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The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
previous order of the House, the gentle-
man from North Dakota [Mr. BURDICK]
is recognized for 30 minutes.

Mr. BURDICK. Mr, Speaker, there
can be no doubt that there now exists
a widespread understanding andagree-
ment made between the agents of this
Government and the United Nations and
North Atlantic Treaty Organization to
build a world government, and to make
the United States a part of it, regard-
less of our Constitution, laws, and tradi-
tions. This is to be done in the name
of peace, but will result in the total de-
struction of our liberty. The agents
representing the United States may not
ke deliberately trying to do this treason-
able work, but the best that can be said
for them is that they are dupes. Some
mighty important people who are United
States citizens are not only going along
with this scheme, but are daily and
hourly contributing all their efforts in
that direction.

What proof do we have to back up
this general statement? The purpose
of this speech is to lay this proof before

lie American people.

TFirst of ali, the people of the United
States were so completely sick of war
afiecr World War II that these schemers
feund a fertile field to exploit. They
tnpealed to churches, schools, and every
cthicr organization they could reach, on
the basis that the way to secure peace
in the world was to organize a United
Iiations group, and that through the
niachivery which they proposed to set

United States

up wars could be stopped before they
started. It seemed like a plausible idea,
and not knowing the sinister purpose
behind the move, millions of people sup-
ported the suggestion.

The first move was made at San Fran-
cisco, where many nations met, drew up
a charter, and submitted that charter
to the Senate of the United States for
approval as a treaty. ’

This document had none of the ear-
marks of a treaty, because the Supreme
Court of the United States has held in

ymany cases that a treaty is an agree-
;ment made between nations, to do or
:not to do particular things. In the case
of the Charter of the United Nations, it
was not an agreement between nations.
It was an agreement made by the agents
of several governments, and there is no
contention from any quarter that the
United Nations at that time was a na-

“tion with which we could make a treaty
The dark forces behind this’

! agreement.
"move knew that the United Nations was
not a nation with which we could make
a treaty, but intended to make it an in-
tegral power at the first opportunity.
How these forces for evil planned to make
the United Nations a nation is clear now,
since they propose at this time to build
a world government by simply amend-
ing the Charter of the United Nations.
Who were the principal movers at San
Francisco for this United Nations Char-
ter? Who wrote the charter, and who
had the most to do about shaping its
provisions? The answer is that the Rus-
sian Communists and Alger Hiss, a rep-
resentative of our State Department,
were the prilne movers and schemers in
arranging its provisions. That is the
same Alger Hiss who was convicted for
perjury when he denied sending secret
material to the Soviet Union representa-
tives. Its very beginning gave this docu-
ment a bad odor.

The universal approval of a plan to
preserve world peace had not worn oftf
and the facts were yet unknown when
the Senate was called upon to approve
the United Nations Charter. The senti-
ment for peace was so strong that only
two Senators refused to approve the
charter. If the question werc to come
up now, a great majority would say
“No.”

If the real purpose of this charter was
to outline a method to secure and pre-
serve world peace, why was it necessary
in that charter to make an assault upon
the Constitution of the United Statcs?

Are we not already a peace-loving na- /

tion, without having to rely upon the
Soviets and Hiss?
Iere you sce again that world peaes

‘As soon as this charter was approved
the courts of the United States began to
hear about it.
fornia, the Charter of the United Na-
tions was substituted for the laws of the
State of California, and that remained
so for several months, until a higher
court overruled the court that made this
finding. It was a precarious situation,
depending upon the whim of a court.

t.’ullf. ¢

In the Fujii case in Cali-,
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Again, in the Steel Seizure case, where |

the Suprcme Court was searching our
Constitution for some provision that
would uphold the President in his ac-
tion, the same Charter of the United
Nations once more appeared. Failing to
find any authority in the Constitution
to fortify the President’s poszition, the
Chief Justice resorted to one of the mo:t

isions in an effort to




sum)ort the President's Fortu-
‘nately for the people “of the United
States, the majority of the Court would
not permit this communistic charter to
supplant the Constitution of the United
States. ‘It was, however, a close call,
and abundantly proved the need of the
Bricker amendment. No one can ever
tell what the next decision might be,
although throughout our history God
seems always to be on our side; and no
matter what the political complexion of
the Supreme Court may be, the decisions
have upheld the Constitution.

The next assault on the Constltutnon

{s found in the Covenant of Human»

. nghns which has not as yet ‘been pre-

sented to the Senate for ratification.
The United Nations has amended its first
draft several times, and because of the
rising tide of objection to what it is doing
and planning to do, the latest draft has
not come before the Senate.
The subtle and fraudulent work of the

" United Nations in trying to prepare the
; people of the United States for the ap-

proval of this un-American document
ought in itself to condemn its further
consideration by the people and their
leaders.

To prove to you that its procedure was
fraudulent and totally dishonest, I wish
to clearly state that the United Nations
put out a Declaration of Human Rights,
which, upon its face was not objection-
able.  This declaration was propagan-
dized by the spreading of millions of
copies among church people, in the com-
mon - schools, and.in the higher institu-
tions of learning. Every. civic organ-
ization was also  the ‘object of this
avalanche of propaganda.

There was a cunningly designed pur-
pose in this. It was necessary to prepare
the people for the advent of the Covenant
of Human Rights. When the propa-
gandists thought the ground work had
been sufficiently laid. the real human
righls document appeared. It was and
still is called the Covenant of Human
Rights, but it is entirely different from
the propagandized Declaration of Hu-
man Rights. Here in this Covenant of
Human Rights the United Nations,
among other things, undertakes to do
three important things, all of which
threaten the Constitution of the United
States. It has rewritten what is meant
by free speech, a free press, and free
religion. The Constitution is not in
doubt in defining these three funda-
mental attributes of .a free government.
Here is what it says:

Congress shall make no law respecting an
establishment of retigion, or prohibiting the

‘iprove.
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free exercise thereof; or abridging the free-
dom of speech, or of the press;
of the people peaceably to assemble, and to
petition “the Government- for “n redress-of
grievances.

or the right

If “the provisions of the document
[called the Covenant of Human Rights
"are adopted by the Senate please ask

yourselves what has become of these
precious constitutional rights. Here is
what the covenant says about them:

Article 15, section 3: Freedom to manifest

one’s religion or belicfs may be subject only
to such limitations as are prescribed by law
and are necessary to protect public safety,

: order, health, or morals, or the fundamental
rights and frecdoms of others.

Article 16. section 2: Everyone shall have

the right to freedom of expression; this
risht shall include freedom to seek, receive
. and Impart .informaticn and ideas of all
“‘_ kinds, regardless of frontiers.:elther orally,
“in writing or In_print, in the form of art
or through any other media of his choice.

Sectlon 3. The exercise of the rights pro-

vided for In the foregoing paragraph carries
with 1t special duties and responsibilities.
It may therefore be subject to certain restric-
tions, but these‘shall be such only as are
provided by law:and . are necessary (1) for
respect of the rights-or reputations or/others,
&ror the protection of national security
or of public order, or of public health or
morals.

When we go so far as to hedge in, re-
strain and circumvent free speech, then
there is no free speech. There will be
no free press.  There will be no free reli-
gion. Does anyone who is acquainted
with these facts want to say that the
United Nations is not trying to rewrite
our Constitution, with the aid and sup-
port of Communists and revolutionists?
.Just why is it necessary to emasculate
our Constitution if the only object of the
United Nations is world peace? Is not
our Constitution and the desire of all
the people of this country in favor of
peace?

It is necessary to change our Consti-
tution in order to carry out the design
and conspiracy to build a world govern-
ment. 1Is it not perfectly clear to you
now that this was the real purpose of
the framers of the United Nations from
its very beginning? Il ought to be obvi-
ous to any fairminded person that it is
the deliberate scheme of the United Na-~
tions to destroy the Constitution of the
United States, and should need no fur-
ther proof.

But that is not all, as the following
steps will disclose. The United Nations
has produced another convention, which
in time they will ask the Senate to ap-

' I refer to the Genocide Caonven-
tion. This is an appealing subject and

it nus caught 1n 1ts net a great many
pocd Amcerican citizens. As deflned by
the dictionary, genocide is "‘the use or a
user of delibérate, systematlic measures
toward: the exterminntion of a racinl,
political, or cultural group.”

The whalesale destruction of a race
or group of people for no reason at all
except that they are a race or group, is
against all principles of humanity, and
in this country is a violation of moral
and civic'law. Is there anything in the
Constitution of the United States, or even
in the laws of any State of this great
Union, that approves such crime? Why
is it necessary to change and amend,
abrogate and repeal, our own Constitu-
tion in order that we shall be authorized
to rise up against such a moral and legal
crime? The answer is that there is no
possible reason for'this action—if the
purpose of the covenant is to prevent
genocide.

This Convention undertakes to further
amend the Constitution of the United
States and deny the rights of our citizens
under the Bill of Rights in another re-
spect. Thesixth amendment to the Con-
stitution provides:

In ‘all criminal prosecutions, the accused
shall enjoy the right to a speedy and public
trial, by an impartial Jury of the State and
district wherein the crime shall have been
committed, which district shall have been
previously asccrtained by law, and to be in-
formed of the nature and cause of the accu-
sation; to be confronted with the witnesses
against hlm; to have compulsory process for
obtaining witnesses in his favor, and to have
the assistance of counsel for his defense.

The Genocide Convention provides
that a citizen of the United States, who
has, in the opinion of the United Na-
tions, libeled or injured the feelings of
a race, a group, or any member of a
group, shall be subject to trial for vio-
lating the covenant. Will the accused
be tried here in the United States, where
the ¢rime was alleged to have bcen com-
mitted? No.” He will be tried wherever
the United Nations may decide. Will he
be tried under the Constitution and laws
of this country, with the safeguards
provided by the sixth amendment? No.
He will be tried under such laws as the
United Nations World Court shall pre-
seribe. Why was it considered necessary
to take away from the citizens of this
country the protection our Constitution
gives them? Are our people engaged, or
were they ever engaged in race anni-
hilation?

The real, hidden, and treasonable pur-
pose of this provision was and is to tear
down our Constitution and make all citi-
zens, who are entitled to the enjoyment
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