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United Nations Association of the United States of America 

300 East 42nd Street, New York. NY 10017 212 697 3232 

BOARD OF GOVERNORS MEETING 

MONDAY, SEPTEMBER 19th, 1983 - 1:00 to 4:00 PM 
UNA 1 s CONFERENCE ROOM 

ORVILLE L. FREEMAN - PRESIDING 

A G E N D A 

AGENDA ITEMS I, 11, & 111 IN EXECUTIVE SESSION 

I. MINUTES OF MEETING HELD MAY 16, 1983 

I I. A) DISCUSSION OF THE SUCCESSION PROCEDURE WHEN BOB RATNER 
GIVES UP HIS PRESIDENTIAL RESPONSIBILITIES AS OF 7/1/84 

B) DISCUSSION OF BOB RATNER 1 s CONTINUING RELATIONSHIP 
AFTER 7 / 1 /84 

I I I. OTHER EXE CUT I VE CHANGES 

IV. FINANCIAL REPORT 

V. MEETING WITH THE SECRETARY-GENERAL ON AUGUST 17th, 1983 

VI. HERITAGE FOUNDATION REPORT ATTACKING MODEL UN 1 s AND UNA 

VI I. REPORT OF THE PROGRESS OF THE NEW MULTILATERAL ISSUES & 
INSTITUTIONS PROGRAM 

VI I I. PLANS FOR THE EPC PLENARY OCTOBER 12th & 13th, 1983 

IX. UPDATE ON POLICY STUDIES ACTIVITIES 

X. WFUNA 

XI. OTHER BUSINESS 

A) REACTION TO THE CONVENTION 

B) ADJOURNMENT 



United Nations Association of the United States of America 
300 East 42nd Street, New York, NY 10017 212 697 3232 

UNA-USA BOARD OF GOVERNORS ADOPTS 

RESOLUTION ON KOREAN AIRLINER TRAGEDY 

The Board of Governors of the United Nations Association of the United States 

of America at its September meeting adopted a resolution commending President 

Ronald Reagan's prompt action in bringing the shooting down of the Korean 

Airliner before the United Nations Security Counci 1. 

Noting that the matter has also been brought before the International Civil 

Aviation Organization, a United Nations' Agency, the Board of Governors urged 

the strengthening of international machinery and the adoption of multi lateral 

conventions in the field of civi I aviation which would prevent the repetition 

of such tragedies in the future. 

Fol lowing the adop t ion of the resol uti on, Orvi 1 le L. Freeman, Chairman of UNA's 

Board of Governors, noted that one of the Association' s maj or new projects 

would st udy how in te rna t ional institu tions could be s t reng t hened and made more 

effective . " This appalling tragedy," Mr . Freeman commented, "should make us 

a ll more aware of the interdependent world in which we 1 ive, of the importance 

of the rules of international law, and of stronger institutions to encourage and 

oversee their en forcement." 

September 19th , 1983 
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September 27, 1983 

Mr. Frank Shakespeare 
President 
RKO General 
1440 Broadway 
New York, New York 10018 

Dear Frank: 

I am writing to you in your capacity as 
Chairman of the Heritage Foundation to express 
astonishment and dismay at the recent Heritage 
Backgrounder, "The Model U.N. Program: Teaching Un
reality," which attacks the United Nations Association 
and the materials we supply to Model UNs. In my years 
of working with public organizations, I have never read 
a piece that was so full of distortions, bizarre asser
tions, deliberate omissions and misrepresentations. 

While we as individuals and as organizations 
may have different views, beliefs and philosophies 
about many things, including the way our country should 
conduct 1 s f ore i n af airs, it seems to me those dif
f e r e nces ouoht t o be J ud ged objectively and a case made 
on i t s merits. We should never depart from accepted 
norms of hone sty and integrity, even to make or empha
size a point in support of~ particular ideology. 

Let me make myself perfectly clear. The 
Heritage Backgrounder on UNA is shoddy sensationalism 
at its worst. Its inaccuracies are legion and its ac
cusations border on the libelous. It certainly makes 
no contribution to the public debate on foreign 
affairs. 

When 
the UNA staf :: 
Model UN Kits 
the assertions 
point rebuttal 
tain that each 

I first read the Heritage piece, I asked 
for all the material supplied in the 
and began to check UNA literature against 
in the Heritage Report. A point-by-
was prepared by the staff, making cer
assertion could be backed up with 
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quotations from the documents to which your Heritage 
investigator, Mr . Gulick, referred. 

I enclose along with our rebuttal to the 
Heritage piece the very same documents referred to by 
Mr. Gulick. I urge you to read them with care and to 
understand the enormity of the distortions and misre-
presentations contained in the Heritage Backgrounder. 

Out of sheer common decency, the Heritaae 
Foundation should offer a public apology and should 
supply UNA with the mailing list of those who receive 
the Backgrounder so that the Association can send them 
a copy of this material. 

Desoite our own philosophical, or ideological 
differences, I cannot believe that, as Chairman of the 
Heritage Foundation, you condone this kind of mud 
slinging. Nor can I believe that the members of your 
Board of Trustees , to whom I am sending a copy of this 
letter with the accompanying material, would want to 
associate themselves with such shoddy work. 

I look forward to hearing from you. 

Sincerely, 

Elliot L. Richardson 

Enclosures 

Anhur R. Day 
Peggy Carl.in Edward C. Luck Richard B V/iener LoUlS) P1ove~e 



United Nations Association of the United States of America 
300 East 42nd Street. New York, NY 10017 212 697 3232 

September 16, 1983 

LIES, DISTORTIONS, AND NONSENSE FROM THE HERITAGE FOUNDATION 

With the publication of "The Model UN Program: Teaching Unreality," 
the Heritage Foundation's biased and sensational UN Assessment Project has 
hit a new low. Purporting to be an analysis of the nationwide Model United 
Nations conferences for high school and college students and of the 
materials produced by the United Nations Association of the USA (UNA-USA) 
for their use, the report is riddled with distortions, inaccuracies, and 
falsehoods. UNA-USA welcomes serious, objective critiques of its 
publications, but objects strongly to such malicious and systematic 
misrepresentations. It is the Heritage Foundation which is guilty not 
only of "teaching unreality," but of engaging in a shoddy, scurrilous 
and thoroughly unprofessional attempt to discredit a highly successful 
program which has stimulated hundreds of thousands of Americans to think 
critically about world affairs. The materials described and criticized 
by the Heritage Foundation bear little resemblance to the materials 
actuall y produced by L'NA- USA . 

Before noting some of the more glaring errors in the Heritage 
Foundation report, four points should be stressed. 

One, the various Model UN programs across the cotmtry operate 
independently and are not affiliated with UNA-USA, which simply offers 
the background materials for sale and organizes seminars for leaders of 
some of the programs. UNA-USA does not have and does not want to have 
a "monopoly of Model UN teaching materials," as charged by the Heritage 
Foundation. In fact, the Guide to Delegate Preparation produced by 
UNA- USA stresses that "it is not meant to and should not comprise the 
entirety of a delegate's preparation, for only with thorough research will 
students be able to understand the complexity of international issues" 
(Preface, p. iv) and that "if you wish to truly understand international 
affairs you should not limit yourself to this guide, nor to studying issues 
only within the context of the UN" (Introduction, p. 1). The cover letter 
accompanying the "Model UN Survival Kit" reminds students: "Remember, 
these materials should be used as a starting point; further research is 
necessary to be adequately prepared for a Model UN conference." The 
widespread use of UNA-USA materials attests to their quality and objectivity, 
not to any imagined "monopoly." 

Two, UNA-USA is a broad-based membership and research organization, 
which is not associated with any single political perspective or point 
of view. Its distinguished leadership and nationwide membership include 
Americans of many different political persuasions. UNA-USA, which has 
frequently and regularly criticized the failings of the UN as well as 
noting its successes, has no hidden agendas or political messages to sell 
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to Model UN participants, as charged repeatedly in this misleading report, 
other than to encourage wider public understanding of the UN and multilateral 
diplomacy. 

Three, the Heritage Foundation makes little effort to hide the bias 
behind this UN Assessment Project, which two years ago was launched, 
according to its President, "to uncover, document and publicize the U.N. 
abuses." At that time he wrote: "Because of the new conservative mood 
in the U.S., this is an especially propitious moment to catalog the travesties 
carried on under the cover of the U.N.'s humanitarian ideal. This is the 
time for a re-interpretation and re-evaluation of U.S. involvement in the U.N." 
These conclusions were reached before its "research" project got underway, 
so the Heritage Foundation is in a very poor position to charge that 
materials produced by other organizations are "one-sided" or "biased." 

Four, at no point does the Heritage Foundation pamphlet offer a 
comprehensive review of the materials offered by UNA-USA for use by Model 
UNs. Instead, it selects a handful of quotations out of context from one 
of the four publications included in the UNA-USA Model UN Survival Kit-
completely ignoring the other three--and from two Economic Policy Council 
reports which are not part of the kit and which are three and five years 
old respectively. The Heritage Foundation's choice of materials for connnent 
is bizarre at best, if its true purpose is to present a fair critique of 
Model UN materials. 

The extreme selectivity of the Heritage Foundation authors at points 
leads them to simply ludicrous conclusions. For example, in their eagerness 
to show that UNA-USA materials are preoccupied with North-South issues 
without taking into account the realities of Soviet foreign policy , they 
cite as evidence a teacher's guide published by the National Education 
Association (NEA), not UNA-USA, and completelv ignore UNA-USA's own 1981 
report on US-SovietRelations: A Strategv for the '80s, which has been 
widely hailed for its balanced, realistic approach by top officials of the 
Reagan Administration. The citation of the NEA material is particularly 
odd, since UNA-USA has not recommended it as a Model UN resource, as 
falsely claimed by the Heritage Foundation. 

Rather than commenting on the errors and omissions which occur 
throughout the Heritage Foundation report, the following focuses on its 
distorted description of UNA-USA materials on four major issues: one, the 
proposed New International Economic Order (NIEO); two, the Middle East; 
three, Southern Africa; and four, the proposed New World Information Order 
(NWIO). UNA-USA has also prepared a short statement describing the purposes 
of the Model m~ Programs and how the Heritage Foundation has misrepresented 
them. 

New International Economic Order (NIEO) 

The claim of the Heritage Foundation that the NIEO constitutes "the 
core curriculum" for Model UNs and "the central theme of many of UNA-USA's 
Model UN research materials" and that UNA-USA and Model UN programs are 
"biased in favor of the NIEO" is utter nonsense. Global economic issues, 
including the dated, utopian proposals for a New International Economic 
Order, occupy only one sub-section of the broad spectrum of issues addressed 
in the UNA-USA materi.als. Only one of the seven fact sheets provided· to 
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Model UNs is devoted to "The Changing International Economic Order'1 and 
the topic of "Economics and Development" is only one of seven chapters 
in Issues Before the General Assembly, which is included in every Model 
UN Survival Kit to provide more detailed substantive information. 

The Heritage Foundation statement that the arguments put forth in 
The Global Economic Challenge, a five-year old report of the UNA-USA 
Economic Policy Council, support the NIEO is patently false. The 
NIEO is mentioned only once (on page iii} as a confrontational debate 
that serves the interests neither of the less developed countries nor 
of the developed countries. What the Heritage Foundation fails to mention, 
but the book does, is that US economic interests are interdependent with 
those of many other countries, as noted by Secretary of State Shultz, 
Secretary of the Treasury Regan, Federal Reserve Board Chairman Volcker, 
The Wall Street Journal, and hundreds of prominent economists. The UNA
USA book focuses on possible mutual gains, not the massive net transfer 
of resources once envisioned by some supporters of the NIEO. US objectives 
--full employment, price stability and economic growth--are the central 
themes of the Economic Policy Council report, but unlike the one-dimensiona l 
thinking of the Heritage Foundation, this study recognizes that the US must 
work with other industrial and developing countries to achieve these 
obj e ctives. It would have been far more constructive if the Heritage 
Foundation had addressed the substance of international economic relations 
rather than attacking the empty NIEO slogan, which even the non-aligned 
countries find increasingly irrelevant to their real needs. 

It is absurd to suggest, as the Heritage Foundation has, that 
recommendations in the UNA-USA report, "could lead to a planned, semi
socialist global economy outlined in the NIEO" that "would t,e paid fo! by 
US and western tax dollars but administered by UN managers." The UNA
USA Economic Policy Council study was the consensus product of a group 
of America 1 s top business and labor leaders. It makes no reference to 
any such economic system or to the possibility of management by UN personnel. 
The report 1 s recommendation for a "soft loan pool" is designed not simply 
to help less developed countries at US expense, but rather to foster 
economic growth in the US through great e r economic growth and prosperit y 
in the LDCs, which represent the fastest growing market for US products. 

The UNA-USA report, in noting "the responsibility of governments to 
distribute more equitably- the gain from trade both between nations and 
within countries," makes no reference to either foreign aid or welfare 
payments as claimed by the Heritage Foundation. Instead, this statement 
refers to effective safeguards and Orderly Marketing Arrangements (OMAs ) , 
which the US has established in its own self-interest for such goods as 
shoes and televisions. 

The Heritage Foundation treatment of the UNA-USA Economic Policy 
Council publication, The Growth of the US and World Economies Through 
Technological Innovations and Transfer, is equally distorted. The 
publication mentions the New International Economic Order only once in 
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passing and certainly does not support the principles of the NIEO as 
asserted by the Heritage Foundation. The report does not recommend that 
technology be simply "given" to Third World nations, as contended by the 
Foundation. Instead it notes that "transfer of technology takes place 
only when mutual advantage and confidence prevail between the supplier 
and recipient." Rather than encouraging technological handouts to less 
developed countries, it calls on developing nations to "link with the 
international business community," the antithesis of the "planned 
semi-socialist" NIEO relationships that the Heritage Foundation accuses 
UNA-USA of supporting. 

The Heritage Foundation is equally off-base in claiming that this 
report "strongly implies that the U.S. should adopt a U.N. Code of 
Conduct for Transnationals including 'disembodied' technology transfer 
to LDCs without a corresponding allowance for private investment by 
Western business firms." To repeat, the UNA-USA book encourages less 
developed countries to "link with the international business community," 
which obviously includes private investment. For some reason, the 
Heritage Foundation objects to the report's list of Third World economic 
"powerhouses." Since the UNA-USA report does not support the NIEO nor 
recommend planned economies, this list represents an implicit recognition 
of the potential dynamism of free market economies. Likewise, the 
Heritage Foundation introduces a straw man argument in objecting that 
the report does not pay more attention to the internal problems of 
developing countries. The focus of the report is on how the US could 
best handle issues of technology, not how technology can be absorbed 
by less developed countries. The primary concern of the study is the 
implications of technology transfer for the US economy and it certainly 
does not reflect a Third World pe rspective nor support the tenets of the 
NIEO, as asserted by th e Heritage Foundation. 

The Middle East 

The Heritage Foundation's distortions regarding the Model UN 
materials on the Middle East are especially malicious given the great 
sensitivity and importance of the issues involved. It is the height of 
irresponsibility to claim that the UNA-USA materials present the problems 
of the Middle East "in an explicitly one-sided manner" and to claim, as 
has the Heritage Foundation, that "young Americans, for instance, are 
being gently persuaded by the Model UN that Israel and South Africa are 
pariahs" and "that Israel is just about the sole cause of Middle East 
tension." The authors of the Heritage Foundation report have resorted 
to gross distortions, omissions and selective quotations out of context. 

The Heritage Foundation commentary focuses entirely on one chronology 
of UN actions relating to the Middle East, which is entitled "The UN and 
the Arab-Israeli Conflict." This section of the Guide to Delegate 
Preparation makes no pretense of analyzing the Middle East situation in 
depth, but rather limits itself to actions taken by the United Nations, 
which are not evaluated and certainly not endorsed in the sub-section. 
In every Model UN Survival Kit, however, is a copy of UNA-USA's publication, 
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Issues Before the General Assembly, which analyzes the Middle East situation 
in much greater detail and provides a full account of the Israeli as well 
as the Arab positions on the issues. Somehow, the Heritage Foundation has 
failed to even note in passing that this publication is included in the 
kits .1 

The Heritage Foundation critique of the chronology of UN activities 
fails to mention that the list includes explicit reference to occasions 
when Arab and PLO forces attacked Israel, as well as instances when Israel 
struck first. The chronology also notes that Israel has had reason to be 
skeptical about the ability of the UN Interim Force in Lebanon (UNIFIL) 
"to prevent PLO attacks launched from Lebanon against Israel." Thus, the 
Heritage Foundation claim that "nothing is said about UNIFIL's almost 
total failure to prevent PLO attacks on Israeli towns" is an obvious 
falsehood. The chronology does not use the terms PLO and Palestinian 
interchangeably as charged by the Heritage Foundation, but rather refers 
to each one as appropriate in the context of the situation. The chronology 
certainly does not give "the impression that the PLO is justified when it 
claims to be the sole representative of the Palestinian people." The 
question of Palestinian representation is not addressed in the summary, 
which is devoted to UN actions, not Palestinian politics. 

By quoting one phrase out of context, the Heritage Foundation falsely 
claims that the chronology attempts to "sanitize" the infamous 1975 General 
Assembly resolution equating Zionism with racism. The chronology notes 
that "US Ambassador to the United Nations, Daniel Patrick Moynihan, called 
the resolution 'an obscene act.'" It should be noted for the record, 
moreover, that UNA-USA took the lead at that time in trying to prevent 
the passage of the resolution and then in condemning it as "repugnant 
and dangerous." In fact, this unprecedented statement by the leaders of 
UNA-USA was quoted by Senator Moynihan in his speech before the General 
Assembly on the Matter.2 

The Heritage Foundation is also wrong to claim that the chronology 
"almost entirely ignores the central issue of the Middle East conflict-
the challenge to Israel's right to exist as a sovereign state." The 
chronology in fact refers repeatedly to both the need to recognize 
Israel's right to exist and the importance of diplomatic recognition 
as a key to peaceful resolution of issues in the Middle East. "Throughout 
the history of the conflict, the western nations have supported the right 

lrt should be noted that a memher of the Heritage Foundation staff participated, 
at UNA-USA's invitation, in last year's Issues Conference, which is held 
annually to air a variety of viewpoints on the topics to be addressed in this 
annual publication. ·rt is thus particularly galling that the Heritage Founda
tion has failed to even mention the existence of this publication. 

2"The United Nations Association of the United States," noted Ambassador 
Moynihan, "has for the first time in its history appealed directly to each 
of the 141 other delegations in New York not to do this unspeakable thing." 
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of Israel to exist in peace" states the chronology, which notes that the 
United States "opposes dealing with the PLO unless it accepts Israel's 
right to exist." 

The chronology recognizes the anti-Israel tone of many resolutions 
passed by various UN bodies, which reflect the political leanings of their 
member countries. For example, the chronology notes that the US vetoed 
three resolutions in the Security Council in 1976 that it considered to be 
"unbalanced against Israel." It notes that in 1979, "continuing the 
established trend, further anti-Israel resolutions were adopted by various 
UN bodies." It was in this latter context--not as falsely claimed by the 
Heritage Foundation "without a balancing qualifier"--that the chronology 
refers to charges against Israel made by the UN Human Rights Commission 
in 1979. 

The Heritage Foundation, with characteristic selectivity, complains 
that the chronology does not refer to charges that the PLO has misused 
refugee camps. The Heritage Foundation conveniently ignores the fact that 
Issues Before the General Assembly, which as noted above is also included 
in the kits, catalogs the complaints made by Israel last year regarding 
this matter. It should be noted, however, that the UN does not run any 
refugee camps in the Middle East and that the UN Relief and Works Agency 
(UNRWA) provides support for the camps but does not have authority over 
them and cannot police them. The responsibility for the conduct of the 
camps lies with governments on whose territory they are located and with 
the refugees themselves. 

Thus, all the points raised by the Heritage Foundation regarding the 
Middle East materials provided by UNA-USA to the Model UN programs are 
either outright falsehoods or blatant distortions. In no way has the 
Heritage Foundation attempted to give an accurate description of the 
contents of the UNA-USA materials. This would be obvious to anyone who 
has actually read the materials or is familiar with the work of UNA-USA. 
The great danger of slanderous statements, such as those issued by the 
Heritage Foundation, is that some people may take them at their face value 
without ever having reviewed the original materials themselves. 

Southern Africa 

The Heritage Foundation commentary touches on the topic of Southern 
Africa briefly, but with its customary distortions and falsehoods. 
According to the Heritage Foundation, the chronology prepared by UNA-USA 
"makes no mention, however, of such critical strategic considerations 
as the 25,000 Cuban combat troops occupying Angola, the training of 
Angolan police by East Germans, or the training of Angolan troops by 
Soviet advisors." At best, this blatant untruth suggests that the author 
did not read the UNA-USA chronology carefully, since page 15 devotes 
three paragraphs to the Cuban troops in Angola and the Soviet and East 
German presence there. In addition, Issues Before the General Assembly 
discusses these and related issues in considerable detail. 

•< ._ ,,. ... 
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The New World Information Order (NWIO) 

The brief section of the Heritage Foundation statement on the NWIO 
contains similar distortions. The Heritage Foundation claims that 
"UNA's Guide for Model U.N. Delegates exhibits a pro-NWIO bias, for 
instance, by comparing the NWIO to the Associated Press struggle to 
break into the international news service cartel 80 years ago when it 
was dominated by Reuters and the German Wolff agencies." This is a 
classic case of distorting a statement by taking it out of context, 
since the UNA-USA publication notes that this comparison is made by 
"Third World spokesmen in their campaign for a New World Information 
Order." UNA-USA has not endorsed that statement here or elsewhere; 
it simply mentions some of the arguments of those favoring a NWIO as 
well as arguments of those opposing it. 

Similarly, the Heritage Foundation falsely states that the UNA
USA publication fails "to note the grave threat posed to press freedom 
by NWIO under the shibboleth of 'protection of journalists' (i.e., 
licensing of western newsmen in the Third World)." The UNA-USA paper 
in fact points out that the UNESCO Commission for the Study of Communica
tions Problems (the MacBride Commission) underlined that "to propose a 
licensing system for journalists was dangerous since it would require 
someone to stipulate who would be entitled to claim such protection. 
Journalists, the Commission observed, will be fully protected only when 
everyone's rights are guaranteed." The UNA-USA publication also notes 
that the Soviet member of the Commission dissented on a recommendation 
that "censorship or arbitrary control of information should be abolished." 
It is absurd to assert, as the Heritage Foundation has done, that the 
UNA-USA materials exhibit a pro-NWIO bias. As before, the obvious case 
of bias is in the Heritage Foundation's account of the UNA-USA materials. 

It should be noted that UNA-USA in March 1981 issued the following 
statement regarding UNESCO's consideration of the proposed New World 
Information Order: "The United Nations Association of the United States 
of America stands fully behind the freedom of the press and totally 
rejects any attempt at government control of the media .... If UNESCO, 
despite US efforts, ultimately makes decisions that interfere with press 
freedom, serious questions would inevitably be raised about U.S. 
participation in the organization." Moreover, UNA-USA has organized a 
series of national and regional seminars to increase discussion of the 
potential implications of a New World Information Order, with some of the 
most prominent and articulate defenders of a free press participating. 
When the World Federation of UNAs held an international symposium on the 
topic in 1981, UNA-USA ensured that this point of view had the strongest 
possible representation in the international dialogue. 

Conclusions 

As this evidence makes abundantly clear, the Heritage Foundation is 
guilty of more than shallow research and sloppy copy-editing. Its attack 
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on UNA-USA and the Model UN Programs displays a consistent pattern of 
gross misrepresentations and outright falsehoods. Indeed, its whole 
UN Assessment Project series has amounted to little more than malicious 
mud-slinging, as could have been expected given the slanted assumptions 
with which it was undertaken. Rather than presenting the kind of 
balanced, hard-headed analysis which every national and international 
organization needs from time to time, the Heritage Foundation has 
chosen instead to let its own biases carry its campaign into the gutter. 
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Ar111s Control: 
The Multilateral Alternative 

EDWARD C. LUCK, editor 

This book is the first major American study of the critically important subject of multilateral approaches to 
arms control on both the regional and global levels. 

These essays, commissioned by the United Nations Association of the USA and reviewed by a joint 
governmental-private study group, were written by leading arms control and defense experts. Combining historical, 
political, and military analyses, the book outlines a series of recommendations for American and international 
policies concerning both nuclear and conventional arms control. It includes an assessment of the Second 
UN Special Session on Disarmament in 1982, extensive analyses of Soviet-American relations, of divisions 
within the Western alliance, and of non-aligned perspectives, as well as a bibliography, and a Foreward by 
Elliot L. Richardson. 

Edward C. Luck is Executive Vice President of the United Nations Association of the USA. 

"This book brings to bear a unique and revealing 
perspective on arms control. It shows the problems to be 
global in scope and to merit a serious review by the 
international community of the priority they deserve:' 

Paul C. Warnke 
Former Director of the US Arms Control and 
Disarmament Agency and Former Chief 
Negotiator for SALT II 

"This collection of essays will make an important 
contribution to the public's understanding of these long
neglected issues. The analyses of conventional arms 
control and nuclear proliferation are particularly insightful:' 

Barry M. Blechman 
Vice President for International Affairs, 
Roosevelt Center for American Policy Studies 
and Former Assistant Director, US Arms Control 
and Disarmament Agency 

Published by New York University Press as part of its UNA-USA Policy Studies Book Series. 

May 1983, 250 pages 
"ISBN: 0-8147-5005-2/$32.50, cloth 
ISBN: 0-8147-5006-0/$15.00, paper 

Please use this form to place your order. 
Orders must be accompanied by check, 
payable to UNA-USA. 

Add $1.00 handling charge per order. 

Please send me. ___ copies of the cloth edition of Arms Control: The Multilateral Alternative 
(ISBN: 0-8147-5005-2) at $32.50 per copy. 
Please send me ___ copies of the paper edition of Arms Control: The Multilateral Alternative 
(ISBN: 0-8147-5006-0) at $15.00 per copy. 
Total amount enclosed . 
Send to Publications Department, UNA-USA, 300 East 42nd St. New York, NY 10017 



The US, The UN, and 
The Management of Global Change 

TOBY TRISTER GATI, editor 

American expectations of the UN have changed greatly over the past four decades, leading to increased 
concern and confusion about what the organization can and cannot do and how the United States should use 
the United Nations. Can the UN still serve US foreign policy interests? Or is the increased skepticism about its 
value warranted? 

This important reassessment of the relationship between the United States and the United Nations is 
the first book to be published since the Reagan Administration refocused attention on the world organization. 
Published under the auspices of the United Nations Association of the United States, it offers an in-depth 
discussion of the development of the UN system, a look at some current problems, and a discussion of US policy 
at the United Nations-have we used the organization well or is American foreign policy there erratic and even 
counterproductive to America's long-term objectives in the international system? 

Toby Trister Gati is Deputy Vice President of Research and Policy Studies of the United Nations Association of 
the USA. 

"If the US is to use the UN effectively, the public has to 
know what goes on there and why. This book is an excel
lent place to start:• 

William W. Scranton 
Former Governor of Pennsylvania and 
Former United States Ambassador to the 
United Nations 

"This collection of first-rate essays provides a balanced and 
realistic assessment of the UN system. The book will be 
stimulating and helpful reading for courses in international 
politics and organization and in US foreign policy:• 

Harold K. Jacobson 
Professor of Political Science and 
Research Scientist, University of Michigan 
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SHAPING THE GLOBAL AGENDA: 
PRIORITIES FOR US POLICY IN INTEUATIORAL ORGANIZATIONS 

A Report by the United Nations Association of the USA, 
its 0\apters and Affiliated Organizations 

Maximizing the effective use of international organizations and 
energizing US leadership in the United Nations are urgent requirements 
for dealing with the political and economic crises facing the world 
today. This report, the first in a series to be published by UNA's 
Program on Multilateral Issues and Institutions, brings together the 
views of policymakers and concerned citizens throughout the country and 
points a new direction for international action based on a sensitivity 
both to US national interests and the national concerns of other 
states. 
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From lhe Desk of 

ROBERT M. RATNER 

We a 11 know that the UN has been under severe 
attack in recent weeks -- its basic purposes 
have been questioned, not-too-subtle sugges
tions have been made th~t it leave New York, 
and now efforts are being made in Congress to 
cut UN funding. 

To counter these anti-UN sentiments, UNA has 
produced and distributed a wide range of 
materials. These include publication in 
The New York Times of a Statement of Support 
signed by senior foreign policy makers, 
publicizing the results of the Roper poll 
on public attitudes towards the UN, the 
placing in major American newspapers of 
OP-Ed pieces signed by UNA 1 s top leader
ship, distribution of sample editorials and 
letters to the editor for use by our Chapters, 
and ensuring that our point of view is rep
resented on radio and TV shows dealing with 
the UN. 

As a result, we are now reaching out to a 
much wider public than ever before and are 
recognized as an indispensable source of 
information on the UN. 



CONTACT: 

United Nations Association of the United States of America 
300 East 42nd Street, New York, NY 10017 212 697 3232 

' 

Toby Trister Gati or 
William Powell 
(212) 697-3232 

BROAD PUBLIC SUPPORT FOR UN UNDERSCORED BY ELLIOT RICHARDSON 
IN TESTIMONY BEFORE HOUSE FOREIGN AFFAIRS COMMITTEE 

Appearing before the Subcommittee on Human Rights and International 

Organizations of the House Committee on Foreign Affairs on Tuesday, 

September 27th, Ambassador Elliot L. Richardson forcefully reaffirmed the 

value of the United Nations to US foreign policy and the importance of 

having the headquarters of the United Nations in this country, "Whether 

we like it or not," he noted, "our fate is indissolubly bound up with 

the actions of countries with different economic, political, and social 

systems .... Scarcely any important American interes 4 and no serious threat 

to our well-being, is within our power to manage or control by ourselves 

or with a few friends." Faced with that reality, the United States must 

"employ every available means, including the use of multilateral organizations" 

to manage global problems. 

Ambassador Richardson began his testimony by reading a statement signed 

by six former Secretaries of State, four former National Security Advisers, 

and seven former US Permanent Representatives to the UN affirming the 

important role the United Nations plays in the conduct of US foreign policy. 

Asserting that their experience in various governmental positions had 

underscored the importance of the United Nations in providing this country 

"with a forum for protecting and promoting our own interests as well as 

for seeking solutions to problems we share with other countries," this 

distinguished bipartisan group also stressed the importance of having the 

United Nations remain headquartered in the United States. 



THE UNITED NATIONS: 
A STATEMENT OF SUPPORT: 

The following statement on the importance of the United Nations in the 
conduct of U.S. foreign policy has been endorsed by 6 former U.S. Secre
taries of State, 4 former National Security Advisers and 7 former Permanent 
Representatives to the U.N.: 

"The United Nations is an important instrumentality, In the conduct of Amer
ican foreign policy. Our experience, both in our public and private roles, 
has brought this home to us. 

The United Nations provides this country with a forum for protecting and 
promoting our own interests as well as for seeking solutions to problems 
we share with other countries. 

It is appropriate as well that this country should be the site of the United 
Nations, given the vision that has guided us as a nation and given the role 
we play, on all levels, in the world today. 

We all recognize the shortcomings of the United Nations, but we live in a 
very imperfect and increasingly dangerous world and we must make the 
best use possible of whatever means we · have for managing the problems 
that beset us. " 

GEORGE W. BALL 
Pennanent Representative to the UN - 1968 

ZBIGNIEW BRZEZINSKI 
NatlonaJ Security Adviser - 1977-1981 

McGEORGE BUNDY 
National Security Adviser - 1961-1966 

ARTHURJ.GOLDBERG 
Permanent Representative to the UN - 1965-1968 

ALEXANDER M. HAIG 
Secretary of State - 1 981-1 982 

HENRY A. KISSINGER• 
Secretary of State - 1973-1977 
National Security Adviser - 1969-197 4 

DONALD F. McHENRY 
Permanent Representative to the UN - 1979-1981 

DANIEL PATRICK MOYNIHAN 
Permanent Representative to the UN - 1975-1976 

EDMUND S. MUSKIE 
Secretary of State - 1980-1 981 

WILLIAM P. ROGERS 
Secretary of State - 1969-1973 

DEAN RUSK 
Secretary of State - 1961-1 969 

JOHN A. SCALI 
Permanent Representative to the UN-1973-1975 

BRENT SCOWCROFT 
National Security Adviser - 1975-1977 

WIWAM W. SCRANTON 
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STATEMENT OF 
THE HONORABLE ELLIOT L. RICHARDSON 

Before the 
Subcommittee on Human Rights 

and International Organizations 
of the 

Committee on Foreign Affairs 
US House of Representatives 

September 27, 1983 

It is a pleasure for me to testify once again before this subcommittee. 

I congratulate you on holding these hearings at this moment. The relationship 

betwe~n the United States and the United Nations is an important one that 

involves profound issues of this country's view of itself and of the world 

at large. As President Reagan once again reaffirmed in his speech to the 

opening session of the UN General Assembly yesterday, this country has 

been supportive of the UN since its founding. "Our goals are those that 

guide this very body," he said, adding "Our ends are the same as those of 

the UN's founders." The President emphasized that, "The UN has a proud 

history of promoting conciliation and helping keep the peace .... The UN 

and its affiliates have made important contributions to the quality of 

life on this planet, such as directly saving countless lives through its 

refugee and emergency relief programs." 

Nevertheless, many people continue to question the usefulness of the 

world organization,and the Senate recently voted to make debilitating 

cuts in US support fo·r the UN. In recent days there has been a series of 

intemperate remarks about the UN, going so far as to question whether it 

should remain in the United States. These comments have been unfortunate, 

it seems to me, in all respects but one, namely that they do provide an 

opportunity for reflection on the underlying causes of the problem and 

the true attitudes of the American people. 

I should like at this tiroe to reaq. to the s.uh.co.mmittee a brief state

ment on these is.sues by six former Secretaries of State, seven former 

United States Permanent Representatives to the UN, and fo.ur former 

National Security Advisers: 

"'l'he United Nations is an important instrumentality in the 

conduct of American foreign policy. Our experience, both in 

our public and private roles, has brought this home to us. 

The United Nations provides this country with a forum for 

protecting and promoting our own interests as well as for 

seeking solutions to problems we share with other countries. 

It is appropriate as well that this country should be the 

site of the United Nations, given the vision that has 

guided us as a nation and given the role we play, on all 

levels, in the world today. We all recognize the short

comings of the United Nations, but we l ive in a very 

imperfect and increasingly dangerous world and we must 

make the best use possible of whatever means we have for 

managing the problems that beset us." 

Those who have authorized me to make this statement on their behalf 

include many of the distinguished individuals who have served this country 

so well in high level policy positions. Needless to say, I heartily concur 

with the sentiments of this distinguished bipartisan group.* 

*Copy of statement is appended. 
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other attempts to adjust to the realities of global interdependence, the 
UN is the target of a sense of frustration and resentment. These feelings 
spring from a number of simplistic assumptions, ~11 of them wrong; 

--that the US is still consistently able, as we like to think it 
once was, to protect and promote its own interests solely by its own 
efforts; 

--that organized, multilateral means of solving or dealing with 
problems are not only in the main unnecessary, but are to be 
distrusted; and 

--that unilateralism is forced on us by an essentially hostile world. 

This is a crippling vision of the world for a superpower with global 
responsibilities. Whether we like it or not, our fate is indissolubly 
bound up with the actions of countries with different economic, political 
and social systems, as well as with other developed Western countries. 
In today's world, scarcely an important American interest 1 and no 

serious threat to our-well-being, is within our power to manage or control 
by ourselves or with a few friends. Native American pragmatism, faced 
with that reality, would see only one sensible course--to employ every 
available means, including the use of multilateral organizations, to bring 
to bear on these concerns the joint efforts of the countries necessary to 
their successful management. 

Fortunately, the American people continue to show the common sense 
and pragmatism they are known for. A public opinion poll conducted this 
past summer by the Roper Organization for the United Nations Association 
demonstrates once again that a clear majority of the public believes that 
the UN is important, that the US should maintain or increase its partici
pation in it, and that the organization is a place where we can hope to 
work out acceptable solutions to important problems. Only a small minority 
characterizes the UN--as do the neo-isolationists--as an anti-American 
9rganization where a hostile majority consistently comes to decisions 
against US interests. Roughly the same number (19%) would have the US 
give highest priority to answering attacks on this country in the UN 
rather than on working for agreements on major global issues. 

Mr. Chairman, I will submit the poll results and their analysis for 
the record, since I believe they are significant and relevant to this 
discussion. Let me here note a few of them that are most indicative. 

When they were asked which of three statements ~ame closest to 
their feelings about the UN today, by far the greatest number (49 percent) 
agreed that "Although the US is frequently outvoted, enough common ground 
exists on most issues for the US to work within the UN." Asked whether 
the UN should be given more power or less power to cope with seven major 
global issues, 67 percent wanted the UN to have more power to deal with 
reduci11g the superpower confrontation and with supporting human rights, 
64 percent advocated giving it more power to conserve natural resources, 
and 55 percent wanted the UN to do more to help poor countries develop. 
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(212) 697-3232 

UN STILL WINS APPROVAL OF MOST AMERICANS, 
ROPER POLL REPORTS 

5y a sizable majority, Americans b~lieve that enough common gro~nq 

exists in the UN to rna~e it worthwhile for the US to work witpin the 

organization and that decisions taken at the UN are largely compatible 

with US interests. In addition, a near majority of those polled want 

the US Government to pursue policies in the UN aimed at reaching agreemeq.ts 

acceptable to the broadest possible number of countries. Only 19 percent 

give highest priority to answering attacks on the us, and less than 

one-fourth thin~ the United Nations has become an anti-American organization. 

These are the major conclusions of a Roper Poll ~ommi~sioned by the 

United Nations ~sociation (UNA,-USA) to gauge public support for the UN. 

Also included in the Poll -is a survey of UNA's members' at~itudes towards 

the UN. 

After releasing the Poll, Orville L. Freeman, Chairman of the Board 

of Governors of UNA-USA stated: "The message to Washington is clear: if 

the US takes the lead in defining what it wants from the United Nations, 

the American public is prepared to see the UN assume a more active role 

in resolving global problems." 

Heavy majorities of those polled thought the UN should be given 

more power to reduce the possibility of superpower confrontation, strengthen 

human rights, conserve natural resources, and promote economic development. 

In addition, !ewer peopie appear to be d1ssac1sf1ed with the UN than was 

true in past polls, although a majority would withhold US contributions to 
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DIRECTIONS FOR THE UN: 

US Public Opinion on the United Nations 

Results of the 1983 Roper Poll 
Commissioned by UNA-USA 

Background Paper Prepared by UNA-USA, September 1983 

Summary of the Findings 

Americans have once again reaffirmed their belief th at the 
United Nations plays a constructive role in US foreign policy. They 
recognize a tremendous need for enhancing international stability and 
promoting economic development and see the UN as an appropriate 
vehicle for accomplishing tb ese tasks. A clear majority of the 
American people finds that "enough common ground exists on most 
issues to make it worthwb ile for the US to work with in the UN" or 
that "decisions taken by UN members are largely compatible with our 
own interests." In addition, a near majority wants the Unit~d States 
to pursue active engagement in the UN in order to "work for 
agreements on major global issues that are acceptable to the broadest 
number of countries possible." 

In terms of the American public's agenda for the UN, the 
results are rather clear cut -- strive for consensus agreements in 
the UN to reduce the danger of superpower conflict, strengthen human 
rights, conserve natural resources, and speed economic development. 
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These are the major conclusions of a poll recently conducted by 
the Roper Organization for UNA-USA. This poll was commissioned in 
June 1983 as part of UNA's program on Multilateral Issues and 
Ins ti tu tions and updates an earlier 1980 survey of American 
perceptions of the UN and the US role in the United Nations. 

Also included in th is report are the conclusions of a simil.ar 
survey of over 1,000 of UNA's 20,000-member national constituency in 
wb ich UNA members responded to the same questions presented to tb e 
national sample. Tb is second survey gives additional insights into 
the views of a particularly politically active, internationalist 
segment of the American people. 

The attitudes of UNA' s membersb ip underscore the general trends 
outlined in tb e nationwide Roper Poll: support for active US 
engagement in tb e UN' s search for consensus agreements on problems 
that concern the entire international community. Eigb ty percent of 
UNA members favor increasing US participation in tbe UN. By a 
similar margin, they believe that enough common ground can be found 
to warrant bringing important problems to the UN. Although a greater 
percentage of UNA members feels the UN is doing a good job th an among 
the general public, almost one-fourth of those polled believe the UN 
is not performing as well as it could. With a few exceptions, tbe 
UNA membersb ip poll comes closest to tb e views expressed by the 
political activist subgroup in the Roper Poll. UNA members represent 
a b igb ly educated, politically vocal segment of tb e population, 
people who can often exert considerable influence both in their local 
communities and in national politics. 

A detailed analysis of the Roper Poll and the survey of UNA's 
membersb ip fallows • 
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Among the UNA sample, almost four-fifths (79%) believe that 
sufficient common ground exists to warrant a significant commitment 
by the United States to active participation in the UN and an 
additional 13% feel the basic orientation of the UN is compatible 
with US national interests. Th is compared favorably with the 
opinions expressed by the college educated, liberals, and the 
political activists polled by the Roper Organization. 

QUESTION: 

Here are tbree different approaches tbe United States could 
take in tbe UN. If tbe United States could only do one 
of tbese tbree things, which one would you most like to see 
us do? 

Answer more directly attacks on tbe United States 
tbat are made in tbe UN••••••••••••••••••••••••••••l9% 

Work bebind tbe scenes witb friendly 
countries to have our point of view prevail •••••••• 19% 

Work for agreements on major global issues 
tbat are acceptable to tbe broadest number of 
countries possible•••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••48% 

Don't know ••• ~•••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••14% 

The clearly preferred approach for US foreign policy in the UN 
is to work for consensus agreements with allies and other countries. 
Taken together, the latter two choices, both of which presuppose 
compromise and active participation in the UN's work, account for 67% 
of the total. Only one person in five favors directly 
confrontational tactics, a policy which presumably would make it 
difficult to achieve the compromise agreements implied in the other 
two choices. 

Support for compromise and consensus is strongest among younger 
people ( those under 45), in the Midwest and West, and among the more 
highly educated and politically active. There is no significant 
difference between Democrats, Republicans and Independents on this 
question, although liberals do appear to be stronger adherents of the 
consensus approach and there is greater support for answering attacks 
on the United States in a more forceful manner among Republicans. 

By a lopsided majority (80%), UNA members favor compromise and 
consensus building as opposed to an aggressively offensive US policy 
in the United Nations. An additional 11% prefer behind the scenes 
efforts to gather support for American policy initiatives. These 
preferences correspond most closely to those expressed by executives/ 
professionals, college graduates, liberals, and political activists 
in the Roper sample. 
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Age is an important factor in determining the level of support 
for an activist US policy in the UN: the youngest age group (those 
under 30) favors increased participation by a significantly greater 
margin than do people in their forties and fifties (37% to 29%) and 
by an even greater spread over those in the 60 and over group ( 3 7% to 
22%). As household income and educational level rises, so does the 
number of people in favor of increased US participation in the United 
Nations. For example, only a quarter of those earning $10,000 per 
year or less favor increasing the US role in the UN, while 36% of 
those earning $30,000 or more favor this course of action. The 
Northeast and the West are the regions most supportive of a greater 
US role in UN affairs, while the South clearly emerges as the region 
least supportive of the US commitment to the UN. One-third of those 
polled, regardless of their political affiliation, reaffirmed support 
for greater US involvement in the UN; however, Republicans stand out 
in the larger number calling for less participation (31% vs. 24% for 
Democrats and 22% for Independents), as do conservatives (29% vs. 22% 
for moderates and 23% for liberals). Liberals are generally 
characterized by a significantly higher level of support for 
increased US participation in the UN (37% as compared with 31% for 
moderates and 30% for conservatives). 

Over four-fifths of the UNA sample would increase the US role 
in the UN, while only 4% would decrease US participation in the UN. 
Th is is significantly greater than any of the groups included in the 
Roper sample, ref lee ting the in terna tionalis t orientation and 
commitment to multilateral institutions that one would expect from 
those who choose to be members of an organization like UNA-USA. 

QUESTION: 

In general, do you ·feel the UN is doing a good job or a poor 
job in trying to solve the problems it has to face? 

1983 
(Sample divided into two halves) 

More in-depth 
response 

Good job 21% 

Poor job 37% 

In between 25% 
(volunteered) 

Don't know 16% 

Trend sa11ple 

35% 

42% 

:xxx3 

23% 

1980 

30% 

53% 

xxx3 

18% 

1977 

32% 

39% 

xu3 

29% 

As in 1980, more people feel the UN is doing a poor job than a 
good job. However, the "good job" percentage in the half of the 
sample comparable to polls taken in previous years (the trend sample) 

3volunteered "in between" answer category not provided thus forcing 
people into "good job," "poor job" or "don't know." 
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the UN is doing a good job as opposed to 35% of the 18-29 year olds 
and 39% of those from 30-44. On the other hand, the number of people 
responding that the UN is doing a poor job is relatively consistent 
for the four age groups polled. As income, educational and 
occupationa.1, levels rise, so does dissatisfaction with the job the UN 
is doing. Nearly one-half of the executive/professional, 
college-educated, and $30,000-plus income groups think the UN is 
doing a poor job. These are the same groups, it should be recalled, 
that expressed stronger sentiment for increasing US participation in 
the UN in the previous question. The Nor th east and West give the UN 
the highest marks, while the response of those in the South is the 
most uniformly negative: only 32% of Southerners believe the UN is 
doing a good job and 45% say it is performing poorly. Members of all 
political parties and all political philosophies give the UN 
approximately the same approval rating ( the range is from 33-37%), 
but Republicans and conservatives do show a considerably higher level 
of dissatisfaction with the UN. Fifty-two percent of Republicans and 
47% of conservatives feel th.e UN is doing a poor job whereas only 39% 
of the Democrats and Independents and 38% of the moderates feel the 
same way. Liberals are to be found midway between the two, with 43% 
indicating that the UN is doing a poor job. The highest level of 
dissatisfaction by far comes from those who see themselves as 
political activists 56% of this group think the UN is doing 
poorly. 

Turning to the revised, more in-depth response to the question, 
in which respondents were able to select an "in between" choice in 
assessing the UN's performance, there is a marked shift in the 
assessment made by many of the subgroups. In some cases, the changes 
are quite drama tic, with as many as a third of the respondents in any 
one category changing their views. The largest shift is usually 
among those who say the UN is doing a good job -- approximately twice 
as many in th is .group changed their answer from "good" to "in 
be tween" as shifted from "poor" to "in between." The largest shifts 
occurred among blacks, Southerners, non-high school graduates, and 
political activists. 

Only in the case of the politically active groups and among 
Republicans did the percent change from "poor" to "in between" equal 
the percent shift from "good" to "in between." (Thirty-two percent of 
the politically active shifted to an "in between" response, as did 
22% of the Republicans in the poll.) This suppports the hypothesis 
that even with those groups registering the strongest opinions about 
the UN in the trend question ( in these two cases, negative opinions) , 
the more nuanced answer is more reflective of their true views of the 
UN. In addition, when the good and "in between" answers of these two 
groups are combined, then 52% of the political activists and 45% of 
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Diss a tisf action with the United Nations is most vividly 
expressed in the question concerning when and how the US should 
contribute to various UN programs. While some subgroups are less 
inclined to withhold US financial support for certain UN activities 
than are other groups -- primarily the higher income and occupational 
groups, the liberals and the independents -- 39 of the 40 subgroups 
tabulated are more inclined to withhold contributions than not. Of 
all the categories polled, only people in executive/professional 
occupations are more inclined not to place conditions on US 
contributions to the UN -- and then only by one percentage point (46% 
to 45%). Conservatives would withhold US contributions by a margin 
of almost 2:1 and Republicans by a 5:3 margin. 

Age is not nearly as significant a variable as it is on other 
questions in the poll -- the youngest and oldest groups differ by 
only 3% (50% to 53%) in their belief that the US should restrict its 
contribution to the UN under certain circumstances. Whites are more 
inclined to withhold funds than are blacks (52% to 43%). People from 
the Northeast and South are more strongly in favor of withholding US 
contributions, 'While the strongest sentiment for continued support of 
the UN, even when its activities seem objectionable, comes from the 
Western parts of the country. 

Among UNA members, the question of financial contributions doea 
not appear to be linked to approval or disapproval of the UN's 
performance as expressed in the previous two questions. Eighty-five 
percent of UNA's constituents would not punish the UN when its member 
states take actions with which the US Government may disagree, \lt,ile 
only 9% would withhold US financial contributions to express 
disapproval with the UN. Th is opinion may be prompted by concern 
that such a policy could lead to ins ti tu tional paralysis or 
tit-for~tat politics, thus interfering with the UN's work across the 
board. 

The desire to exercise greater control over US contributions to 
the UN is very strongly and widely felt, but it does not indicate a 
lessened commitment to the UN \lt,en it tackles important international 
issues, as the results of the next question clearly indicate. 
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area. Particularly suggestive of this conclusion is the 
significantly greater opposition to UN refugee-related work in the 
Southern areas of the country -- where only 31% favor giving the UN 
more power to deal with the problem and 40% want it to b ave less 
power -- and the low level of support for UN efforts among non~ igb 
school graduates and those earning under $10,000, the very groups 
tb at would be most threatened economically by waves of new 
immigrants. 

Black American opinion differs significantly from whites on 
issues of war and peace as well as those involving economic 
development. Blacks are more supportive of the UN's work in several 
areas. Eighty-one percent of blacks and only 64% of whites want the 
UN to do more to strengthen human rigb ts, 63% of black Americans and 
54% of whites want the UN to help poor countries more, and b alf the 
blacks but only two-fifths of the whites want the UN's role in 
resolving local conflicts to be enhanced. Only on the issue of 
conserving natural resources are blacks less supportive of 
strengthening the UN than whites (59% of blacks vs. 65% of whites). 

Respondents in the UNA poll also favor increasing the UN's 
power to resolve political conflicts and spur economic development. 
In all cases, they do so by even larger margins than do those polled 
by the Roper Organization. They give highest priority to 
strengthening the UN's ability to manage the superpower competition, 
advance human rights, conserve natural resources, and aid less 
developed countries -- exactly the same four issues singled out by 
the general public and the political activists as most important. 
Only very small percentages would favor reducing the UN's power to 
deal with the seven issues cited. The largest discrepancy between 
the answers given by the general public and those provided by UNA 
members concern aid to refugees -- over 80% of UNA members but only 
37% of the general public favors increasing UN efforts in this area. 
Tb e very different response to th is question may mean th at the 
domes tic and international concerns outlined above influence the 
opinion of UNA's membership significantly less than they do that of 
the public at large. It may also reflect greater knowledge of what 
the UN actually does to alleviate the suffering of refugee 

populations. 

The seven issues presented in the poll cover a wide range of UN 
activities in the political, economic, and humanitarian fields, 
representing areas where the UN already plays an active role and 
where the track record is already there to examine. Therefore, it is 
particularly revealing that with the exception of only three 
subgroups in one of the questions (aid to refugees), the number of 
respondents in both the Roper Poll and the UNA poll wanting to either 
increase or maintain current levels of UN activity constitutes an 
absolute majority in all cases. 
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ELLIOT L. RICHARDSON 
Guest columnist 

Strengthen the U .N ., 
don't undermine it 

NEW YORK - Underlying 
the recent spate of attacks on 
the U.N. is a vague uneasinesc, 
about the state of the world and 
the USA's role m it. The U.N. 
has become a convenient 
scapegoat on which to blame 
the world 's ills and the Short
comm~ of our own JX)licy. 

The most far-fetched sugges
tion has been that we would be 
bener off if the U.N. Jett Amer
ican soil. It is as if we Should 
shut our doors - and our ears 
- to the rest of the world. 

Those who would advocate 
such Shortsighted foohshness 
are blinded by a mixture of ISO

iationism, ideology and igno
rance. Unaware or unmmdtul 
of the realities of global inter
dependence, they would substi• 
tute illusion for reality and 
rhetonc for strategy. 

They would have us retreat 
from the tradiuon of openness 
that haS contributed so much to 
thL, country's greatness and 
hide our heads m the ground 
like n fnghtened ostnch. 

It has served Amencan hon
or and interests to have the 
leaders of the world assemble 
here to d!SCUSS their differ
ences. read our publications, 
meet our citizens, absorb our 
culture and buy our products. 

The New York Citv econo
my alone gains almost.as much 
revenue annually from the 
U.N.'s presence as the USA 
contributes to the U.N. budget, 
not to mention the large por
twn or the U.N.'s outlays over
sea,; Uiat IS spent on Amencan 
technology, goods and exper
tLc.e . 

Fortunately, the Amencan 
public IS sensible enough to 
recognize the U.N.'s imJX)r· 
tance. 

A recent Roper JX)II reveals 

Elliot L. Richardson, veteran 
of several Cabinet posts, is 
chairman of the Unit.ed Na
tions Association of the USA. 

that three-!U'ths believe that 
enough common ground exmts 
in the U.N. to make it wortn
while for the USA to work with
in the orgaruzation, or that de
cisions taken at the U.N. are 
largely compatible With us. in
terests. • 

Nearly half want the U.S. 
government to pursue JX)licies 
in the U.N. aimed at reaching 
agreement acceptable to the 
broadest number of countries. 
while only 19 percent feel that 
the highest pnority should be 
answenng attacks on the USA. 
And les.5 than one-fourth be
lieve that the U.N. has become 
an anti-Amencan orgamz.ation. 

The JX>ll showed that most 
Amencan.::. believe that the 
U.N. Should be given more 
JX)Wer 10 deal with reducing 
risks of war (67 percent ). SUJ>

porung human nght<; (67 per
cent ). conservmg narural re
sources (64 percent). and help
mg poor countries develop (55 
percent). 

The American people recog
nize that the U .N. IS no pana
cea. that it has serious short• 
comings and needs U.S. leader
ship. But they also reahze that 
it LS the only global forum With 
which to develop a safer, saner 
and more Just world. 

At a ume of growing vio
lence in Lebanon. of Soviet du• 
plici ry and aggres.5ion, of an es
calaung arm.c; race, and of a 
shaky world economic system. 
we should be searching for 
ways to strengthen and Im
prove the United Nations. not 
underminmg ii with tnvolous 
and unrealistic suggestions. 
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Point of View 
The UN Does Make A Difference 

This year l! i~ not business as 
u~ual at the United Nations. The 
Organization 1s caught up in a 
~t orm ot controversy over Korean 
and Soviet airplanes, over the value 
of the UN to the United State~ 
fore1izn policy, and, •indeed, over 
whether the UN should stay in New 
York or leave the country . 

Some of the quemoning raises 
leg1t1mate issues about the way the 
L"N conducts HS business and about 
the business which II chooses to 
conduct . Some. however, expresses 
a narrow nationalism-once called 
1solat1onism-wh1ch appears to be 
di rected at the U , but 1s in realit y 
an attack on the whole idea of 
cooperative efforts to deal with 
global rroblem~ 

It 1s dangerom for the U.S. to 
make the UN the target ot our 
frustrations and resentment when 
other countries do things wtth 
which we disagree . Whether we like 
it or not, scarcely an 1mponant 
American interest, and no serious 
threat to our well-being, is wtthin 
our power to manage or control by 
ourselves or w11h a tew friends. The 
UN is a place where we can bring 
our concerns to the anent ion 01 the 
world community. 

Those charged with implementing 
U.S. foreign policy dunng the past 
twentv-five vears are keenly aware 
of th~ need · to use every available 
means, including the use of 
multilateral organizauons, to fur 
ther U.S. interests and to manage 
global problems . A statement 
recentlv endorsed by six former 
Secret~nes of State, four former 
National Secunty Advisors. and 
seven former U.S . Permanent 
Representatives to the UN. stresses 
the 1moortance of the UN as a 
"forum for protecting and pro
moung our own interests as well a 

By Elliot L. Richard~on 

for seeking solutions to problems 
we share with other countries." 

The public, too. has a keen sense 
of the UN ' ~ importance. It 1, not 
true that most Amencans are fed 
up with the UN. A recent public 
opinion poll conducted by the 
Roper Orgamza11on tor the United 
Nations Association reminds us or 
the innate good ~ense and 
pragmatism for which Americans 
are well-known. It ~hows that 
Americans appreciate the need for 
global inst1tut1ons and want to see 
them given more authornv even 
while they recognize that they are 
far trom perrect. 

Elltor L. Richardson served as 
!>ecretan· oj Defense Januarv-Mav 
1973. and IS currentl y Chairman oj 
the Unued Nattons AssocIarwn. 

For instance, three-fifths of those 
polled believe that enough common 
ground exists in the UN to make it 
worthwhile for the U.S. to work 
within the orgamzauon or that UN 
decisions are largely compatible 
with U.S. interests . Less than a 
quarter see the UN as an anti
American body where a hosule ma
jonty consistently comes 10 deci 
sions opposed to U.S . interests . 

When asked which one of three 
approaches they would most hke to 
see the U.S . take in the UN, more 
than two-thirds of those polled 
pretc:rred policies which would en
courage cooperation with other na
tions of the world. 

Of these. almost half (4811,10) 
preferred working for agreements 
that are acceptable to the broadest 
number of counmes. Less than a 
fifth (19070) gave the highest prion
ty to answering more directlv at
tacks made m the UN against the 

U.S. 
More impressive. perhaps. were 

the heavy ma1onties that thought 
the UN should be given more power 
to deal wllh reducing the danger of 
superpower confrontation. mppor
tmg human nithts (67"7o each I . ..:on
serving natural resources 164%), 
and helping poor countries develop 
(55"io) . 

Bridging the gap between public 
expectations and the UN 's actual 
pertormance can only be ac
complished by an increased com
mnmenr from UN member states 10 

use the United Nauons for solving 
problems. Ways must be tound to 
make the Unned Nauons work bet
ter and to adapt exisung institu 
tions to the needs of a rapidly 
changin!! 1nrernat1onal system. 

1 he locus o f debate m this coun
try about the UN should be on 
these practical issues. but it too 
seldom 1~. Instead, we hear in
temperate remarks about bootmg 
the UN out of the country and our 
polit1c1ans rush to make 
debilitaung cuts in U.S. financial 
support tor the UN. 

Such a cavalier attitude towards 
the United Nations will.not help us 
generate constr11ctive national 
policies or build mululateral insmu
uons capable of dealing wllh global 
problem~ . 

The United Nations Association 
of the IJSA ha~ underway a ma1or 
new program to reinvigorate the 
UN and stimulate: constructive 
courses of acuon for U.S. policy . 
This. in turn . should spur univer
sities, public affairs institu11ons. 
and the Government io plan tor the 
future instead of dwelling on the 
past. As political conf11ct becomes 
more acute and economic develop
ment falters, there are 1ew tasks 
more urgent.* 
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Oc_tober 4, 1983 

TO Interested Members, Press Secretaries, LAs 

FROM Edith Wilkie 

RE Response to recent United Nations controversies 

The National Republican Congressional Committee has distributed 
a press release charging that nembers who called for Ambassador 
Lichenstein' s resicrna tion were "criti zing Arner ica .... " 

~ . 
Ironically, the comrnents of Ambassador Lichenstein, along with 
those of Mayor Koch and the amendment of Senator Kassebaum to 
reduce U.S. f unding for the U.N., have provo ked some strongly 
supportive state~ents on the U.N. often not highly publicized 
and often from unlikel y sources. Of special interest: 

* Public opinion: SGpport for thA U.N. is still strong. ABC's 
scienti f i c ne ws pol l cond ucted after the Lichenstein statement 
(in contrast to non-sci e n t i f ic "phone-ins'' on ABC's "Nightline" 
show) revealed th a t 72 percent support the U.N. being in the U.S., 
and only 28 percent oppose it. A CBS/New York Times poll r~leased 
last week shows that 89 percent believe the U.S. should stay in 
the U.N. 

/7'Jstatement by six former Secretaries of State: On September 27, 
~following stacement was released by Hon. Elliott Richardson, 

on behalf cf former Secretaries of State Haig, Kissinger, Muskie, 
Rogers, Rusk and Vance: • 

"The United :;at ions is an important instrumentality 
in the conduc t o f American foreign policy ... (It) pro
vide s this country with a forum for protecting and pro
moting ou~ own interests as well.as for seeking solu
tions to pro blems we share with other countries. It 
is appropria te as well that this country should be the 
site •') f th ~ l.i.:J., given the vision that has guided us 
as a nation and gi v en the role we play, on all levels, 
in the world t oday . We all . recognize the shortcomings 
of the U.N., but we live in a very imperfect and in
crcasin~;l y c: ,:rn q cro u s world and we r:mst make the best 
us ':' po3s i. ;:il,:: c E '.v· tn tcve r means we have for m::inag ing 
th ,.:- prob l e::'. :::: t :1 ~1t be set us." 



* Statements by President Reaaan : After expressing agreement with 

Amb. Lichenstein, President Reagan appeared to reverse himself: 

--The U . S . is "proud to be the home" of the U.N., the New 
York TiDes q uoted the President as having told a group 

in New York , prior to his U. N. addre ss; 

-- "The U . N . at its best ca·n help us transcend fear and 
violence a nd can act as an enormous force f or peace and 
prosperity ... Th~ U.N. has a proud histo~y of pro~o
ting conciliation a nd helping keep the peace . ... i;'[e 

g ive our unwavering support to the peacekeeping efforts 
o f thi s body." (U .N. soeech, 9/28/83) \ 

--"The U. N. and its affilia t es have made important contri
butions to the quality of life on this planet , such as 

directly saving countless lives through its refdgee and 

emergency reli ef programs ." (U.N. speech, 9/28/83) 

* Testimony of Ambassador Kirknatrick : In a hearing on October 3, 

U. N. T,moassa.cior Jeane .Kirkputr i ck stated she wa s "oppose·d 11 to, and 

"would have voted against" the Eassebaum Amendme nt; and said its 

enact:-:ient '.-Jould provoke a "very negative" reaction among other 

U.N. members. 

* Col u;nn by Sen.:: t or ~Iovnihan : A New York Times Oo-Ed piece by 

fo rmer U .u . Ambassador - i-loynihan cailed on Presid~nt Reagan to 

"U .:N . do the Damage ,' ' by using h is ir. f luence to restore f unds re 

duced by the Kassebau.n Amendme nt -- no.ting that if the U .s. de

faults on its commitments , the U.N. might be t ransferred to 

Geneva or Vienna . 

* ome additional points on the U . N.: The U. N . i s the preferred -

if not the only - instrument leading t~e sear c h fo r political 

solut~ons to in-ernational problems . In some cases, it has closed 

the door on Soviet .ischief , as when it provided a vehicle for 

Zimbabwe ' s independence, and when its Securi t y Council laid the 

basis for the Camp David negotiations. Although the U.N. is a 

popular whipping boy, some statistics tell a different story: 

--Although the U. S . does bear the largest cost share of 
U. N. operations , when contr ibution s to the U.N. are fi
gured as a percentage of a nation's GNP, the U.S. ranks 

53rd of 154 nations . As Ambassador Kirkpatrick sa id in 
1982, "we pay four one -hundr edths of one percent of our 
G~P to the U . N ." 

--On a per cupit~ basis , the U . S . is th e 12th l a r gest 

contributor to the U. N. 

--Over the past 35 years, the U . N. has dealt with over 70 
cases invol·v·ing a br eac h of peace . In the ;-1iddle East 

alone, troc?s from over 21 count ries have served in 

U. N. peacekeeping forces . 

- -U . tl. soecializcd aoencies h flve , for example, resettled 
70,0 □ 0-Indochi~3 refugees; ~r3dicated smu llpo x (savin0 
$1 oiJ.lion :1 y-~zir in unnecessary vziccines 2.nc: controls); 

--.~n:l :-r0•.· ic1ed ti1-2 only i:1ter:1citi o nal _:;;2,fcc;'..l.::irds fc.ir- in-
t: -:: r :12 ::: ::. c n :-:. .1 : ~ u c le a.:- no:: - pr c, 1 i [ e .::- .:1 ti_ o 11 . 



L .S . . st111port 
f(,r tl1e U.N. 
q11estioned 

Hea~an to reassure 
' members in speech 

B,· SAUL FRIEDMAN 
H~roid Wash ir.gion Bureau 

WASHINGTON - In 1968, ca11-
forn1a Gov. Ronald Reagan declined 
a request tor his state to take part 
in the observance of United Nations 
Day on Oct. 24. the anniversary of 
its founding. An aide explained to 
th e national U.N. Day chairman 
that such a declaration might be 
"interpreted as a blanket endorse
men t ry jReagan) of the total Unit
ed Nauons concept and operation." 

But each year since he has been 
pre~i dent. Reagan has appointed a 
l.' .r-..-. Day chairman. And on Mon
e.:: .. '.- r:>.i r...:n wi ll address the Gener
~ .. ~,.~·mot:: in oraer, saia a senio:
offici al wno briefed reoorters, to 
•• ·p:i ~i;rm t he strong Un.ited States 
i:i;~:-io:-r to:- tne United Nations." 

; ;-., :r.ual added that Reagan, in 
,rn • '.! ~; tu set the tone of the 38th 
CL ::er ..i. "SS'.·:nbly as the first head 
01 s1.ate w speak, will outline "pro
posals for positive change," includ
rn ; new American positions on 
arms control and an explanation of 
American policies in Central Ameri
r :l a::j ttH: Middle East. 

Reagan·s appearance, however, 
comes at a time when the tradition
al American commitment to the 
United Nations 1s m doubt among 
members of Congress. scholars and 
1r>,,·1r:1 pot1ry specialists. 

1:liwec. ttie official who anony
.r.n,;~ 1-. onef PJ reporters ackno>w 1-
,·ci.•ec tn;;: recent events made it 
nPcr ss::! ry tn reassure members of 
tn e Unned Natioi.,s as well as the 
,\mr:-ican people of continued U.S 
suri>,'• rt for the organization. 

Sunday, SepL 25, 1983 / The Miami Herald 9A 

Last week, in what U.N. officiab 
and :it leasr one State Department 
aide described as a violation of the 
lJ.N . treaty, the United States 

placed restric-
• ~ ~ • • · tions on Soviet 

~:~ .,_, ~ ••• Foreign Minis-
~ • ~ \ij ter Andrei Gro-

.f , myko's annual 
journey to the 
General Assem
bly, and Gro
myko canceled. 

When a Rus
sian delegate 
suggested that 
the United 

Lichenstein States should 
not be the host 

country for the United Natiom, 
Deputy U.S. Representative Charles 
Lichenstein told him and other del .. , 
gates that the United States "wi11 
put no impediment in your way" f' 
th<>v ,.v,~hP'1 10 movP. 

Although 24 - House Democr..ts 
nsked tor Lichenstein 's resignation 

1 
and administration officials ex
plained that his remarks were per
sonal, President Reagan told a 
group of Journalists Wednesday 
!hat Lichenstein "had the hearty 
approval of most people in America 
in th e suggestion that we weren't 
ask in g anyone to leave, but if they 
cno?:>e to lea,·e , )!oodby." 

Then. Thursday, over the objec
tion s of the President and Republi
can leaders. the Senat r voted 66-23 
to cut the U.S. contribution to the 
United Nauons by $480 million over 
thP next five years. 

Thr statements by Lichenstein 
and Reaean. as well the official U.S. 
actions, ·came in reaction to the So
viet downing of the Korean Air 
Lines plane and the Russian refusal 
to acknowledge error or offer com
pensation to the families of the 269 
\'icums. 

• But questions about the adminis
trations attitude toward the United 
Nat ions predate the airline tragedy. 

The Heritage Foundation, a con
servative think-tank with consider
able influence in the administration, 
said in a January 1982 study that 
"the worth of the U.N. is more sus- • 
pect than at any time in its hlsto
rv .. .. There are questions ... as to 
v.-·hether the U.S. is benefiting from 
It !-. U.N . membership, given the pa
ralvs1s of the Security Council and 
th r anti-American. anti-Western, 
anti-moustn.... anti-capitalist ma-
1ori1,· m thr General Assembl~• -" 

Th r effect of the conservative 
view of these agencies is noted in a 
new volume, The U.S. the U.N. and . 
ti,!' Mana mcnt o oba an e, 
p hsncd bv the mte at1ons s
sociation and edited bv Toby Gati, 
it s vice president for policy and re
search. 
► It srud that in recent years, but 
especially since the beginning of the 
Reagan Administration, the United 
States has "begun to hinder U.N. : 
operations by imposing condluons i 
on the use of U.S. useued finuclal 1 

contributions. a clear violation of : 
treaty obligations." The Soviet 
Union and some other nations have 
similarly refused to contribute to • 
U.1'. programs with which they dis
agree. 

The U.N. association's study sug- I 
gested that one reason for hostility • 
t0 tne UnitPd Nations is Reagan 's 
view that \'irtually all evil 0ngi• • 
nates with the Soviet Union. ~ 

"The U.N. cannot be effective on ~ 
issues which involve the superpow- I 
ers," Gati said. "Thus when every 
debate is placed within the context ! 
of East-West relations, other na- i 
uons decline to take sides, because , 
of their own interests, and prob- 1 

lem:, cannot br solved. Thus the 
U.N. seems to be helpless. 

"I don 't think the U.S . ought to 
rol l over and pJav dead for the Sovi
ets. The U.S. ought to raise hell. but 
wha t good does it ao to keep tht
~oviets from th r forum? Wnere can 
we talk to the Russians now? There I 
i!> no divorce in a nuclear world.' ' 
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MRS. T. GATI 

11:f.. tJEWS AMER ICAN, September 27, 198 3 

No! This is an essentially frivolous question 
ly Arttu R. Day 
lnited Press tnl"rnational 

NEW YORK -1bere are good reasons for 
\mericans to want tJ1e United Nations to be 
IC8.ted in their country, and no good rca"'m."I 
,r wanting it to leave. 

1be question, mwever, is an essentially 
rivolous one that really has to do with our 
-asic attitude toward the Urut.ed Nationfl and 
nt.cmational cooperation. but is framed in a 
~--ay to cu vert us from serious discussion of 
hese Ul8U(.'S. 

In strictly financial t.cnns, playing hoot to 
he · Uriit.cd Natiollil is good business. 'Ine 
Jruted Nation.q, and tl1e diplomatic communi• 
y it attracts to New York, contributes roughly 
g700 million annually to the city's economy, 
lar more than the $22 million in additional 
.nrts rerulting from the organization's pres-
·nce. 

Much more important, hov.e"er, having tlle 
preeminent world organ.iz.ation in the Unil.cd 
States ~es sense, given the role that this 
country plays in ilie world. 

7he United Stat.Cft i9 rxit a provincial state 
aooorbcd only witl1 its own rurv-'l'I and Jim.it-
00 by narrow hori.wns of outlook. It is the 
leading OOWltry of the world in every major 
respect. It is a country with c~ ties and 
impo!1,ant interest.s throughout tlle world,' 
heaV1ly de~~nt on conditions and develop
ments outside its lxmicrs. At the same time it 
is a country wiili enormous impact on the ~ 
of U1e worfd. 

It is completely fitting th.at such a co,mtry 
should accept and exerc1Be U1c tt"!!ponsibilities 
of host to ilie United Nations. It is sin~larly 
~tting ~t. fits of pctul~ should be per
nutted to d1rrun.ish ~ scnousncss of purpose 
with which the rountry addn'S6C8 its historic 
role. 

J 



United Nations Association of the United States of America 
300 East 42nd Street. New York. NY 10017 212 697 3232 

URGENT URGENT URGENT 

September 21, 1983 

MEMO 

TO: Chapters and Divisions 

FROM: Kevin Canavan, National Field Dir~ctor 

RE: ENCLOSED MEDIA INFORMATION 

In response to the current coverage of the UN we are forwarding the enclosed 
material for IMMEDIATE distribution to radio, television and newspapers in 
your community. It is urgent that this information be delivered by hand to 
the local media in order that a balanced picture of the UN be presented to 
the public. 

Enclosed you will find: 

1. A draft cover letter for you to use in submittin~ this information 
to the local medi a . 

2. Tne results of the 198 3 Roper Poll commissioned bv UNA-USA entitled 
Directions f or the UN: U.S. Public Opinion on the , United Nations. (~,i ~~~~~LA( 

l'\Cr-t) 

3 . A press release describing the results of the survey.(~-+ •""-wud. ~H<.) 

4. An op-ed piece discussing the above. NOTE: This should be prepared 
on your chapter stationery and submitted to your local newspaper 
signed by the chapter president or a prominent citizen in your 
community. 

5 . A draft editorial you can submit to local editors for their consideration. 

Additional information on the poll is availaole from the National Office. 



Dear 

United Nations Association of the United States of America 

300 East 42nd Street. New York, NY 10017 212 697 3232 

Draft Cover Letter to 
Be Used in Sending Material 

to Local Editors 

-----------

( Date) 

The opening of the General Assembly of the United Nations has been greeted 

with a wave of news events unparalleled in -recent times. Perhaps the one 

with the greatest long-term significance is the debate that has resurfaced 

concerning whether the UN should get out of the U.S. 

With this in mind, we are fon.rarding the results of a recent Roper Poll, 

commissioned by UNA-USA, which reaffirms the belief of the American public 

that the UN plays a constructive role in U.S. foreign policy. We believe 

that you will find this information most useful and suggest that you consider 

using the enclosed draft editorial. 

Sincerely, 

Chapter President 



United Nations Association of the United States of America 

300 East 42nd Street, New York, NY 10017 212 697 3232 

NOTE: The following is a suggested editorial you should send to 

the local newspaper for their consideration. Simply detach 

at the dotted line and forward with a note. Or, you can 

have the Chapter president sign it and send it in as an 
op-ed piece. 

As the General Assembly goes into session, newspaper headlines are filled with stories 

concerning the United Nations. Stories concerning the downing of the Korean airliner 

were quickly replaced with stories of Mr. Gromyko's inability to get to the United 

Nations. This, in turn, was replaced with stories concerning the remarks of U.S. 

Ambassador Charles M. Lichenstein that, perhaps, the UN should get out of the U.S. 

Thus, we have gon~ in the space of one week, from turning to the UN during a time of 

crisis to suggesting that it pack its bags. 

The Ambassador's angry comments raise a refrain heard many times in the past. As the 

reasoning goes, the American public is fed up with the UN and the abuse heaped upon 

its government, it sees no useful purpose for the organization and would prefer to 

see it go elsewhere. 

All very heady stuff; but is it what the American public believes? We think not. 

A nationwide poll recently conducted by the respected Roper Organization on behalf of 

the United Nations Association of the United States indicates the American public is 

much more appreciative of what the UN can do and much more positive in its assessment 

of what it has done. For example, heavy majorities of those polled thought the UN 

should be given more power to reduce the possibility of superpower confrontation, 

strengthen human rights, conserve natural resources, and promote economic development. 

In addition, fewer people appear to be dissatisfied with the UN than was true in past 

polls. 

According to Burns Roper, head of the Roper Organization, "The American people display 

a highly realistic view of the United Nations. While people feel the UN has done a 

far from perfect job, they nevertheless support the UN and would give it more scope 

and greater power because of the crucial areas in which it operates." 

We agree. The off-the-cuff comments of an American Ambassador may appeal to the 

emotional frustration we all experience concerning the United Nations. But cool 

heads must prevail in these times. This is what the American public wants and clearly 

deserves. The world is too dangerous to base our foreign policy on anger and 

frustration. 



United Nations Association of the United States of America 

300 East 42nd Street, New York, NY 10017 212 697 3232 

NOTE: The U.S. Mission to the UN announced that letters are 

running 30 to 1 in favor of getting the UN out of the U.S. 

Below is a sample letter you Chapter leadership and members 

can use to send to the Mission. 

H.E. Mrs. Jeane J. Kirkpatrick, 
Permanent Representative to the United Nations 

United States Mission to the United Nations 

799 United Nations Plaza 
New York, N.Y. 10017 

Dear Madam Ambassador: 

I want to express my strong support for keeping the United Nations in the 

United States. I believe the comments by Ambassador Charles Lichenstein 

were inappropriate and not representative of the feelings of most Americans. 

Sincerely, 



/ 0 NATIONAL SERVICE "-, 

300 East 42 Street 

New York, N. Y. 10017 

697-3232 

UNAGRAM 
RAPID MESSAGE 

0 INTERNATIONAL SERVICE 

VIA: 
FIRST CLASS □ 
AIR MAIL □ 

SPEC. DELIVERY D 

UNITED NATIONS ASSOCIATION of the UNITED ST ATES OF AMERICA 

TO: Council of Organizations, Chapters and Divisions 

FROM: Edith Segall, Chairman, Conference of UN Representatives 
Uarilou Righini, Chairman, Council of Washington Representatives 
Carroll Cannon, Chairman, Council of Chapter and Division Presidents 

ON OCTOBER 4TH WE URGED YOU TO TAKE ACTION ON THE KASSEBAUM AffENDMENT 
WHICH CUTS BACK U.S. ASSESSED CONTRIBUTIONS TO THE UN AND FOUR SPECIA{IZED 
AGENCIES (UNESCO, WHO, FAO, AND ILO) FOR FY 84 TO THEIR 1980 LEVELS. s 1342, 
THE FULL STATE DEPARTMENT AUTHORIZATION BILL, CONTAINING THE AMENDMENT, IS 
BEING VOTED UPON BY THE SENATE ON OCTOBER 19TH, AND THE SENATE-HOUSE CONFERENCE 
COMMITTEE WILL MEET SOON AFTERWARDS. 

WE'RE COUNTING ON YOU, AS THE PERSON WHO FOLLOWS UN AFFAIRS MOST CLOSELY TO 
RELAY THIS MESSAGE TO YOUR CHAPTER. URGE YOUR MEMBERS TO EXPRESS THEIR VIEWS 
NOW, IF THEY HAVE NOT ALREADY DONE SO, AND USE THE ATTACHED FORM TO TELL US 
WHAT YOU DID. 

Background 

Reduction of FY 84 funding to 1980 levels, as called for by the Kassebaum Amendment, 
would mean a 21% cut in U.S. assessed contributions to the UN, severely reducing 
its ability to carry out much-needed programs and perhaps sparking similar actions 
by other countries. The stipulation in the amendment that funding be cut by an 
addi tional 10% for each of the calendar years 1985, 1986, and 1987, would bring 
total cumulative reductions to nearly one-half billion dollars. Furthermore, the 
amendment provides that no payment be made unless the authorized payment is 
accepted by these organizations as payment in full for that year, but it is doubt
ful that the U.S. can duck its treaty obligations to pay its share of the UN's 
assessed budget (currently 25%) in this way. 

Since the Senate adopted the Kassebaum Amendment by a lopsided 66-23, restoring 
the cuts to the level of the House-passed authorization may be a lengthy process 
that requires more than one legislative step. Therefore, it will be useful to 
contact all members of the Senate Foreign Relations and House Foreign Affairs 
commi ttees, as well as Ambassador Jeane J. Kirkpatrick, who is perhaps the most 
effective person within the Administration on UN matters. 

Tell them how you think these unilater, across-the-board cutbacks will affect UN 
operations and the ability of the U.S. to influence what happens there. 



Senate Foreign Relations Connnittee 

Charles H. Percy (R-IL), Chmn. 
Howard H. Baker, Jr. (R-TN) 
J esse Helms (R-NC) 
Richard G. Lugar (R-IN) 
Charles McC. Mathias, Jr. (R-MD) 
Nancy Landon Kassebaum (R-KS) 
Rudy Boschwitz (R-MN) 
Larry Pressler (R-SD) 
Frank Murkowski (R-AK) 

Claiborne Pell (D-RI) 
Joseph R. Biden, Jr. (D-DE) 
John Glenn (D-OH) 
Paul S. Sarbanes (D-MD) 
Edward Zorinsky (D-NE) 
Paul E. Tsongas (D-MA) 
Alan Cranston (D-CA) 
Christopher J. Dodd (D-CT) 

House Foreign Affairs Cormnittee 

Clement J. Zablocki (D-WI), Chmn. 
Dante Fascell (D-FL) 
Lee Hamilton (D-IN) 
Gus Yatron (D-PA) 
Stephen Solarz (D-NY) 
Don Bonker (D-WA) 
Gerry Studds (D-MA) 
Andrew Ireland (D-FL) 
Daniel Mica (D-OH) 
Michael Barnes (D-MD) 
Howard Wolpe (D-MI) 
Geo r ge Crockett (D-MI) 
Sam Gejdens on (D-CT) 
Mervyn Dymal l y (D- CA) 
Tom Lantos (D-CA) 
Pe ter Kostmayer (D-PA) 
Robert Toricell i (D-NJ) 
Lawrence Smith (D-FL ) 

Howard Berman (D-CA) 
Harry Reid (D-NV) 
Meldon Levine (D-CA) 
Robert Garcia (D-NY) 
Edward Feighan (D-OH) 
Ted Weiss (D-NY) 
William S. Broomfield (R-MI) 
Larry Winn, Jr. (R-KS) 
Benjamin Gilman (R-NY) 
Robert Lagomarsino (R-CA) 
Joel Pritchard (R-WA) 
Jim Leach (R-IA) 
Toby Roth (R-WI) 
Olympia Snowe (R-ME) 
Gerald Solomon (R-NY) 
Douglas Bereuter (R-NE) 
Mark Siljander (R-MI) 
Edwin Zschau (R-CA) 

To reach your Senators write: U.S. Sena te, Washington, D.C. 20510. Letters to 
Re presentatives: U.S. House of Representatives, Washington, D.C. 20515. Telegrams, 
mai lgrams, and telephone calls are also appropriate. Western Union's "Mailgram" 
service provides next-day delivery of a message: first 50 words, $4.95; each 
addi tional 50 words or less, $2.25. 

10/ 18/83 



United Nations Association of the United States of America 
300 East 42nd Street. New York. NY 10017 212 697 32.32 

UNAGRAM 
FEEDBACK FORM 

Organization or Chapter ____________________ _ 

Address: 

Subject of UNAGRAM -----------------------
Action Taken: (Please attach copies of communications to members and 

public.) 

Contact Person for Follow-up: _________________ _ 
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/ / S h Id ::·/~~:::.'~-s ou the UN i\? --~~ 
Pack ·1ts bags?. -/'' -~~ 

~ .' )'f ; ' ' 
• ... ;a, •• ·: ·1 

~nization on behaU ~f the , ~nit~', . 
Nations Association of the United ~ • 

As the General Assembly goes into 
session. newspaper headlines are 
filled with stories concerning the 
United Na lwns Stories concerning 
the downing of the Korean air liner 
were quickly replaced with stories of 
Mr. Gromyko 's inability to get lo the 
United Nations. This . in turn . was 

Slates in'd1cates the American public . ~ • 1 • 

is much more appreciative of what the ; . l 
United Nations can do and much mor~ 
positi~e in its assessment of what ll 1-i 

I has don{' . For example, heavy ma- ;l 
jorities of those polled thought the ·• replaced with the stories concerning United Nations should be given more , 

the remarks of US Ambassador pow~ to reduce the possiblllty of. 1u• ·,; , 1; Charles M. Lichenstein that, ptt.b.a~, ~· per-po~ ~nfron~~ • • ; · • f 1 
the Untted Nations !!hould ,et out of'~>- hun18,i·' tf~.ti'.''t'on~}~ 
the l'nited Sl..ite<; Thu,. v.e have sourcrg _ and promote economic de-
gone,- m the spac_e of on~ week . from velopment. In addition, fewer people turnmg to the Umled Nations during a l be d . t ' 'fed. with th t . f . . . •- . appear o 1ssa 1s1 e • 1me o cns1s w suggeslmi that lt 1 U . ed N I ha •-·- ,_ pack its bags. , mt a~ ons l n was ~ ~ _ui past .. . ... , ---------------• ,. polls. . -. . . .. ·..,,(-:' ' · '··i• '·. _. :. : : 

Be 
our 
guest 

By Durward Brannigan 

' . • ~ . Accordlng to Burns ~ .- t.e.d of \ 1 ; '. :j 
the Roper Organi ia lion , "The Amerl- ~-'.~ ~; ' 1 
can people displa y a hlihl)' realistic _. ') ~ 
view of the United Nalioaa/·. While ,:. ···?1 
people feet the United Nations · bas ·i~ ' ·: ·i 
done a far from ~rfect" job,"they , ; , ·: 
nevertheless support the United Na- : • 
lions and would give it more scope and : 11 

The ambassador"s angry comments greater power because of the crucial ' : -
raise a refram heard many limes in areas in ""hich it operates .", • 
the past. As the reasoning goes. the I agree . The off-the-cuff comments 
American public is led up with the of an American ambassador may ap- . - ~ 
United Nations and the abuse heaped peal to the emotional frustration we 

. . r l upon its f!overnment It sees no useful all experience concerning the United j°".. '·. ; purpose for the organi:iation and Nations . But cool heads mwl prevail · · ~ 
would prefer to see il ~o el,ewhere. In these time~ Thi~ Is what the mer-

0
'_ ~ , . ) 

All very heady stuff: but is it what ican public wants and clearly de-·. ;, ' ;• ; 
the American public believes'? I think serves . The ,-,orld is loo danierous to ·' '. n 
not. A na lion wide poll recently con- .. -.. r base our .foreign pollcy-on. ~er and • • ·1 duc-tf'd h, t h " ro~T'f'l'"lf'A n "'""" fh • • • • 
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Saturday, September 24, 1983 

Wr have seen rPcenlly th e tremen- , 
dous imponance of having the Unit• 
ed Natrnns as a place to bring the ,. 
Cfl<;C of the airliner shot down by the· : 
Sciviets. The tragedy came before 
th P Security Council. which was set 
up for just this purpose. 

W111le R~, percC'nt of U .N. work I, 
~"t 1al and economic and nol ge neral• 
h L;nown to th e publi c this dispute 
ovrr 1h r. downed· civilian plane 
~.hnwcci n,r 11nportnncr of hanng of 
t1 .'--rc-u ril \' Council in acti nn where 
tt,r wholr ,... or ld rould !"PP wtiut was 
tuv.ing place - York E . Langton, 
l\1 i nneapol i!,. 



THE BERKELEY GAZETTE 

October 5, 1983 

In defense of the UN 
As the General Assemhlv of the United Nauons goes 
nto sessl(ln m New Ymk. newspaper headunes are 
Illed with stones concerning the Umted Nations . 

Stones concermnj? the downm!l of the Korean Airliner 

were quickly replaced with stones of Mr. Gromyko's m
atnhtv to get to the Umtcd Nauons . This m turn was re

placed witn stones concernm11 the remarks of U.S. Am

hassacinr Charle~ 1\1 . L1chtenstem that perhaps the UN 

should pet out of the United States 
Thus we have gone m the space of 10 davs from turn

mg to the·UN m time of cnsis to suggesuons that tt pack its 
bags . 

Th~ ambassador's comment~ ta1ses a retrain heard 
manv 11mes in the past. As the rea,,mmg goe ~. th e Amen

c,rn nublic 1s fed up with the UN and the abu!>c neaped 
upon the l 1. S. government. The public Ii.CU n-i u1.eful pur

pose !nr the oriramzatt0n and would prctcr to sc:e it go else
where 

1, thi~ what the Amencan public believes'! A na11on

w1cic noll recentlv conducted t>v tne respected Koner U~.:a

n11at1nn on behalf pf tl1e ljourd "'4.lfJOP> A\Yh{")dl\+Hl , . , th e 

fi: ;, 1110,cat , tu ;i : th e American public 1s mucn more ap

freciativc:: of what the UN can do and much more pos1t1vc:: 

in 11, a<~e~~mt:'nt of wh;it it ha~ done Fnr examr1.:. heavy 

rna1or111c~ of tho~r [)(11led thourht lhe UN ,hould be inven 

m<>• -= power ro red11cr the pos~1h1ht1es nt supcrpnwer con

front:irwn that m1izht lead to nuclear wa r. strt.:n;!then 

h11ma11 n)!ht ~. conserve natural resmirce,. and rromote ec- ' 

onom1c develorment. In adl.1111011. fewer people appeared i 
to t>c:: d1ssat1sf1rd with the UN than wa.~ true in pa~t oolls .~ 1 

Off th e cuff omrncnt~ of an Amcncan ambaS!><IOOr I 
m;iv appeal to emotHrndl frustration we expenence con- ! 

cnn11111 tr1e UN . But cool heads must prevail m the!.e times. 

This •~ what the Amencan public wanl, and clearly de

serve, . l he world is too dangerous to b.u.e our foreign poli

cy_ on anizer and frustration. 
A...!!IBUR PRITCHARD 

MedUI Chiurman 
wrlhty Chanter 

Unltt<I N1boru AMOC111Jon 
. ,.-;:-, • • -- • • lien.eley 

I -•"- • •, • . 



Iowa CitY Press Citizen 

OCTOBER L 1983 

~~Comment 
Guest opinion 

Americans realistic 
about UN's role 

By DOROTHY M. PAUL 

As the General Assembly goes Into session , nE'wspaper headlines are filled wtth stories concemLng the UniU!d Nations . The dnwnmg of the 
Korean a tr liner was quickly replaced 
with stories of Mr. Gromyko 's mabllity to 
get to the United Natrnns. This was re
placed with U.S. Ambassador Charles M. 
Lichenstein who said that dele~ates were 
free to leave and " saU into the sunset ." 
Even Dick Dougherty of the Gannett 
News Service. discovered the sunset 
would take the delegates to New Jersey 

·...,,\ 1 and that they reaU y should "sail into the 
sunrise " I Press-Cituen. Sept. 24 I. Thus. 
we have ~one , tn the space of a few , 
weeks. fr£'m turning to the UN dunng a . 
tune of cr1s1s to suggesting that it pack : 
its bags . 

The ambassador 's angr y comments : DOROTHY PAUL ra1.5e a fam11tar refrain heard many 
tunes tn the past . The reasomr.g goes that the America n publtc is fed up wtth the UN and the abuse heaped upon , 1ts government. It sees no useful purpose for the orgamzat1on and . would prefer to see it izo elsewhere . 1 All very heady stuff. But is !t what the American public believes? A I ! nationwide poll recently conducted by the respected Roper Organiza- i • tlon on behalf of the United Nations Assocfal1on of the United States , tndl&ates the American publlc 13 much more apprec1at1ve of what the ' UN can do and much more positive m it.B assessment of what it has done. For example. heavy majorities of those polled thought the UN should be given more power to reduce the possibility of superpower confrontation, strengthen human rights, conserve natural resources and promote economic deveiopment. In addition, fewer people appear to be dissatisfied with the UN than was true 1n past polls. • , According to Burns Roper, head of the Roper organization, "The American peopie display 11 ht~hly realistic view of the United Nations. While people feel the UN has done a far from perfect job. they neverthele:is support the UN and would give It more scope and greatet power because of the crucial areas In which it operates." 

The off-the-cuff comments of an American ambassador may appeal to the emotiona l frustration we all experience conccrnmg the United Nations Bui cool heads must prevail ln these times. Our world of today Is too dangerous a place to live to base our foreign policy on anJ!er and frustration. 
We also want Dick Dougherty to know that the Iowa UN Assocation "doesn ·t get sore ." A reality Is that there Isn 't anything else but the Urited Nations. If the United Nations isn 't good enough - and It Isn 't - tht! United Nations 1s also not some separate entity imposmg ltf will ~ fallmg on its face . It ls really the sum of Its 157 members today;: a reflection of where they a re now m the progress of human kirtd . :- • 

• ·Dotothv M. Paul 1.3 execuCJVe director of the Umted NatJon.s Assot:ibt10,:. "i T..., w ,, 
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NATIONAL ASSOCIATION FOR THE ADVANCEMENT OF COLORED PEOPLE 

,_ ..... ;...a-wa- , l 
\ 

October 7 , 1983 

Dear Friends and Colleagues: 

October 24 1s United Nations Day . In this regard. my 

letter in the October 6th New York Dailv News may be of some interest to 

you. Deleted from its text was my reference to Charles Lichenstein as 

a "seat warmer" for the U.S. 's UN Amoassador Jeane Kirkpatrick ( smile ) . 

CilD 

With best wisnes, I remain 

Yours s i nee rel y , 

\f\/ \ /\ I\ LC, 
' 1i cn ae l Meyers 
Assi stant Di rect er 



OallV New1. ThurlOay , ~ • . lwc!J 

VOICE OF THE PEOPLE 
Rips unzippered lip or Lichenstein 

BrooJllyn: Wbo appointed Ch&rln 
Lichen,~ as euard1an of Amencan soil! 
As an Amf'ncan I am dttpty offt!Tlded by the 
e~1ous remarks of Licbens~tn as I LJ .S. 
dele1r2tf! to the Uruted Nations w~• he ba~ 
the t.;N to le.a•e the US. if rts mem~rs do 
aot like theu treatment here. 

Such an l.!lYitmon. beside~ misrepresent· 
ing of1ic1al U.S. policy, wu a surr reminder 
that not everyone m the U.S. ~1ss1on to the 
UN ~spect..'l that body's rn~ in fostering 
dialogue and peaceful resolution of disputes 
amon12 nati ons 

L1chPnstein oucht to ~ settmr an rxam
ple 01 responsible communicauon . r aisin~ 

tae ~ an!t~ of l.owerinf ttMm.. He 
Med not bait nor answer m end the ~
r~~I.LI barbs uttered by others at the UN. 

The rh~ 10 UN sess1.0ns 11 often 
hanh .and itrJde,nt but It IS bl"tter the ta1ks lrO 

on than I.be forum 1~lf be as..ua\et or 
rffilOve-d tn otMr sho~s. Thts nat1011 is 
suppos~ to ~ the crude! of !rtt SPttCb: 
what better place LD all the world li tnere for 
a del1berat1Te body~ l1chetl.5te1n'i; comments 
..-~ out of puce a.nd he lbould b.ave bet!ll 
rrpnman~. not &l)plauoed. for his consp1c 
uou. le,l) into the corr.pany of t.: ."-1 
c-asuruon 

t P!~a .. u mdud~ nor~~ and addTn, v,tril 
lette,- W~ wtU ~-i.thlwld both vn nq~n.! 

DAILY~ 1'nvs ' 
:.:\J£ .i~:St fffw t:-,, ~ Y. :::::- .4•2J9~!2:: 

AOBEITT M. HUNT 
JAMES G. WTEGHART 

HENRY I<. WURZER 

ARTHUR E. WISl...E 

WILLIAM L UMSTEAD 

JOHN J . SMEE 

Prw'lt Mid PutJl.s/wr 
E:ctb- rid 
E..ua.ctvw \Ille» ~
£:rec:vt,y,fJ V.on, Pr'Hlderlf 
•no~,~ 
~V,oePrasu,nt 
anc1 DtrecTor DI s.-
Man~,ng P.mc,r 
~ v,ce Pr~ 

Assooar~ £:J.IDf 
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National Board 
v~~Jr/1 ortne 

j ,,, \_Vt U.S.A 

t=o urth Floor 
135 West 50th Street 
New YorK, NY 10020 

'.:'12-621-511 5 

Caoie: Em1ssanus, NY 

October 6. 1983 

The National Board of the YWCA representing 21~ million merrbers in all 
resi ons of the U.S., along with recent national YWCA Conventions, has 
repeatedly expressed its dismay at the declining quality cf U.S. govern
r.~nt participation in the United Nations. Now confusing signals from 
the Administration seem to have encouraged the Congress to hasten this 
deterioration through proposed cuts in the regular lJ.N. budget and 
those of some of its associated agencies. Our concern has several 
dimensions: 

We are shocked at the readiness of U.S. Senators to vio
late tenns of the treaty governing U.S./U.N. relations 
for which the Senate ,s responsible, specifically pro
visions for sharing support of the U.N. budget as 
determined by a convnittee of which the U.S. is a ment>er. 
As you are aware, the U.S. share is already less in tenns 
of national wealth than that of other countries. 

We sense that much of the political difficulty the United 
States has encountered in the United Nations can be 
attributed to the low status of U.N. activities on the 
scale of U.S. foreign relations, measured not alone in 
budget figures but in tenns of official interest and 
attention. Instances when the U.S. has participated 
fully and constructively have demonstrated the positive 
responsiveness of the U.N. and its agencies to U.S. 
i n i ti a ti ve s . 

Equally, we deplore the proposed cuts in the regular bud
gets of agencies, also governed by i nternati ona l agree
ments. Their stimulation of economic and social develop
ment in poverty-ridden countries is indisputable and 
obviously in the U.S. national interest. 

~ A t t1l1a1eo With the VVo rld YWCA ·y 
.. 1 tre s truOO 'L' r:Jr neac e dn O 1u s t1 CC' ••p 0 aor•1 .:.n o c1a :1 11v' , r .,i ! r l "} , ... 
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[ach downgrading of U.S. participation in these international organiza
tions downgrades U.S. influence in the world, especially in the emerging 
arena of world public opinion. We strongly urge you to use your good 
offices to see that this matter is given more consideration before 
budget cuts which have such drastic implications are approved. 

Sincerely, 

~ra:~~ 
President 

-r/~-4JF if$ r 
Mrs. Sara-Alyce P. Wright 
Executive Director 



URGENT ACTION TO RESTORE ASSESSED U.S. CONTRIBUTION TO UNITED NATIONS 

Mailing addressed to: 

. President Ronald Reagan 
. The Hon. George Shultz, Secretary of State 

The Hon. Jeane J. Kirkpatrick, Permanent Representative, 
United States Delegation to the United Nations 

The Hon. Gregory Newell, Assistant Secretary of State, 
Bureau of International Organization Affairs 

. Senator Charles H. Percy (R-IL), Chairman, Senate Committee 
on Foreign Relations 

. Senator Claiborne Pell (D-RI), Ranking Minority Member, 
Senate Foreign Relations Committee 

Representative Clement J. Zablocki (D-WI), Chairman, House 
CorTTTiittee on Foreign Affairs 

Senator Larry Pressler (R-SD), Chairman, Sub-Committee on 
International Operations, Senate Foreign Relations Committee 

Representative Dante Fascell (D-FL), Chairman, House Sub-
Committee on International Operations 

With copies to other relevant members of the House and Senate, United 
Nations officials and representatives of non-governmental organizations 
and members of the World Relations Committee, National Board, YWCA. 
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The UN llas Helped 
Create a Better World 

The United Nations 
has stopped aggres
sion in Korea, set up 
peacekeeping forces 
in many countries 

and even eradi
cated smallpox. 

By 11'11llam .I. 
,·aaden Ut!-o,·el 

President ~n·s speech at the 
openiug of the 38th General A.&!lem
bly of the United Nations was a 
brilliant and effective example of 
public diplomacy. 

He properly recalled the idealism 
that motivated the founding of the 
UN. He fortified the cornerstone of 
Amencan foreign poltcy that every 
president since Franklin D. Roosevelt 
had asserted before him. namely peace 
throu!?h strength. He proper! y chas
tised the nonalt.;ned movement for not 
bemg nonah~'l1L'<i. The hopes he voiced 
for the UN were eloquent and un
doubtedly sincere. 

But the President's speech also will 
allow his spokesmen to continue a 
policy of hostile cntic1sm without a 
definition of attainable ob.iect1ves. My 
prcfound concern is that the Amencan 
interests m the United Nations today 
are represented by spokesmen _ whose 
intellectual beliefs a.re rooted m con• 
cept.s of isolauomsm and "Fortrel38 
America," who reJect the notion of the 
basic interdependence of states, who 
regard the developing nations and 
most of the world as unimportant and 
unneccessary fo r American purpoaes. 

It 1s 1mpun.ant to remmd the world 
of what tne United Natioqs could be. It 
is more important at this time and 
place, however, to understand the 
present reality of the UN. _ 

It is not a sovereign entity. The 
United Nations 1s a collect1on of eover• 
e1gn entities. The United Nations 1s 
not a government. It is an assoc1auon 
of governments. It is not an executive, 
1t is not a legislature that can com
mand the people3 of the world by 1t8 
laws. It is not a court that can ad.JUd1-
cate and then eniorce its dec1S10Il!:!. 

Those things it u not. But what it is, 
i11 in itself enraordtnanly useful. It is a 
diplomatic conference oi all the nat1ona 
of the world in permanent se~1on. 

Recogmzmg the stra.ItJackets oft.bat 
reahtv. m thec1earundennandmgthat 
the United Nattonaisa 1r1irrorofa very 
imperfect. world , irnowmg that tne 
Uruted Nations can do onlv what its 
members permit it to do, the real ques
tion to be asked is whether the United 
Nat10ns has served the desperate need 
of mankind to create a better world. I 
wouid suggest that the answer is yes, 
resoundingly yes. A few examples: 

• The UN's resporu1e in Korea in 
1950 was a ghmpee of whllt a world 
united for peace can do to stop rruhtary 
aggression against nations. 

• When the Uruted Nat101111 was 

founded, there were 51 member gov
ernments. There are 158 sovereign 
members of the tJN today. We have 
gone through one of the most revolu
tionary period.a m the history of man• 
kind. The United Nations has been 
the midwife of this new era of self
determmabon, presiding over the 
end of colonialism. 

We have seen the United Nat1ona 
give a sense of respect, digmty and 
identity to the peoples and new nauorui 
of the world. Histonana of centunes to 
come will marvel that these political 
l't!8U t t..,; could have oeen achieved with
out waring aoart thr world. 

• The Umted Nations peacekeep
ing forces have been crucial. effective 
instruments m reaoivmi crisei;. in 
1956, under the leadership of Presi-

dent Eisenhower, the first of the 
peacekeepmg forces was dispatched to 
the Suez to be a buffer between the 
wamng forces of Egypt and Israel. 
Those peacekeeping forces have 
plaved a vital and useful role m the 
Middle East and Afnca and could be 
even more effective if we pernutted 1t. 

Let those who are lookmg today at 
the tragedy of Lebanon with bewilder
ment, and let those who will count the 
bodies of the ....-1ct1ms of vtolence in 
Lebanon tomorrow, reflect bnefly on 
the achievement.a of the United Na
tions Int.enm Forces m Lebanon, sol
diers from 15 countnes that have 
served so effoct1vi-lv tn southern Leba
non. Had UN1FIL':,; ach1evements been 
recogru:z.ed ins~1d uf undermined, had 

-Continued on Page 10 

William J. vandPn Heuvel was a 
deputv permanrnt representar,ve 
of the Unttec1 )taet.•S to the U.'V 
rrom 1979 to 1981. 



The UN Has Made a Better World 

-Continued from Pa~e 1 -
its mandate been stren~ened mstead of weak 
ened. 1t 1s possible that peace m Lebanon and secu
rity for lsraPI would be closer to our reach. The 
truce that was announced in Be1.T1.Jt last Sundav is 
baeed on the planned presence of UN peaceKeepmg 
torces. 

• ls there a forum where the differences be
tween our svstem and that of the Soviet Union 
have been better displayed to the nations and peo
ples of the world than m the U ruted Nations? 1 cite 
but two examoles. 

On Nov. ~. 1956. the Security Council was m 
Be8810n. The Freedom FightersofHunirary had lib
Prated their country. A new leader. lmre Nagy, 
pleaded with the Uruted Nations to lend 1tl! heip to 
cause 5<>V1et troops to Wlthdraw. The Securrtv 
Council went mto conunuous sess10n to discuss the 
issues. 1n the late afternoon of Nov. 3. the Soviet 

_spokesman asked for an aciJournment because the 
representatives of the SoVlet Umon and Hungary 
were meetmg to resolve their differences. 

Before m1dnig-ht of that dav. &>Viet armies had 
crossed mto Hungary. and Pal Malet.er, the leader 
of the Freedom F1t!hter11. had been taken from the 
negot1atm1; meetmi? and summanlv executed. lmre 
Na~ was forced to taKe refuge in the Yugoslav 
emo~y, from which ne was suosequently re1eaaed 
on the absolute assurance of tne Soviets that he 
would not be harmed. The Soviets executed him. 
No. the United Nations did not save liberated Hun
Jlar:v. Nor did the l.imted States twh1ch naa more 
flexible options available to 1t1 save hoerated Hun
irary. But every memoer of the Li ruted Nations then 
underswod the true measure of Soviet ruthlesaness. 

Another example of the UN as a forum wnere the 
nature of the Soviet svstem can best be revealed 
bnng-s us ti) this verv <iav We saw tne iim1ti'<l o~ 
t10ns availaole to tne· h-es1aent of tne Um ted btates 
as he aealt w1th tne cnmLDal act of the &)Viet oe
struct10n of the Korean Air Lines Flight 007. The 
most eflectJ ve move a vaiiable to rum was takmg the 
case to the Secuntv Council of the Umted Nations_ 

If1t were not fo~ the presence of the M VtPt repre-
een tat1 ves there. forced to hsten to evidence pn>Vlng 
the caBe airamst thPm. it 1s possible that the Sov1eU1 
would nevPr have had to a<11mt their responsiliihty. 
\.V'bert' will the "black hox" of that ill-fated plane be 
taken? lt will~ to a Umted Nations 11~ncy of the 
International Civil Aeronautics Oriramzation. 
which has offic1allv condemned what the SoV1et8 
havt> done and IS conductmg the international rn
vestl!!atJOn. to wh1cb all the eVldence can be sent. 

And wnrn thr tempers cool. ICAO will work to 

M>e that such tragea1es do not happen ai:am; it may 
even be able to get compensation for the victuns' 
families. Is that not worth our involvement? 
• To all oftho!W' who think thev have tnumohed in 
keepm~ the foreign mm1ster of the Soviet Umon 
out of the United States: Whose mterests could 
have been better served than ours were he present 
in the General ABaemblv to hear the universal con
demnat10n regarding the Korean 747? 

I would not haw believf'd It po!181ble that U.S. 
representative!! could have transtormed the debate 
m the General As.-.emblv trom a focus on the .-xiv,. 
ets' cnmmal act to whether thf' United States 

wants the United Nations m Ni>w York 
• Man~· Aml'ncans are unaware of the work of 

I the soecialized agencies of the United Nations. 
Jub't one example: ln 1978. the director general of 
the World Health Orgamzat1on. Hafdan Mahler, 
announced . the eradication of smailpox. It was a 
short story on the back page of many of the world's 
newspapers, but m truth 1t is one of the most 1m
ponant stones of this cenrury. By working to(leth
er, the nations of the world were able to eradicate, 
unaer UN leadership, an epidemic illness thnt had 
scourged nat10ns and had killed millions of people. 

• The World Bank and the Internat1onal Mone
tary Fund have helped stabilize the mternauonal 
economy and worked out programs to aasrnt both 
the developmf? and the mdustrial nations m defm
Jnl? their mterdependence. 

There are countless other achievements that 
could be mentioned. Anci what 1s t.!le financial C08t 
of the Umted Nations? The annuai assessed cost of 
the Uruted Nauons to the Umted ~t.ates under its 
treaty obhgat10n 1s approximately $300 million. 
This 1s less than the cost of the flight deck of the 
aircraft. earner Nimi~. ~e save more than that 
each year m the United States because we no long
er have to inve emallpox vaccmat1ons m our pubiic 
scnools because the UN has eradicated that area.d
ful illness. 

This $300 million was irre!!txmsiblv taken out of 
the buaJEet by a Senate that acted witnout dehbera
t.10n at a ome when that same Senate will probably 
approve requem from thul aammun.rauon for $1.5 
trillion for military e:roendltures. Not mililon_ Not 
billion. Tnlhon. One-and-a-half tnllion dollars is 
what our nauon is bem~ aaked to soend m the next 
five yell1"8 tor military expenditures - and we are 
reluctant to spend $300 rrullion a vear m the invest
ment for peaoe that the United Nauon.s represents! 

We Wlll be shamed m the Pves of our chilaren, 
hurmiiate<i m rustorv ov our rrus1ua~ent 1f we fail 
to reach out to the Uruted Nations With thU!e 1unda. 

Tne Umted Nauons snould be used for what it 
can do. It snould not be undermmed and destroyed 
for not dOlBir wnat its member irovernments do not 
allow 1t to do. lt is the oldesl trick in pohuca to 
pretend that you have a racehol"IIC that can win the 
Kentuckv Derbv - and when 1t does not run suc
ceMfullv: to caJi it a camel and start shooting at it. 

The UN 1s not a racehorne. More likely, the 
world created a camel. But 1t 1s a broad deaert of 
human desprur that we have to crot1s. Tni> camel 
rather than the racehorse may be the better trans
port m the long JOumey ahead ofus. Properly led. 
the Umted Nat10ns can serve irreatly the mterestB 
of the free peoples of the world. 

Leac1ersh1p in the United Nations means the 
mamerv of d1plomat1c skills. It means a decent Tl'· 

spect for the op1mons ofmank.ind. lt means an au
dacity of purpose and a vision that bnngs together 
Amencan ideals With confidence m oUTRelves and 
m our history and in our moral, spintual. econom1c 
and military strength. 

lt doe!! not take a j?enrns to organize a pnority 
aJ?enda of items that the United Nations can ac
complish if the Umted States wpre to lead it. It 
does. howPver. take commmnent. It 1s not m the 
h1stor.• or nature of our CT"eat countrv to surrender 
to fru~tratlon. to d1sappomtment, UJ apathv and 
IIITO~nt 11elf-induhrence. The vision of th~ wno 
c?"t'ated tlH' Umted Nat10ns was not wroni,r. That 
v1s10n 1s wonh our stnnn!: . -



Rabbi 24 lexander: M. Schindler: 

Edi tor 
The Jewish Week & 
The America~ Examiner, Inc. 
One Park Avenue 
New York, New York 10016 

Dear Editor: 

October 17, 1983 

You hav~ recently received a report ~rom the Heritage Foundation, 
accustng the United Nations Association of the USA of spreading anti- · 
Israel propaganda) I am writing to you, in my private capacity as 
a Governor of the UNA-USA, to ask you to read the enclosed rebuttal 
by UNA-USA, which clearly proves that the Heritage report was based 
entirely on major inaccuracies and di ·stortio~s. If you have published 
any stories 6ased on the Heritage report, those stories were based! on 
erroneous information. 

. . 

The ~eport attacked the materials pro~uced by the UNA-USA for the 
use if Model United Nations progra~s in high schools and collages 
acros_s· the country, claiming in part that UNA-USA presents the prob
lems of the Middle East in a one-sided manner. As a member of the 
UNA-USA 1s Board of Governors, I can assure you that the UN~-USA ~ 

materials are in fact bala~ced and accurate. The authors qf the ~, 
Heritage Foundation reported to gross distortions, omissions, and • 
selective quotations out of context to support their false charges. 

I would like to emphasize that this is not merely a matter of dif
ference of opinion or perspective between the two organizations. 
There is simply no truth to the Heritage Foundation's charges. I 
would not bi on the Board pf Governori of UNA-USA if there were a 
shred of evidence that UNA-USA was in any way anti-Israel or biased 
in its view of the Middle East. UNA-USA is not the U.~. and maintains 
an independent position on all issues, including actions ·of the U;N. 
i tse 1 f. 

I appeal . to you to read the rebuttal carefully. The original Model 
U.N. matertals are avai .lable from -UNA-USA if you would like to coniult 
th.em for yourse 1 f, I have no doubt that you wi 11 be persuaded that 
the Heritage Foundation report is a scurrilous and unjustified attack. ; 

Alexander~- Schindler 



Editor 
The Jewish Week & 
The American Examiner, Inc. 
One Park Avenue 
New York, New York 10016 

Dear Editor: 

October 17, 1983 

You have recently received a report from the Heritage Foundation, 
accusing the Unlted Nations Association of the USA of spreading anti
Israel propoganda. f am writing to you, In rrtf private capacity as 
a Governor of the UNA-USA, to ask you to read the enclosed rebuttal 
by UNA-USA, which clearly proves that the Heritage report was based 
entirely on major Inaccuracies and distortions. If you have published 
any s«>orfes based on the Heritage report, those stories were based on 
erroneous Information. 

The report attacked the materials produced by the UNA-USA for the 
use if Model United Nations programs in high schools and collages 
across the country, claiming In part that UNA-USA presents the prob
lems of the Middle East ln a one-sided manner. As a member of the 
UNA-USA's Board of Governors, I can assure you that the UNA-USA 
materials are In fact balanced and accurate. The authors of the 
Heritage Foundation reported to gross distortions, omissions, and 
selective quotations out of context to support their false charges. 

I would like to emphasize that this Is not merely a matter of dif
ference of opinion or perspective between the two organizations. 
There Is simply no truth to the Heritage Foundealon's charges. I 
would not be on the Board of Governors of UNA-USA If there were a 
shred of evidence that UNA-USA was in any way anti-Israel or biased 
In tts view of the Middle East. UNA-USA is not the U.N. and maintains 
andlndependent position on all Issues, Including actions of the U.N. 
itself. 

I appeal to you to read the rebuttal carefully. The original Model 
U.N. matertals are available from UNA-USA If you would like to consult 
them for yourself. I have no doubt that you wJll be persuaded that 
the Heritage Foundation report Is a scurrilous and unjustified attack. 

Sincerely, 

Alexander M. Schindler 
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FROM: FRITZ BAMBERGER 
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if a paper hasn't published it why bring to the fore? 

why not just write to jewish week, which did have an 
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Rabbi 24. lexander: M. Schindler: 

October 17, 1983 

Dear~ 

You have recently received a report from the Heritage Foundation, 
accusing the United Nations Association of the USA of spreading anti
Israel propaganda. I am writing to you, in my private capacity as a 
Governor of the UNA-USA, to ask you to read the enclosed rebuttal by 
UNA-USA, which clearly proves that the Heritage report was based en
tirely on major inaccuracies and distortions. If you have published 
any stories based on the Heritage report, those stories were based on 
erroneous information. 

The report attacked the materials produced by the UNA-USA for the use 
if Model United Nations programs in high schools and collages across 
the country, cl a·iming in part that UHA-USA presents the problems of 
the Middle East in a one-sided manner. As a member of the UNA-USA's 
Board of Governors, I can ssure you that the UNA-USA materials are in 
fact balanced and accurate. The authors of the Heritage Foundation 
report resorted to gross distortions, omissions, and selective quota
tions out of context to support their false charges. 

I would like to emphasize that this is not merely a matter of difference 
of opinion or perspective between the two organizations. There is simply 
no truth to the Heritage Foundation's charges. I would not be on the 
Board of Governors of UNA-USE if there were a shred of evidence that 
UNA-USA was in any way anti-Israel or bia sed in its view of the Middle 
East. UNA-USA is not the U.N. and maintains and independent position 
on all issues, including actions of the U.N. itself. 

I appeal to you to read the rebuttal carefully, The original Model U.N. 
materials are available from UNA-USA if you would like to consult them 
for yourself. I have no doubt that you will be persuaded that the 
Heritage Foundation report is a scurrilous and unjustified attack. 

Sincerely, 



October 17, 1983 

Dear Friend: 

You have recently received a report from the Heritage Foundation, 
accusing the United Nations Association of the USA of spreading anti
Israel propoganda. I am writing to you, in my private capacity as a 
&8P11benor of the UNA-USA,tto ask jou to read the enclosed rebuttal by 
UNA-USA, which clearly proves that the Heritage repott was based en
tirely on major inacuuracies and distortions. If you have published 
any stories based on the Heritage report, those stoties were based on 
erroneous infonnation. 

The report attacked the materials produced by the UNA-USA for the use 
if Model Unit4edNations programs in highsschools add collages across 
the country, claririlinggin part that UHA-USA presents the problems of th 
the Middle East in a one-sided manner. As a member of the UNA-USA's 
Board of Governors, I can ssure you that the UNA-USA materials are in 
fact balanced and accurate. The authors of the Heritage toundation 
report resorted to gross distortions, omissions, and selective quota
tions out of coneext to support their false charges. 

I would like to emphasize that this is not merely a matter of difference 
of opinion or perspective between the two organizations. There is simply 
no truth to the Heritage Foundation's charges. I would not be on the 
Board of Governors of UNA-USE if there were a shred of evidence that 
UNA-USA was on any way anti-Israel or baaeed in its view of the Middle 
East. UNA-USA is not the.U~N. and maintains and independett position 
on all issues, including actions of the U.N. itself. 

I appeal to you to read the tebuttal carefully, The orgginal Model U.N. 
materials are available from UNA-USA if you would like to consult them 
for yourself, I have no doubt that you will be persuaded that the 
Heritage Foundation reportsis acec•tt@isua and unjustified attack. 

Sincerely, 
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You have recently received a report from the Heritage Foundation, 

accusing the United Nations Association of the USA of spreadin anti-Israeli 
I-A., 1rvt,J // J ,w_ {l' I ( } I I • 

propaganda. I am wrlting Vt~ ask you to read the enclosed rebuttal by UNA-USA, 
,t 

which clearly proves that the Heritage report was based entirely on major 

inaccuracies and distortions. If you have published any stories based on 

the Heritage report, those stories were based on erroneous information. 

The report attacked the materials produced by UNA-USA for the use of 

Model United Nations programs in high schools and colleges across the country, 

claiming in part that UNA-USA presents the problems of the Middle East in 

a one~sitled manner. As a member of UNA-USA's Board of Governors, I can 

assure you that the UNA~USA materials are in fact balanced and accurate. 

&- The authors of the Heritage Foundation report resorted to gross 

distortions, omissions, and selective quotations out of context to support 

their false charges. 

I would like to emphasize that this is not merely a matter of a difference 

of opinion or perspective between t .he two organizations. There is simply no 

truth to the Heritage Foundation's charges. I would not be on the Board of 

Governors of UNA-USA if there were a shred of evidence that UNA-USA was in 

any way anti-]praelj or biased ±nits view of the iddle East. t(£fl-;A~i~/?_~~~, 
7 1 ~ (.(,fl/. ar-i.---r ~ L~, v " J ,td- ~ 11"1 tC,U .,.......-"""V':7) 

I appeal to you to read the rebuttal carefully. The original Model ~ 

1ut 
~ 

UN materials are available from UNA-USA if you would like to consult them 

for yourself. I have no doubt that you will be persuaded that the Heritage 

Foundation report is a scurrilous and unjustified attack. 



Eryk Spektor 

I was sorry to see your , remarks criticizing the United Nations 

Association of the USA for its alleged anti-Israeli bias. I'm afraid those 

remarks were based on a report that was filled with distortions and 

omissions. The Heritage Foundation report attacked the materials produced 

by UNA-USA for the use of Model United Nations programs, claiming that UNA-USA 

presents the problems of the Middle East in a one-sided manner. As a 

member of the Board of Governors of UNA-USA, I can assure you that the charge 

is entirely inaccurate. 

I am writing to ask to to read the enclosed rebuttal by UNA-USA, which 

clearly proves that the Heritage report relied on gross distortions, omissions, 

and selective quotations out of context to support the false charges. I would 

like to emphasize that this is not merely a matter of a difference of opinion 

or perspective between the two organizations. There is simply no truth to 

the Heritage Foundation's claims. I would not be on UNA-USA's Board of 

Governors if there were a shred of evidence that UNA-USA was in any way 

anti-Israeli or biased in its view of the Middle East. 

I appeal to you to read the rebuttal carefully. The original Model 

UN materials are available from UNA-USA if you would like to consult them 

for yourself. I have no doubt that you will be persuaded that the Heritage 

Foundation report is a scurrilous and unjustified attack. 
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Jobless project 
BONN (JTAl- Some 70 

unemployed youths from 
Bremen in north Germany 
will go to Israel to partici
pate in a program called 
"Preparation for Jobs." 
They will stay in mosha
vim for three months. The 
program was initiated by 
the local authorities and an 
associati.on for promoting 
understanding called Sha
lom-Salam. The project 
also includes a six-month 
study and training period 
before and after the stay in' 
Israel. .,, 

It will include theory and 
pr~ctice in agriculture, 
gardening, maintenance of • 
vehicles and housekeeping. 

1 pkg (8 oz) cream 
cheese. softened 

1 '2 cup HELLMANN'S or 
BEST rooos Real 
Mayonnaise 

1 2 cup sugar 

UN Association scored for bias on Israel 
Eryk Spek.t.or, national chairman of the 

Herut Zionists of America , blasted the 
United Nations Association of the U.S. for 
"teaching hatred of Israel and spreading 
misinformation to thousands of American 
teen-agers." Spektor's remarks follows a 
recent study published in Washington by 
the Heritage Foundation. 

In the study, "The Model UN Program: 
Teaching Unreality ," policy analyst 
Thomas G. Guliclt found that the associ
ation's "Model l,JN Survival Kit" is widely 
used by schools participating in the na
tional program, which sees some 115 mod
el UN conferences held nationwide each 
year. "Young Americans,"· Gulick wrote, 
"are being greatly persuaded by their 
Model UN that Israel and South Africa are 
pariahs (and) that Israel is just about the 
sole cause of Middle East tensions ... " 

Gulick also cited the association ' s 
" Gui~e to Delegate Preparation" as a 

- source of anti-Israel propaganda presented 
to students as objective fact . The guide's 
five-page summary of the Middle.East con
flict repeatedly accuses Israel of "invad
ing" and "attacking" its Arab neighbors. 
while making only one isolated mention of 
PLO attacks on Israel. . 

The PLO's record of terror is ignored. ! I 
and the central issue of the Middle East , 
conflict - the Arab world's refusal to live 3 
in peace with Israel - is never mentioned, ~ 
he added. It describes a UN commission's ~ 
findings that Israel shows a "disregard for m 
basic human rights" and tells of another ~ 
UN commission's findings that Israel is ! 
guilty ,of war crimes, without noting that ~ 
both commissions were stacked .with anti
Israel delegates. 
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3 cups unsifted flour 
2 cups sugar 

1 1 2 tsp ground cinnamon 
1 2 tsp ground nutmeg 

3 eggs 
2 tsp grated lemon rind 
1 Tbsp lemon 1u1ce 
1 tsp vanilla 
1 pkg graham cracker pie 

crust (about 9") 

1 cup HELLMANN'S or 
BEST FOODS Real 
Mayonnaise 

1 3 cup milk 
2 eggs 
2 ISP baking soda 

1 2 tsp salt 
1 4 tsp ground cloves 

3 cups chopped. peeled 
apples 

1 cup seedless ra1s1ns 
1 2 cup chopped walnuts 

In large bowl w1t11 mixer at medium speed beat cream 
cheese and Real Mayonnaise until smooth. Gradually beat 1n 
sugar Beat 1n eggs. one al a time Beat 1n lemon rind. Juice and 
vanilla. Pour into pie crust: place on cookie sheet. Bake 1n 
350°F oven 30 to 35 m1r or unti l set cti,114 hr If desired. oar 

Grease and flour 2 (9") round baking p,rns In 1arge bowl with 
mixer at low speed beat first 10 1ngred1enls 2 min. scraping 
bowl frequently. or beat vigorously 300 strokes oy hand 
(Batter wi ll be ver/ thick.) With spoon stir 1n apples. ra1s1ns 
and nuts Spoon into pans Bake 111 350°F oven 45 min or 
unt1I tester inserted 1n center comes out clean Cool in pans 
,crm,n RPmovp rrol F, 11 ·;r, fr0c:t w••h '> f' ,n~ \•·h, n r,Pri 



al --- thinks it would be irresponsible for you to respond -- didn't read 

original --- have neither time nor patience, inclination to go over all data 

jewish community coming down on side of heritage--- becareful --- send all 

data to norma levitt .... our unperson 
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Chairman of the Assoc1atlon 
Elliot L. Richardson 
Chairman, Board of Governors 
brvtlle L. Freeman 
Chairman, Nat10nal Council 
Cyrus R. Vance 
Vice Chairmen 
Ruth J. Hmerfeld 
Past Pres,den t, League of Women Voters. USA 
Harry W. Knight 
Chairman, Hillsboro Associates, Inc. 

Estelle Lmzer 
Southern New York State Division, UNA 
Jean l'lcker 
US Representallve, UN Social 
Development Committee (1969-1977) 
Richard J. Schmeelk 
Executive Managing Director, 
Salomon Brothers Inc. 
Brent Scowcrolt 
Vice Chairman, K1ssmger Associates, Inc. 
Secretary 
William J. vanden Heuvel 
Partner - Stroock & Stroock & Lavan 
Treasurer 

ti;1:ir~a~~1aarme Midland Bank, N.A. Inc. 
Cha,rman, Finance & Budge t Committee 
lvan Selin 
Chairman, Amencan Management Systems, Inc. 
Chazrma~, Corporate Council for 
International Policy 
William S. Woodside 
Chairman, American Can Company 
Cha,rman. Pabey Studies Committee 
Robert V. Roosa 
Partner - Brown Brothers Harriman & Co. 
Chairman, Economic Policy Council 
Robert 0 . Anderson 
Chairman of the Board, 
Atlanhc R1chheld Company 
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October 6th, 1983 

Rabbi Alexander M. Schindler 
President 
Union of American Hebrew Congregations 
838 Fifth Avenue 
New York, N.Y. 10021 

Dear Alex: 

Na t10nal Cha,rman. UN Day 1983 
(By appointment of 

th e Presiden t of the U.S. A.) 
William M. Ellinghaus, President 

American Telephone & Telegraph Co. 

Despite the fact that kn()\t,/ how busy you are, am bothering 
you ,.again to urge you to read the rebuttal material (another 
copy of which have enclosed) to the Heritage Foundation's 
charges. 

When you read it you will see how unfairly UNA has been 
treated and how much damage we can suffer if this kind of thing 
goes on unchecked. I have taken the 1 i berty of drafting the 
kind of letter you might want to send to the Jewish Press, as 
well as a draft for Mr. Spektor. 

Many thanks in advance for your help. 

RMR:mn 
encs. 

7rl~, 
r RoM M. Ratner 

President 

P.S. did not want 
the printed material 

to burden you with another copy of all 
in the kit. 

Executive Vice President 
Edward C. Luck 

Vice President, 
National Field Program 
Peggy Carlin 

Vice President, 
Financial Development 
Richard B. Wiener 

Assistant Treasurer 
and Con troller, 
Louis J. Provenzale 
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September 16, 1983 

LIES, DISTORTIONS, AND NONSENSE FROM THE HERITAGE FOUNDATION 

With the publication of "The Model UN Program: Teaching Unreality," 
the Heritage Foundation's biased and sensational UN Assessment Project has 
hit a new low. Purporting to be an analysis of the nationwide Model United 
Nations conferences for high school and college students and of the 
materials produced hy the United Nations Association of the USA (UNA-USA) 
for their use, the report is riddled with distortions, inaccuracies, and 
falsehoods. UNA-USA welcomes serious, objective critiques of its 
publications, but objects strongly t o such malicious and systematic 
misrepresentations. It is the Heritage Foundation which is guilty not 
onlv of "teaching unreality," but of engaging in a shoddy, scurrilous 
and thoroughly unprofessional attempt to discredit a highly successful 
program which has stimulated hundreds of thousands of Americans to think 
critically about world affairs. The materials described and criticized 
by the Heritage Foundation bear little resemblance to the materials 
actually produced by UNA-USA. 

Before noting some of the more glaring errors in the Heritage 
Foundation report, four points should be stressed. 

One, the various Model UN programs across the country operate 
independently and are not affiliated with UNA-USA, which simply offers 
the background materials for sale and organizes seminars for leaders of 
some of the programs. UNA-USA does not have and does not want to have 
a "monopoly of Model UN teaching materials," as charged by the Heritage 
Foundation. In fact, the Guide to Delegate Preparation produced by 
UNA-USA stresses that "it is not meant to and should not comprise the 
entirety of a delegate's preparation, for only with thorough research will 
students be able to understand the complexity of international issues" 
(Preface, p . iv) and that "if you wish to truly understand international 
affairs you should not limit yourself to this guide, nor to studying issues 
only within the context of the UN" (Introduction, p. 1). The cover letter 
accompanying the "Model UN Survival Kit" reminds students: "Remember, 
these materials should be used as a starting point; further research is 
necessary to be adequately prepared for a Model UN conference." The 
widespread use of UNA-USA materials attests to their quality and objectivity, 
not t o any imagined "monopoly." 

Two, UNA-USA is a broad-based membership and research organization, 
which is not associated with any single political perspective or point 
of view. Its distinguished leadership and nationwide membership include 
Americans of many different political persuasions. UNA-USA, which has 
frequently and regularly criticized the failings of the UN as well as 
noting its successes, has no hidden agendas or political messages to sell 
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Model UNs is devoted to "The Changing International Economic Order" and 
the topic of "Economics and Development" is only one of seven chapters 
in Issues Before the General Assembly, which is included in every Model 
UN Survival Kit to provide more detailed substantive information. 

The Heritage Foundation statement that the arguments put forth in 
The Global Economic Challenge, a five-year old report of the UNA-USA 
Economic Policy Council, support the NIEO is patently false. The 
NIEO is mentioned only once (on page iii) as a confrontational debate 
that serves the interests neither of the less developed countries nor 
of the developed countries. What the Heritage Foundation fails to mention, 
but the book does, is that US economic interests are interdependent with 
those of many other countries, as noted by Secretary of State Shultz, 
Secretary of the Treasury Regan, Federal Reserve Board Chairman Volcker, 
The Wall Street Journal, and hundreds of prominent economists. The UNA
USA book focuses on possible mutual gains, not the massive net transfer 
o f resource s once envisioned by some supporters of the NIEO. VS objectives 
--full employment, price stability and economic growth--are the central 
themes of the Economic Policy Council report, but unlike the one-dimensional 
thinking of the Heritage Foundation, this study recognizes that the US must 
work with other industrial and developing countries to achieve these 
objectives. It would have been far more constructive if the Heritage 
Foundation had addressed the substance of international economic relations 
rather than attacking the empty NIEO slogan, which even the non-aligned 
countries find increasingly irrelevant to their real needs. 

It is absurd to suggest, as the Heritage Foundation has, that 
recommendations in the UNA-USA report, "could lead to a planned, semi
socialist global economy outlined in the NIEO" that "would be paid for by 
US and western tax dollars but administered by UN managers." The UNA-
USA Economic Policy Council study was the consensus product of a group 
of America's top business and labor leaders. It makes no reference to 
any such economic system or to the possibility of management by ill~ personnel. 
The report's recommendation for a "soft loan pool" is designed not simply 
to help less developed countries at US expense, but rather to foster 
economic growth in the US through greater economic growth and prosperity 
in the LDCs, which represent the fastest growing market for US products. 

The UNA-USA report, in noting "the responsibility of governments to 
distribute more equitably the gain from trade both between nations and 
within countries," makes no reference to either foreign aid or welfare 
payments as claimed by the Heritage Foundation. Instead, this statement 
refers to effective safeguards and Orderly Marketing Arrangements (OMAs), 
which the US has established in its own self-interest for such goods as 
shoes and televisions. 

The Heritage Foundation treatment of the UNA-USA Economic Policy 
Council publication, The Growth of the US and World Economies Through 
Technological Innovations and Transfer, is equally distorted. The 
publication mentions the New International Economic Order only once in 
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Issues Before the General Assemb ly , which analyzes the Middle East situation 
in much greater detail and provides a full account of the Israeli as well 
as the Arab positions on the issues. Somehow, the Heritage Foundation has 
failed to even note in passing that this publication is included in the 
kits.l 

The Heritage Foundation critique of the chronology of UN activities 
fails to mention that the list includes explicit reference to occasions 
when Arab and PLO forces attacked Israel, as well as instances when Israel 
struck first. The chronology also notes that Israel has had reason to be 
skeptical about the ability of the UN Interim Force in Lebanon (UNIFIL) 
"to prevent PLO attacks launched from Lebanon against Israel." Thus, the 
Heritage Foundation claim that "nothing is said about UNIFIL's almost 
total failure to prevent PLO attacks on Israeli towns" is an obvious 
falsehood. The chronology does not us e the terms PLO and Palestinian 
interchangeab ly as charged by the Heri tage Foundation, but rather refers 
to each one a s appropriate i n thL context o f the situation. The chronology 
certainly does not give "the impression that the PLO is justified when it 
claims to be the sole representative of the Palestinian people." The 
question of Palestinian representation is not addressed in the summary, 
which is devoted t o UN actions, not Palestinian politics. 

By quoting one phrase out of context, the Heritage Foundation falsely 
claims that the chronology attempts to "sanitize" the infamous 1975 General 
Assembly resolution equating Zionism wit h racism. The chronology notes 
that "US Ambassador to the United Nations, Daniel Patrick Moynihan, called 
the resolution 'an obscene ac t. 111 It should be noted for the record, 
moreover, that UNA-USA took the lead at that time in trying to prevent 
the passage of the resolution an d then in condemning it as "repugnant 
and dangerous ." ln fact, this unprecedented statement by the leaders of 
UNA-USA was quoted hy Senator Moynihan in his speech before the General 
Assembly on the Matter.2 

The Heritage Foundation is also wrong to claim that the chronology 
"almost entirely ignores the central issue of the Middle East conflict-
the challenge to Israel's right to exist as a sovereign state." The 
chronology in fact refers repeatedlv to both the need to recognize 
Israel's right to exist and the importance of diplomatic recognition 
as a key to peaceful resolutinn of issues in the Middle East. "Throughout 
the history of the conflict, the western nations have supported the right 

lit should be noted that a member of the Heritage Foundation staff participated, 
at UNA-USA's invitation, in last year's Issues Conference, which is held 
annually to air a variety of viewpoint s ori the topics to be addressed in this 
annual publication. 'It is thus particularly galling that the Heritage Founda
tion has failed to even mention the existence of this publication. 

2"The United Nations Association of the United States," noted Ambassador 
Moynihan, "has for the first time in its history appealed directly to each 
of the 141 other delegations in New York not to do this unspeakable thing." 
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The New World Information Order (NWIO) 

The brief section of the Heritage Foundation statement on the NWIO 
contains similar distortions. The Heritage Foundation claims that 
"UNA's Guide for Model U.N. Delegates exhibits a pro-NWIO bias, for 
instance, by comparing the NWIO to the Associated Press struggle to 
break into the international news service cartel 80 years ago when it 
was dominated by Reuters and the German ·wolff agencies." This is a 
classic case of distorting a statement by taking it out of context, 
since the UNA-USA publication notes that this comparison is made by 
"Third World spokesmen in their campaign for a New World Information 
Order." UNA-USA has not endorse d that statement here or elsewhere; 
it simply mentions some of the arguments of those favoring a NWIO as 
well as arguments of those opposing it. 

Similarly, the Heritage Foundation falsely states that the UNA
USA publication fails "to note the grave threat posed to pres s freedom 
by NWIO under the shibboleth of 'protection of journalists' (i.e., 
licensing of western newsmen in the Third World)." The UNA-USA paper 
in fact points out that the UNESCO Commission for the Study of Communica
tions Problems (the MacBride Commission) underlined that "to propose a 
licensing system for journalists was dangerous since it would require 
someone to stipulate who would be entitled to claim such protection. 
Journalists, the Commission observed, will be fully protected only when 
everyone's rights are guaranteed." The UNA-USA publication also notes 
that the Soviet member of the Commission dissented on a recommendation 
that "censorship or arbitrary control of information should be abolished." 
It is absurd to assert, as the Heritage Foundation has done, that the 
UNA-USA materials exhibit a pro-NWIO bias. As before, the obvious case 
of bias is in the Heritage Foundation's account of the UNA-USA materials. 

It should be noted that UNA-USA in March 1981 issued the following 
statement regarding UNESCO's consideration of the proposed New World 
lnformation Order: "The United Nations Association of the United States 
of America stands fully behind the freedom of the press and totally 
rejects any attempt at government control of the media .... If UNESCO, 
despite US efforts, ultimately makes decisions that interfere with press 
freedom, serious questions would inevitably be raised about U.S. 
participation in the organization." Moreover, UNA-USA has organized a 
series of national and regional seminars to increase discussion of the 
potential implications of a New World Information Order, with some of the 
most prominent and articulate defenders of a free press participating. 
When the World Federation of UNAs held an international symposium on the 
topic in 1981, UNA-USA ensured that this point of view had the strongest 
possible representation in the international dialogue. 

Conclusions 

As this evidence makes abundantly clear, the Heritage Foundation is 
guilty of more than shallow research and sloppy copy-editing. Its attack 
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August 31, 1983 

M E M O R A N D U M 

TO : 

FROM: 

THE BOARD 

ROBERT M. 

OF GOVERNORS 

RATNER, PRESIDENT&~~ 1 

Orville Freeman asked me to send you the enclosed copy of the 
most recen t He ritage Foundation report which attacks Model UN's 
and UNA. The report is biased, full of distortions, inaccuracies, 
deliberately misleading statements and deliberate ommissions. 

Orville would 1 ike to discuss this report at our Governors meeting 
on the 19th, at which time we will substantiate all of the above 
charges in detail. (If you cannot attend the meeting, this 
material will be sent to you immediately following the meeting, 
before you receive the Minutes of the meeting.) 

Enclosed you will find a new draft Agenda with two items added: 
VI. the Heritage Foundation report , and V. a discussion on the 
meeting Chairman Richardson and Ed Luc k had wi t h Secretary-General 
Perez de Cuellar on August 17th. 

If you have not already notified us whether or not you will be 
able to attend, please do so now. 

look forward to seeing you on the 19th. 

E xecutive Vice President 
Edward C. Luck 

Vice President, 
National Field Program 
Peggy Carlin 

Vice President, 
Financial Developmen t 
Richard B. Wiener 

Ass1stan t Treasurer 
and Controller, 
Louis J. Provenzale 
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BOARD OF GOVERNORS MEETING 

MONDAY, SEPTEMBER 19th, 1983 - 1 :00 to 4:00 PM 

UNA'S CONFERENCE ROOM 

ORVILLE L. FREEMAN - PRESIDING 

AGENDA ITEM I, I I, I I I TO BE CONDUCTED IN EXECUTIVE SESSION 

I. MINUTES OF LAST MEETING ON MAY 16, 1983 
(You should have recieved these Minutes 1n the mail the latter 
part of June.) 

I I. A) DISCUSSION OF THE SUCCESSION PROCEDURE WHEN BOB RATNER GIVES UP HIS 
PRESIDENTIAL RESPONSIBILITIES AS OF JULY 1, 1984 

B) DISCUSSION OF BOB RATNER'S CONTINUING RELATIONSHIP AFTER JULY 1, 1984 

I I I. OTHER EXECUTIVE CHANGES 

IV. FINANCIAL REPORT 

V. MEETING WITH THE SECRETARY-GENERAL AUGUST 17, 1983 

VI. HERITAGE FOUNDATION'S REPORT ATTACKING MODEL UN'S AND UNA 

VI I. REPORT OF THE PROGRESS OF THE NEW MULTILATERAL ISSUES & INSTITUTIONS PROGRNI 

VI I I. PLANS FOR THE ECONOMIC POLICY COUNCIL PLENARY OCTOBER 12th & 13th 

IX. UPDATE ON POLICY STUDIES ACTIVITIES 

X. WORLD FEDERATION OF THE UNITED NATIONS ASSOCIATION (WFUNA) 

XI. OTHER BUSINESS 

A) REACTION TO THE CONVENTION 

B) ADJOURNMENT 
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A United Nations Assessment Project Study 

August 11, 1983 

THE MODEL U.N. PROGRAM: TEACHING UNREALITY 

INTRODUC'.I'ION 

As high school and college students return to class this fall, another cycle of Model United Nations conferences will be starting. The mock United Nations . has become a very popular event, involving over 50,000 students yearly in over 2,000 U.S. schools. At these schools, the Model U .N. program introduc·es young Americans to the U.N., one of the world's most important multinational bodies. 

Yet there is considerable evidence that the young participants in the program are not being taught the full truth about the U.N., its role in the world, or its impact on the United States. Instead, students are being led to believe that the structure, practices, and issues of the U.N. accurately reflect global reality. The students are not being taught that on many key issues the U.N. distorts reality and even exacerbates tensions. The fact that many U.S. public schools are not presenting a balanced picture of the U.N. is very serious. It raises questions about how carefully parents and school officials monitor what takes place in their schools' Model U.N projects. 

There is shocking unreality in the U.N. roles faithfully acted out by the students playing delegates from the United States, the USSR, Great Britain, East Germany, Saudi Arabia, Brazil, and the whole cast of 158 U.N. member states. As they re-create the debates and speeches of the U.N. General Assembly, the special political committee sessions, and the forums of specialized agencies like UNESCO, the students are led to believe that the East-West conflict and the battle between the values of the free world and those of communist world somehow have abated and are now replaced with the "North-South Dialogue." The students find themselves in the frustrating world of the U.N. 's one-nation, one-vote protocol, where the free nations of the West (which pay over 65 percent of the total U.N. budget) are constantly vilified by the undemocratic 

Note: Nothing written here is to be construed as necessarily reflecting the views of The Heritage Foundation or as an attempt to aid or hinder the passage of any bill before Congress. 
- - ________________________ .... 
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its function as a resource bank, training center and -internshipprogram for refining and nurturing the Model U.N. Conference. This it does quite well. A Heritage -Foundation survey of 25 Model U.N. programs nation wide, including the National High School and College Model U.N.s in New York and the large annual Harvard University Model U.N., found that about 72 percent use the UNA "Model U.N. Survival Kit" and/or other UNA curriculum and research materials. Almost 25 percent of these Model U.N.s are run by those closely linked to UNA's Model U.N. and Youth Department. 

UNA tends to have a strong influence on the American Model U.N. educational event through two avenues: its research materials, publications on Model U.N. teaching and its UNA backgrounders on U.N. issues; and its intern and Model U.N. training program, which tends to produce the student managers who run the bigger Model U.N. national competitions. UNA really has no rival as a Model U.N. consultant. What is most serious is that no consultant to the Model projects balances UNA by approaching the U.N. from a skeptical or analytically critical perspective. 

It is the drama of the Model U.N., the careful acting out of actual U.N. working session protocol, complete, in some cases, with native costumes like Arabic headdresses and Cuban battle fatigues, that makes the Model U.N. fun for students. UNA has filled a vacuum by helping schools dramatize the U.N. version of international diplomacy in as much detail as a Model U.N. group cares to undertake . 

UNA hosts an annual "Secretariat Seminar" at its New York City headquarters at the end of the school year in late May. The seminar invites the student Secretaries General of Model U.N. conferences and their advisors from all over the U.S. for a two-day training session on how to run Model U.N. simulations. This year's seminar featured a day of meetings at the United Nations itself, where U.N. officials from the International Labor Organization, the U.N. Human Rights Commission and other agencies addressed the group. The discussion centered on simulating U.N. specialized agencies like the International Labor Organization, UNESCO, and the World Health Organization, in addition to the usual Model U.N. staging of mock General Assemblies and Security Councils. Attendees included about 40 high school and college students and teachers as well as some representatives of state departments of education. Jordan Horvath, coordinator of the UNA Model U.N. and Youth Department, notes that the seminar usually draws about 50 participants. 1 

1 The Heritage Foundation was invited to attend this year's Secretariat Seminar by UNA's Gail Reiss, but one week later the invitation was abruptly 
withdrawn. 
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There is no analysis of the internal problems that many developing countries create for themselves--such as the socialist and price control policies of a Tanzania~ According to many experts, these are the real causes of underdevelopment. The UNA booklet does not tell its student readers that many specialists on economic development fear that NIEO policies could strangle growth and thus sentence a developing country to remain permanently underdeveloped. 

THE BIAS IN THE UNA MODEL U.N. CURRICULUM 

"Teaching About the United Nations," a UNA manual for Model U.N. teachers and students, illustrates some of the worst bias and blindspots in UNA's (and NEA's) Model U.N. editorial policy. By highlighting the artificial "North-South Dialogue," while largely disregarding the East-West conflict in this booklet and other Model U.N. materials, UNA does students the disservice of covering up one of the major geopolitical realities of the age. 
Faithfully described, however, is the U.N. 's concentration on two issues, which are raised in virtually every U.N. forum from the General Assembly to UNESCO: Israel and South Africa. UNA's Model U.N. research materials encourage support for the U.N. 's continual condemnation of these two countries. In today's U.N., the Soviet bloc nations and their allies in the Group of 77, the Third World voting bloc now consisting of over 120 nations, consistently censure the policies of Israel while promoting the policies of the Palestine Liberation Organization (PLO). Though widely recognized as a terrorist group, the PLO is never criticized at the U.N. for its terrorist tactics. In addition, PLO indebtedness to the Soviet Union for arms and training is openly admitted by PLO leaders themselves. But the use of the PLO as a surrogate subversive force by the Soviet Union to destabilize Israel and the Middle East is never mentioned at the U.N. Nor is it mentioned by UNA in its Model U.N. publications for students and teachers. 

Middle East 

The UNA "Guide to Delegate Preparation," designed for briefing Model U.N. students and their teacher advisors, treats "the U.N. and the Arab-Israeli conflict" in an explicitly one-sided manner. Though this may mirror what goes on at the U.N. , it.is not ~n honest guide if it ignores what really has happened in the Middle East. Examples: 

*The UNA's five-page summary of the conflict repeatedly points an accusing finger at Israel for "invading" or 11 attac~ing 11 its Arab neighbors. Only once does the UNA handbook mention PLO attacks on Israel. 

*The summary is silent about the well-documented PLO record of terrorism. Nothing is said about the unrelenting war that the PLO has conducted against Israel, which not only ha~ included attacks on civilian settlements, but also on Israeli athletes at the 1972 Olympics. 
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*There is no mention here of the extensive U.N . . funding of. Marxist guerrilla groups, including the African National Congress {ANC), the Pan African Congress (PAC--actually a Maoist group) and the South West Africa People's Organization {SWAPO). Both ANC and SWAPO have strong ideological and military ties to Moscow. Since 1975, the U.N. has given at least $130 million to the ANC, PAC, SWAPO, the PLO and other Marxist and Maoist national liberation movements, including the MPLA (now the Marxist government of Angola) and FRELIMO (now the Marxist government of Mozambique). 

*Conversely, there is no mention by UNA of the fact that such non-Marxist liberation movements as the National Union for the Total Independence of Angola, which now controls large parts of Angola, and the Mozambique National Resistance, now fighting FRELIMO in Mozambique and controlling large areas of that country, including rail lines and transportation routes, receive no U.N. aid of any kind. 

The New World Information Order (NWIO) 

NWIO, one of the key political debates at UNESCO, is a Soviet bloc inspired strategy, which encourages Third World countries to threaten Western news agencies with expulsion and taxation in order to secure more favorable Western news coverage and increased foreign aid for mass communications from the industrialized Western nations. 
*UNA's Guide for Model U.N. delegates exhibits a pro-NWIO bias, for instance, by comparing the NWIO to the Associated Press struggle to break into the international news service cartel 80 years ago when it was dominated by the Reuters and the German Wolff agencies. 

*UNA neglects to say that the NWIO, unlike AP, is based on the idea of massive Western aid ($15-$20 billion is the suggested figure) to Third World news agencies. Nor does UNA deem it necessary to note the grave threat posed to press freedom by NWIO under the shibboleth of "protection of journalists 11 (i.e., licensing of Western newsmen in the Third World). 3 

*No mention is made of the heavy leftist and Marxist bias of the newly formed UNESCO media aid bureau, the International Programme for the Development of Communication, both in rhetoric and in funding approval for Third World mass communication projects. 4 

OTHER CURRICULUM AIDS SUGGESTED BY UNA 

Population 

In Gail Reiss's 11 U.N. Supplement," published by UNA for "Great Decisions '83, 11 the social studies guide for teachers 

3 

4 

Thomas G. Gulick, "The IPDC: UNESCO vs. the Free Press," Heritage Founda
tion Backgrounder #253, March 10, 1983, p. 5. 
Ibid., pp. 1-3. 
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Disarmament 

UNA also recommends a new NEA teacher's guide called "Choices: A Unit on Conflict and Nuclear War" as a Model U.N. resource. "Choices" focuses students' attention on the horrors of nuclear war and the notion of deterrence. The need for an adequate U.S. defense to check the Soviet buildup is almost ignored; it is suggested that this is too expensive. Therefore, the favored "choices" offered the student by this booklet emphasiz-e nuclear weapons negotiations. It is strongly implied that the Soviets want disarmament and peace very badly, and indeed have no other "choice." Completely omitted is the Soviet invasion of Afghanistan, the use of Cuban proxies in Africa and the Soviet buildup in Central America. The fact that the USSR is expanding its nuclear and conventional arsenal is a choice not recognized in "Choices." UNA material on this critical question leaves out a number of contrasting "choices" faced by those concerned about their nation's security, such as the choice to discourage an enemy through a superior defense force. 

U.N. Peacekeeping 

UNA calls U.N. Peacekeeping operations "the most controversial, the most highly publicized, and in many respects the most constructive and successful of its peace and security activities. 118 
In an attempt to substantiate this, UNA offers a woefully inadequate summary of why U.N. peacekeeping activities are so controversial and actually ineffective. For example, in recounting for students the history of the United Nations Interim Force in Lebanon (UNIFIL), UNA never alludes to UNIFIL problems such as its inability to control PLO attacks and even its collaboration with the PLO to supply intelligence and explosives to PLO guerrillas. 9 Nor does UNA provide overall analysis of U.N. peacekeeping efforts such as the fact that the U.N. has failed to prevent the outbreak of some 93 armed conflicts occurring between 1945 and 1977. This is despite an expenditure of at least $3 billion ($1 billion contributed by the United States) of U.N. funds on peacekeeping since the U.N. founding. 10 

Human Rights 

Another U.N. research leaflet recommended for Model U.N. students is entitled "The U.N. and International Human Rights Instruments." This four-page summary gives flattering portraits of such U.N. documents as "The Universal Declaration of Human 
Rights" of 1948, of which it says: 

8 

9 

10 

"Guide to Delegate Preparation" (New York: United Nations Association, 
1982-83 edition), p. 10. 
Roger A. Brooks, "U.N. Peacekeeping: An Empty Mandate," Heritage Founda
tion Backgrounder #262, April 20, 1983, pp. 14-15. 
Ibid., pp. 1-2. 
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To wit: the U.S. and the Western nations are wealthy because they have "exploited" the natural resources of the Third World. Therefore, the West must expiate its guilt by giving more foreign aid-with no strings attached. 

No other view of why the Third World is poor or why the West is economically successful is offered to the Model U.N. student. All he or she gets is an implicit condemnation of the free market system and the idea that the global socialism of the NIEO will rescue the Third World from poverty. 

Model U.N. Conferences 

This May, Heritage attended the U.S. High School Model United Nations conference, held at the New York Hilton. Participating were 1,700 students from 150 schools. All the hotel conference rooms and ballrooms were abuzz with over twenty U.N. simulations, ranging from the General Assembly to the Commission on Transnational Corporations, from the U.N. High Commissionfor Refugees to regional meetings of NATO and the League of Arab States. 

The debate and caliber of students were honor roll level and above. The Director of the General Assembly was a veteran of eight such National High School tournaments. He wielded the gavel, reeled off the parliamentary procedure with a blase air and reminded the high schoolers of their 1 a.m. curfew. He is nowadays a lawyer, still in his twenties, who likes these Model U.N. meetings and keeps coming back for more. Up to a third of the participants are returnees. When the Model U.N. high schoolers go to college, many return to act as conference officials and moderators. The national conference is as much a social event as it is a Model U.N. conference. 

But the U.N. is acted out to the maximum. In the General Assembly, messengers hurry from delegation to delegation. There are endless speeches and caucuses. In the press room, students mimeograph copies of delegate resolutions. On a table is a briefing book from last year's national model U.N. for the "Special Session on the Progress of the New International Economic Order." It advises the high school delegates that, on the question of "Sovereignty over Natural Resources .... The crucial issue ... concerns the laws and regulations over transnational corporations which exploit natural resources in a host country." UNA reference materials are available for student delegates in the press room. 
UNA does not run the National High School Model U.N., but many of the key officials are former UNA interns or graduates of the UNA Secretariat Seminar. The Director-General this year was Jordan Horvath, UNA's Model U.N. coordinator. 

The National Model U.N. for college students draws about 1,400 students from 140 colleges and universities; it ~as held this year at the New York city Grand Hyatt Hotel. David Bederman, a Princeton student and National Model U.N. veteran, graduate of 
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The reaction of teachers at the Philadelphia World AffairsModel U.N. to the Model U.N. teaching device is probably typical of teacher advisors nation wide. They agreed that the main purpose of the Model U.N. is to educate students concerning current events and diplomacy. The trouble is that the U.N. sees 11 current events 11 through its NIEO filter. As for learning the 11 rudiments of diplomacy, 11 the U-.N. is a better laboratory for study of power bloc voting and socialist propaganda tactics than for study of 11 diplomacy. 11 

The composite picture obtained from more than two dozen Model U.N.s is that the project tends to cast the U.S. as a capitalist villain and the West in general as the exploiter of the Third World. Nationalism, the free market and defense spending are generally associated with exploitation and imperialism at the Model U.N.s. Support for the New International Economic Order and global economic development administered by the U.N. and its agencies is the implicit theme of most Model U.N.s. These are offered to the Model U.N. student as probably 11 the only way 11 of solving Third World underdevelopment and the world economic crisis. The very nature of today's U.N. and the Model U.N. policy of replicating the real United Nations as closely as possible naturally lead the student to see the NIEO and the United Nations administration of a NIEO global welfare state as the only solutions to securing peace and ending warfare among the nations. 

This is a distorted view of international economics and Third World development. It does not show that the West is already generous with its loans and foreign aid credits. It does not acknowledge the important role of private investment. And it fails to tell students that individual liberty is usually repressed in those countries advocating NIEO . 

CONCLUSION 

Today's Model United Nations program in the U.S. is uncritical of the United Nations and biased in favor of the NIEO because of the strong influence of UNA, NEA and their affiliates. A balanced program in international affairs for U.S. high school and college students is urgently needed. A healthy alternative to the Model U.N. program that could provide high school and college students with a realistic picture of today's geopolitics would be to conduct a 11 mock East-West summit. 11 students could act out the actual diplomatic battle of the U.S. and its Western allies versus the Soviet Union and its Eastern bloc satellites. Third World countries would be either participants or observers. Pro-Western national liberation movements would be represented as well as Marxist-oriented groups and they could debate each other. Multiple meetings could be held under the Summit Meeting banner on subjects as diverse as defense, education, human rights, gl?bal ecology, use of space, natural resources and trade and foreign 
policy. 
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M E M O R A N D U M 

TO: THE BOARD OF GOVERNORS 

FROM: ROBERT M. RATNER, PRESIDENT 

RE: NEXT MEETING, MONDAY, SEPTEMBER 19th, 1983 - 1:00 to 4:00 PM 

hope you are having a pleasant summer. 

If you have read the minutes of the meeting of May 16th, you are aware 
that these summer months at UIJA probably have been the most hectic we 
have ever gone through. We have completed a restructuring of the 
staff and a reorganizati on of our program. 

While we sti 11 face enormous financial hurdles, we have temporarily 
solved what could have been a disasterous cash flow situa tion. It 
took some ad roit man eu ver in g and the cooperation of a Governor to 
do this. As a ma tter of fact, we have even l aunche d a new fund
raising campaign, although we don't call it that, which could put 
our financial situation on a more even keel. You should have all 
received the materials around which this campaign is based. 

As you can see from the enclosed Agenda, it may be necessary to 
make some decisions now, wh ich we thought could be postponed for 
a while. 

am sure you wi 11 be inte reste d in learning about the progress of 
our reorganized program, and particularly about the development of 
our Multilateral Issues and Institutions Program. There have also 
been very interesting developments in the Policy Studies area, 
there are very e xciting plan s for the upcoming EPC Plenary, and 
this wi 11 be the first Governors ' meet ing since one of our most 
effective Conventions. 

As you can also see, Orville Freeman wi 11 be Chairing the meeting. 

hope you wi 11 make every effort to attend this meeting, and would 
appreciate it very much if you would return the enclosed postal 
card letting us know that you wi 11 be with us. 

As in the past, we plan to make it a working lunch, starting at 
1 :00 PM and concluding by 4:00 PM. I look forward to seeing you 
on September 19th in UNA's CONFERENCE ROOM. 

Executive Vice President 
Edward C. Luck 

Vice President, 
Nat10nal Field Program 
Peggy Carlin 

Vice Presiden t, 
Fmancial Development 
Richard B. Wiener 

Assistant Treasurer 
and Controller, 
Louis J. Provenzale 



United Nations Association of the United States of America 
300 East 42nd Street, New York, NY 10017 212 697 3232 

BOARD OF GOVERNORS MEETING 

MONDAY, SEPTEMBER 19th, 1983 - l :00 to 4:00 PM 

UNA's CONFERENCE ROOM 

ORVILLE L. FREEMAN - PRESIDING 

AGENDA ITEMS I, 11, and 11 I TO BE CONDUCTED IN EXEC UT I VE SESSION 

I. MINUTES OF LAST MEETING ON MAY 16, 1983. 
(You should have received these Minutes in the mail the latter 
part of June.) 

I I. A) DISCUSSION OF THE SUCCESSION PROCEDURE WHEN BOB RATNER GIVES UP 
HIS PRESIDENTIAL RESPONSIBILITIES AS OF JULY l, 1984 

B) DISCUSSION OF BOB RATNER's CONTINUING RELATIONSHIP AFTER JULY l, 1984 

I I I. OTHER EXECUTIVE CHANGES 

IV. FINANCIAL REPORT 

V. REPORT OF THE PROGRESS OF THE NEW MULTILATERAL ISSUES & INSTITUTIONS 
PROGRAM 

VI. PLANS FOR THE ECONOMIC POLICY COUNCIL PLENARY, OCTOBER 12th & 13th 

VI I. UPDATE ON POLICY STUDIES ACTIVITIES 

VI I I. WORLD FEDERATION OF UNITED NATIONS ASSOCIATIONS (WFUNA) 

IX. OTHER BUSINESS 

A) REACTION TO THE CONVENTION 

B) ADJOURNMENT 
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National Chairman, UN Day 1982 
(By appointment of 

the President of the U.S.A .) 
Robert An rson, Chairman 

Rockwell Intern anal Corporation 

Rabbi Alexander M. Schindler 
President 
Union of American Hebrew 

Congregations 
838 Fif th Avenue 
New York, New York 10021 

Dear Rabbi Schindler: 

The Nominating Committee of the United Nations Association has 
completed its work on the slate of Officers and Directors to be 
submitted at the Convention of UNA/USA on May 28-31, 1983. I 
am pleased to inform you that you have been nominated for re~ 
election to the Board of Direc tors f or a 5-year term. / 

As a current Director, you are automatically privileged to be 
a delegate at the Convention. I hope you will attend some or 
all of the sessions of the Convention about which you will be 
receiving more details shortly. 

Your service to the Association in past years has .meant 
deal to the achievement of the organizationts programs. 
forward to your continued interest in the coming years. 

Executlve Vice President 
ArthurR Day 

Vice President, 
National Field Program 
Peggy Carlin 

Sincerely, 

~L 
Ivan Selin 
Chairman 
Nominating Committee 

Vice President, 
Research and Polley Studies 
Edward C. Luck 

Vice President, 
Financial Development 
Richard B. Wiener 

a great 
I look 

Assistant Treasurer 
and Controller. 
Louis J. Provenzale 

UNA-USA National Convention, May 28-31. 1983, Tarrytown, New York 




