj' son vas born in - I've been 35 yeirs vith the UH, so -

Lord GLADWYN: Oh, I see. You're a resident in the; tfnlttd: S$8£ei; §St 
egg: & AMrt:can c i t i ten , z 

QOESTlOHs Hot an American citisen. I've been on the- Se^Jce^rilt 
as a: South African. 

Lord CW&TCMZ But can *t you become an American at: ©nee:, i f you 
*mt to?-
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QUESTIOH: Rot at once. Hy son vas born there, and I can star. 
They give net vhat is called a green card, and in due time my vife, a limey 

Lord GIADVYH: You vere bom in South Africa? 

QUESTIOH: tes. 
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Lord GLADWYN: And you came to the United Nations vhen? 

QUESTIONS When I vas a mere youth - in 19* 6 . . . 

Lord GLADWYN: Oh yes, so, I see - from the beginning!' I see. Oh. 

QUFSTlON: »nd Joined the Secretariat a fey months, latery find) tese * 

Lord GLADWYN: X see. Yes. 

QUESTION: - I've done things for them in various parts of the vorld ... 

Lord GLADWYN: I see ... 

I QUESTION: chiefly in the area of broadcasting and'telelfilios* So, X' 
viH: stay; £fc America* I'm not rushing to go back to the land of ffaTthelff; • #M: is « 
X VUD ggs^Blt; apartheid before people knew hov to spell i t , so= it's; nets g> ©oveliy tS : 

<& tfie> Other1 han;d! i t has not exactly been easy , particularly: as: one:' rose) tg> 
«• t esded) isp; as the Deputy Director of the Division * net & «sfjy; feels 

to-he;ifcSouth-African ... 


