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MESSAGE FROM MR. N.3. KURUSHCHEV TO MR. D. EISENHOWER

dated 27 June 1960

Sir,

Further to my letter of 2 June 1960, to which were sppended the Soviet
Govermment's proposals concerning the basic elsuses of = treaty on general and
complete disarmement, I feel it necessary to inform you of the foliowing.

The situation which has arisen in the Ten-Netion Disarmament éommittee
arouses the Soviet Government's serious concern.

During ocur conversations last autumn we observed that the question of
general disarmement wes the most gerious omne now confronting the w@rld, and
agreed that our two Governments would meke every effort to achieveﬁa constructive
solution of that problem. It is a known fact thet cn retters of disarmament the
Soviet Government has ected end continues to act in precisely this aplrit.

On 18 September 1959 the Soviet Government introduced for examinatlon by
the United Nations & programme of general and complete disarmement, The Supreme
Soviet of the USSR, wishing to make s fresh contribubtlon to the caﬁse of ensuring
peace and creating the most favoursble conditions for the attainment of ggreement
on general and complete disarmement, passed on 15 January 1960 an Act providing
for yet another conslidersble reduction of the Soviet armed forces,fby 1.2 million
men.

The Soviet Government, desiring as it does to reach a practicgl agreement on
the ﬁressing problem of disarmement as soon as possible, worked ou#, as a
development of the disarmement progremme it had proposed on 18 Sepﬁember 1959, and
prepared for discussion abt the meeting of the Heads of the Ffour Powers, detailed
proposals for the realization of general and complete disarmament.x In these
proposels we took into account the views advanced by the Western PQwers on a 5
number of importent matters, in particular as regards the priority to be assigned
to the prohibition and eliminstion of a1l means of delivering nucléar weepons,
ineluding the elimination of military bases, and the elaboration of detailed
measures of control over disarmament and of measures %o preserve peace and

security in conditions of general and complete disarmement, etc.
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Since, as a result of the intolerable actions undertaken by the United
Stetes of America against the Sovliet Union, the gsummit meeting was wrecked, the
Soviet Government, believing that examination of the problem of dissrmament
brooked no delay, sent the proposals it hed prepared to the Governments of all
countries and introduced them for considerstion by the Ten-Nation Committee.

These proposals were supported by the representatives of Poland, Czechoslovalkisa,
Romania and Bulgarie on the Committee, and by the Governments of varicus other
countries. '

It must be observed, however, that the delegations of the Western Powers,
and first and foremost the delegation of the United States of America, adopted in
the Committee a position calculated to achieve any imegineble purpose but progress
in the cause of disarmament. Not combtent with doing nothing to facilitate the
earliest possible atteinment of agreement on disermement, they appesr to have
made it their objective to do everything possible to prevent such sgreement, to
divert ell the Committee'!s activity from solving the préctical problems of
disarmament, and to submerge the cause of disarmement in & sea of frultless,
intermineble discussion on the subject of control without Adisarmament.

Tt iz now more than three months since the Ten-Nation Committee begen its
work at Geneva. The Soviet Unlon presented for its examination-specific and
detailed plans for disarmsment under effective iwternationel control, snd st the
seme time expressed its readiness to exemine any constructive ideas put forward
by other members of the Committee with a view to the atteinment of general
disermament. Bubt the Western Powers, whose Governments had only recently voted 1n
favour of the General Assernibly resolution on general and complete disarmament,
in effect refused in the Committee to exemine any specific disarmement proposals.

For their pert, the United States of America, the United Kingdom, France,
Ttaly end Cenada, put forwerd in the Committee a plan which, with the best will in
the world, cennot be regarded as a plan for disarmement. If anybhing, it is a
plan for control without disarmament, l.e., for legalized military espionage, which
some people in the United States would apperently not be averse to using to
supplement the practice of intruding for espionage purposes into the air space
of other countries which the United States Government recently proclaimed to be
the State policy of its country. In point of fact, the Western Powers are trying
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to reduce the whole matter to the establishment of control over inter-continental
ballistic rockets and artificial earth sstellites. It is not difﬁicult to guess
the purpose of such & plan: it is an abltempt to secure unileteral military
advantages for the NATO Powers to the prejudice of the security ofﬁthe Soviet
Union. On such a basis, nasturally agreement 1s impossible. Apparén’bly the
endeavour to prevent the attainment of agreement on disarmsment questions is in
fact the aim which the United States Government and the other Western Powers have
set themselves in their participaticn in the Ten-Nation Committee. These Povers
are using the Committee as a screen behind which they are trying té hide their
unwillingness to dlsaxm. .

The same line is still being followed by the delegabions of tﬁe United Stetes
and the other Western States in the Ten-Netion Committee at the présent tine,
since the Commithee reéumed its work at the beginning of June. Th:ﬂs clearly shows
that the United States did not intend et the summit meeting either:to adopt a
position which would heve mede it possible to remove the disarname@t question from
the deadlock cregbed through the fault of the Western Powers, in particular the
United States. -

As the actuel talks in the Ten-Naetion Committee showed, the Governments of
the Western States perticipating in the Committee's work clearly dé not desire the
prohibition and destruction of those terrible meens of nass destruétion, agbtomic
and hydrogen weepons. Nor do they desire tﬁé ligquidation of armediforces and
conventional srmaments. On one or another pretext, the representaﬁives of the
Western Powers systematically reject all specific proposgals on theﬁe metiters and
bury them in frultless discussions.

Instead of considering specific disermement measures, the representatives of
the Western States, especially the United States of America, are eﬁdeavowing to
Justify their militaxry preparations and the existence of the extenéive networkrof
basez which they have set up in foreign territories.

I should be lacking in frankness if I omitted to say in this letter that the
mein responsibility for the sibtuabion which haes arisen in the Ten-ﬁations Committee
and for the fact that the Western Powers' position mekes it im@ossible to take
even g single step towards solving the problem of dissrmament falls on the
Government of the United Stetes of Americe. As a matter of Tact, ﬁhat is not
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concealed by the NATO allies of the United States either, vhether represented in
the Ten-Nation Committee or not, Tt is precisely the Government of the United
States which heaps one obstacle on another in the examination of 4isarmement
problems, whether in connexion with conventional exms or with nuclear and rocket
WEespons .,

Every time a proposel introduced by the Soviet Government Pfor considerstion
by its partners i'n. the negotiations improves the prospects for agreement and takes
into account one or other desire of the Western Powers, it is at once declared
unacceptable, and discussion of the problem of disarmament is thrown back to its
starting point. More than once in the past we have witnessed such taectics, which
may perhaps sult the purposes of thosze who fear the very idea of disermament, but
which prevent any progress in the examinaiion let alone the solution, of the
problem of disarmament. A1l this, unfortunately, is confirmed also by the
behavicur of the United Stetes representative at Geneva,.

Locking at metters reelistically, the conclusion is inescapable that, as the
result of the position taken by the Western Powers, the Ten-Netion Committee's
work has come to a dead end, degenereted into a fruitless exchange of idle words,
and that the Committee iteelf has become anything but & body promoting the cause
of disarmament. Apparently, there are in the West influentiel forces which are
not interested in the realization of disermsment end which are obstructing agreement
on disarmament by every possible means; and these forces have succeeded in sebting
their stemp on the position of the Western Powers in the Ten-Nabtion Committee.

The Committee igs indeed not rerely faillrg to adverce tke cause cf dicsrrement; om
the contrery, it is doing that cause considerablé.herﬂb since it misleads the
peoples by creating the 1llusion that something is being done in the disarmement
field, whereas in reality the Western Powers are again intensifying the arms race
vhich dey by day increases the danger of the outbresk of disastrous
nuclear-rocket war.

The Soviet Government cemnot reconcile itself to such a state of affairs. It
cannot allow perticipaticn in the Ten-Nabion Committee by the Soviet Unilon, whose
sincere desire for agreement on disarmement 1s well kncwn, to be used as = screen to

conceal activity which has nothing to do with genuine disarmament.
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To judge by all the evidence, the United States Government's position on the
guestion of dissrmement is determined by the generel line in international affairs
vhich the United States is now pursuing and which led to the collapse of the
summit meebing, having made it impossible for the heads of the fourustates to hold
a fruitful discuesion on the most importent internationel problems.’

I must tell you quite frankly, Mr. President, that the Soviet t}overnment,
having considered the situation in the Ten-Netion Commitiee, came to the
conclusion that the Western Powers, to judge from the position 'take‘ﬁ by their
representatives at Geneve, dd not wish to conduct serlous negotiati#ms on
disermement. They clearly have in mind their own speciel considera‘i:iona,
considerebions which have nothing to do with the tasks of disarmement. This is
reflected in the arms race which is still being pursued by the Wesbtern Povers, as
also in the fect that during the discussion of disermement questions in the
Comittee those Powers have sought to create merely the appearance of negotigtlon
and thus to deceive the peoples, whose sincere desire is that a solution should be
found to the disermement problen. “

Tn view of sll the foregoing, the CGovernment of the USSR came ’co the
conelusion that :Lt was necessary to suspend 1ts participation in the Ten-Nation
Committee’s frultless discussion, with a view to submitting to the ﬁnited Nations
General Assembly, for considerabion st its regular session, the quéétion of
disermement snd the situation with regerd to the fulfilment of the General Assembly
resolution of 2(5 Novenber 1959 on the question of disarmement. Clearly, the
question of the Committee's composition also arises in this comnexion.

The Soviet Government is firmly convinced that the question of;’: a1 sarmement,
on vhich the issue of peace or war depends,cen and must find a praé?bical golution,
and thet no comtrived obstacle and no procrastination in this great cause can be
tolerated., ‘

Such are the views on the guestion of disermement which I have; felt it my

duty to communicate to you.

N. KHRUSHCHEV
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MESSAGE FROM MR. N.S. KHRUSHCHEV TO MR. MACMILLAN

deted 27 June 1960

sir,

I received your letter of 6 June 1960, and must tell you frankly, withoub
equivocetion, that we are seriously concerned ebout the state of affsirs in the
Ten-Netional Disarmement Committee.

As you will recall, during our conversabticus in Moscow early 1in 1959 we
egreed that progress towards the solution of the problem of disermsment would be a

substantial contribution to the maintenance of pesce and would help to strengthen
international trust and decreamse the burden of military expenditure, and we
recognized that it wes essential to continue our efforts to make headway in this
field, The Soviet Union, as you know, has acted precisely in this spirit.

On 18 September 1959 the Soviet Government introduced for exemination by
the United Wetions e programme of general and complete disermament. The 'Supreme
Soviet of the USSR, wishing to meke a fresh contribution to the cause of ensuring
peace end creebing the most favourable conditions for the attainment of sgreement
on general and complete disermement, passed, on 15 January 1960, an Act providing
for yet another considerable redun;tion of the Soviet armed forces, by 1.2 million
men. These facts offer sufficiently conclusive evidence that in the matber of
disermament our country is closely following the line which found partiel
expression in the Soviet~United Kingdom communiqﬁe of 3 Maxrch 1959.

The Soviet Government, desiring as it does to reach a practical egreement on
the pressing problem of disasrmement as soon as possible, worked out, as a
development of the disarmement programme it had proposed on 18 September 1959, and
prepared for discussion at the meeting of the Heads of the four Powers, detmiled
proposgals for the realization of genersl and complete disarmement. In these
. Proposals we took into account the views advanced by the Western Powers on a
number of important metters, in perticular as regerds the priority to be assigned
to the prohibition and elimination of all mesns of delivering nuclear weapons,
ineluding the elimination of military 'ba,ses,‘ end the elaborebtion of detailed
measures of control over dlsermament and of measures to preserve peace and

security in conditions of genersl and complete disarmement, since as a result of
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of the provocative actions undertaken by the United States of America against the
Soviet Union, the summit meeting was wrecked, the Soviet Government,lz believing
that exemination of the problems of digarmement brocked no delay, se?nt the
proposals it had prepared to the Govermments of all countries and irﬁ;roduced them
for consideretion by the Ten-Nation Committee. These proposels were: supported by
the representabives of Poland, Czechoslovakis, Romenia and Bulgaria on the
Committee, and by the Governments of various other countries. .

In sending you our letter of 2 June 1960, we hoped that the United Kingdom
Govermment, in conformity with the spirit of the Soviet-United Kingdom communigque
of 3 March 1950 and with its own repeated decleratioﬁa sbout the need for
achieving generel and complete disarmament, would show an understanding gttitude
towards the new' Soviet propesals on disarmement and would make effor*i;s t6 secure
progress :|.n the work of the Ten-Nation Disarmament Committee. “

TG must be obegerved, however, that the delegmtions of the Uestern FPowvers,
ineluding the United Kingdom, adopted in the Committee a position caleulated to
achieve any imeginable purpose bub progress in the csuse of 31 sarmement. Not
content wlth doing nothing to facilitate the earliest possible abttainment of
agreement on disarmement, they appeer to have made it their objective to do
everything possible to prevent such agreement, to divert asll tThe Cominittee's
activity from solving the practicel problems of digarmement, and to ‘ﬁrown the
cause of dissrmement in a sea of fruitless, interminable discussion bn the subject
of combrol without dicarmement.

Tt is now more than three months since the Ten-Ngbion Commit'teef" began its
work et Geneva., The Soviet Union presented for its exemination specific and
detailed plans for disarmament under effective internationsl control; and at the
same time expressed its readiness to examine any constructive ldess j_aut forvard
by other members of the Committee with a view to the atteinment of general
disarmement . But the Western Powers, whose Governments had only recently voted
in favour of the (General Assembly resolution on genersl snd completf,- di sermement,
in effect refused in the Committee to exemine any specific disarmameﬁt proposale.

For their parb, the United Kingdom, the United States of smerica, France,
Ttaly and Cenada put forward in the Committee a plan which, with ,the;j best will in
the world, cannot be regsrded as a plen for disaymement. If anythlng it is & plan

/uv.
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for control without disarmement, i,e., for legalized military espionage - an idea
which, as you well know, is very much to the liking of cerbain cireles in the
West. In point of fact, the Western Powers are trying to reduce the whole matter
to the establishment of control over inter-conbinemtal baellistic rockets and
artificial earth sebtellites. It is not dlfficult to guess the purpose of such a
plan: 1t is an sttempt to secure unilatersal military adventages for the NATO Powers
to the prejudice of the security of the Soviet Union. On such & basis, naburally,
sgreement is impossible. Apperently, the endeavour to prevent the etteinment of
agreement on disarmement questions ie in fact the sim which the Western Powers
have set themselves in their participation in the Ten-Nation Committee. These
Powers are using the Committee as & screen behind which they are tryipng to hide
thelr unwillingness to disarm.

As the actual talks In the Ten-Nation Committee showed, the Govermments of
the Western States perticipating in the Committee's work clearly do not desire the
prohibition and destruction of thoge terrible means of mess destruction, stomic
end hydrogen veapone. Nor do they desire the liquidation of arred forces and
conventional esrmements. On one or another pretext, the representatives of the
Western Powers systemetically reject all specific proposals on these matters snd
bury them in fruitless discussions. This situsbtion causes us seriocus alarm.

Ingtead of considering specific disarmement measures, the representatives
of the Western States are endeavouring to justify thelr military preparations and
the existence of the extensive network of bases whilieh they have set up iIn foreign
territories. '

ansider the metter for yourself: what oplnion cen we form of the
United Kingdom position, for exemple, when the United Kingdom representatlive in
the Cocmmittee speaks ms defender of the system of United States militery bases,
bases which have been seb up in foreign terri'tories a3 a2 threat to other Stetes
and are alveady being used for eggressive activities of the kind we witnessed
in April and May of this yesr. It verges on the absurd: the United Kingdom
representative tries to prove to us that United Staetes militery bases located in
Turkey, near the Soviet frontliers, and the defensive memsures cerried out by the
Soviet Union on its own soil are one and the same thing.. What point can there be

in carrying on talks when such positions are adopbed on so important a problem

eus
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Tooking et matters realisticelly, the conclusion is inescepable that, as =a
result of the position taken by the Western Powers, the Ten-Nation Ccommittee's
work has come to a deed end, degenerated into a fruitless exnhange;of idle words,
and thet the Committee ltself has become anything but a body promoﬁing the ceause
of dlsarmement. Apparently, there are in the West influential fordes which are
not interested in the realization of disermament and which are obsﬁructing
sgreement on diearmementby every possible meane, forces which hameﬁset themselves
the purpose of reducing the Committee'ls work to idle debate. Thesé forces have
succeeded in setting their stemp on the pesition of the Western Poﬁers in the
Ten-Nation Ccmmittee. The Committee is indeed not merely falling to advance the
cause of dissrmament; on the contrary, it ls doing thet cause considereble harm,
since it misleads the peoples by creating the illusicn that something ig being
done in the dlsarmement fleld, whereas in reality the Vesbtern Powers are szgaln
intensifying the srmws race which day by dey increases the danger of the cutbreak of
a disastrous nuclear-rocket war,

The Soviet'Government cannct reconeclle 1tselfd to such a statefof effairs.

It cennot allow participetlon in the Ten-Naticn Ccrmittee by the Soviet Union,
whose sincere desire for agreement on disermement 1s well knowvm, to be used as B
sereen to conceal activity which has nothing %o do with genulne diﬁarmament.

I must tell you, frankly end openly, that recent events have éaused us
serious doubts as to the intentioms of the United Kingdom Government in the sphere
of disarmament. Worthy of.particular note are reports of the recembt wisit of
Mr. Watkinson, United Kingdom Minlster of Defence, to the United Sﬁates to agree
on deliveries to the United Kingdom of new types of offensive rockét abtack, as

.also the news of plansg for joint round-the-clock flights by English and American
bombers carrying nuclear weepons. It is absolutely obvious thet sﬁch plans 1n
themselves consbitute a sericus threat and 1n no wey improve condiﬁions for
disermement negotistions.

All this cannot fall to prompt the legltimate question: what are the aims
of the poliey being pursued by the United Kingdom Governmept, and &oes not that
policy reflect the influence of the line being pursued in international effalirs
by the Government qf the United States, a line which has preventedfany fruitful
discussion of the most important inﬁgrnational problems by the Eea&s of the four
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States? This question is further justified by ‘the position taken by the United
Xingdom representabtive in the Ten-Nation Committee. We should like to belleve

thet the position which the United Kingdom representative is now taeking in the
Ten-Wation Committee is not the United Kingdom's last word. We should like to

hope that the United Kingdom Government which has frequently stressed the

lmportance end urgency of the problem of disermement, will very seriously reconsider
the position which has come sbout in the Ten~-Nation Disermament Comm:!.ttee.

I mist tell you quite frenkly, Mr. Prime Minister, that the Soviet Government,
having consildered the situation in the Ten-Netion Commitiee, came to the
conclusion that the Western Powers, to judée from the position taken by their
representatives at Geneva, do not wish to conduct serious negobiations on
diparmement. They clearly have in mind their own special considerations,
considerstions which have nothing to do with the task of dlsermement. This is
reflected in the arms race which is still being pursued by the Western Powers, as
also in the fact thet during the discussion of disarmement questione in the
Commlttee those Powers have sought to creabte merely the appearance of negotiation
and thus to decelve the peoples, whose sincere desire is thet a solution should be
Ffound to the disarmement problem.

In view of 211 the foregoing, the Govermment of the USSR came to the
conclusion that it was necessary to suspend its parbicipation in the Ten-Nation
Committee's fruitless discuss:f.on, with & view to submltting to the United Nations
General Assembly, for considerstion gt its regular sessiom, the guestion of
disarmement and the situstion with regerd to the fulfllment of the Gereral Assembly
resolutbion of 20 November 1959 on the guestion of dissrmament. Clesrly, the
question of the Committee's composition also arises in this connexion.

The Soviet Government is firmly convinced thet the questlon of disaymement,
on which the issue of peace or wer depends, can snd must £ind s practicel solution,
and that no contrived obstacle and no procrastination in this great cause can be
tolerated.

Such, sir, are the views on the question of disarmement which I have felt
it my duty to communicete to you. T should like you to consider my observations

with your usual realism, teking due account of the sgeriousness of the dissrmament
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question, which cannot fail to exercise all men on earth today who are really
concerned,not superficislly but in fact, for the fate of the world.

With respect,

N. KHRUSHCHEV
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MESSAGE FRCM MR. N.S. KHRUSHCHEV TO MR. C. de GAULLE

dated 27 June 1960

Sir,

I have received your letter of 11 June. In this letter you set forth your
views on the Soviet Govermment's proposals concerning the basic clauses of a
treaty on general and ccmplete disarmement, which were sent to you on 2 June and
then submitted by us to the Ten-Nation Disarmament Committee at Geneva for its
consideration.

I must state frankly that I found your reply somewhat puzzling and, what is
more, disappointing. It is difficult to escape the impression that France's
position on the vital contemporary problem of disarmement has recently undergoue
substantial modifications, modificetions which, moreover, are not in the interests
of disarmement and of & genuine relaxation of tension.

When you and I discussed this question during my visit to France in the
spring of this year, we both subscribed to the view that the question of
disarmement was the most serious and urgent of our time, and that the Ten-Nation
Committee should reach an agreement on measures of general and complete
disarmement under effective internetional control.

In the course of our conversations you expreésed the view that disarmement
should be started with the destruction of the means of delivering muclear weapons,
ineluding rockets, alrcraft and so forth, as alsc military bases. At the same
time, you stressed thet the destruction of these means of delivering nuclear
weapons was in your opinion the only practical measure which could facilitate a
settlement of the disarmement problem.

This exchange of views showed thet our positions on this question were
fundementally in agreement. As you will recall, I observed at that time that
disarmament could be initiated in the manner you had proposed, that is, with the
destruction of the means of delivering nuclear weapons.

I also agreed with your view that the question of nuclesr dissmmbdment and
the elimination of the means of delivering nuclear weapons should be raised

frankly at the summit meeting.

June
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Having regard to this identity of views, and desiring to reach & practical
agreement on the pressing problem of disarmament as soon as possible, the Soviet
Government worked out, as a2 development of the disarmament programﬁe it had
PIOPOSedVOD 18 September 1959, and Prepared for discussion at the ﬁeeting of the
'Heads of the four Powers detailed propeosals for the reelization ofigeneral énd
camplete disarmement. In these proposals we took fully into accouﬁt the views
you had expressed concerniﬁg the priority to be assigned to the prohibition and
elimination of all means of delivering nuclear weapons, including fhe elimination
of military beses. We alsc took into acecount o number of other proposals put
forward by our partners in the negotiations, inecluding those relatlng to the
orgenization of control over disermement and measures to preserve peace and
security In conditions of general and complete disarmement, etc.

Since, as & result of the intolerable actions undertaken by the Govermment
of the United States of America against the Soviet Union, the summlt meeting was
wrecked, “the Soviet Government, believing that examination of the problems of
disarmament brooked no delay, sent the proposals iﬁ had prepared to the
Govermments of all countries and introduced them for consideration by the Ten-
Fation Committee. These proposals were supported by the representétives of Poland,
Czechoglovakia, Romania and Bulgerie on the Committee, and by the éovernments of
various other countries.

Yet in reply to these proposals, which to a considerable extent originated
in the mutusl understanding reached at the time of our conversatio#s, you have
sent me a letter which says nothing &t all about the destruction of the means of
dellverlng nuclear weapons and the elimination of military bases, but glves
central importance to "control" over such means of delivery and suuh bases.

It is hardly necessary to demonstrate at length that the destruction of the
means by which weapons of mass destruction can be delivered to their targets and
the establishment of mere control over such means, without their adtual

elimination, are two complefely different things, having nothing at all in ccmmon.
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It is one thing to destroy military airecraft, ships end rockets capable of
delivering atomic and hydrogen weapons and to eliminate the foreign military bases
established for the purpose of threatening the security of other States, and
thereby to give the peoples full protection against the danger of surprise attack
and ‘the outbreak of a nuclear war; it is guite ancther to preserve intact all
these means of nuclear attack and to be content with discussions about control -
which, unlike real measures for dlsarmement and the destruction of weepons, will
not only contribute nothing to the ceuse of peece but, on the contrary, can only
increase suspicion and aggravate relations between States.

I need not say that this departure from the spirit of the conversations which
you and T had on disarmament questions cen result only in blocking the way to
agreement which was on the polnt of opening up. This is alsc confirmed by the
position taken by the PFrench representative on the Ten-Nation Comittee. Tt must
- be cbserved that the delegations of the Western Powers, not content with doing
nothing to facilitate the earliest possible attaimment of agreement on disarmement,
appear to have made it their objective to do everything possible to prevent such
agreement, to divert all the Committee's activity from solving the practical
problems of disarmement, and to subtmerge the cause of disarmement in & sea of
fruitless, interminable discussion on the subject of control without disarmament.

In the light of the foregoing, how isg the position of the French Govermment
to be judged? IT must inevitably be concluded thaet France has decided to make
congessions to its Western pertners and has retreated from its position as set
forth to me in our conversations. Perhaps it did go in order not to offend
France's partners. I, however, must stete categorically that this position of
the French Government is not the position which wes set forth by you previously
on behalf of Frence but an entirely different one.

All things éonsidered, i% appears that the Govermment of France does not
consider it necessary to help direct the work of the Ten-Nation Ccrmitiee into
channels of constructive negotietion. In actual fact, France is acting in the
Committee in concert with those who have brought the work of the Ten-Nation

Disarmament Commlttee to a deadlock.
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It is now more than three months since the Ten-Faticn Commitﬂee began its
work at Geneva. The Soviet Union presented for its examinetion sﬁecific and
detailed plans for disarmement under effective internaticnal contﬁdl, and at the
same time expressed its readiness to examine any comstructive ideés put forward
by other members of the Commitiee with a view to the attainment oﬁ general and
complete disarmement. But the Western Powers, whose Governments jhad only recently
vote in favour of the General Assembly resolution on general and éomplete
disermament, in effect refused in the Commitiee to examline any apécific di sarmament
proposals.

For their part, France, the United Kingdom, the United States of America,
Italy and Canaﬂa put forward in the Committes a plan which, with phe best will in
the world, caennot be regarded as a plan for disarmament. If anything, it is
e plan for control without disarmement, i.e., for legalized military espionage,
which serves the interests only of those who are maturing plans f@r aggression -
and of such people, as experience has shown, there is no lack. In point of fact
the Western Powers are trying to reduce the whole matter to the establishment of
control over interconmtinental bellistic rockets and artificiael earth satellites.
It 1s not difficult to guess the purpose of such a plan: it is am attempt to
secure unilateral military advantages for the NATO Powers to the ﬁrejudice of ‘the
securlty of Fhe Soviet Union. On such a besis, naturally, agreemént is impossible.
Apperently, the endeavour to prevent the attainment’gf agreement @n disarmament
guestions is in fact the aim which the United States Government aﬁd the other
Western Powers have set themselves in their perticlpetion in the Ten—ﬂation
Conmittee. These Powers are using the Committee as a screen behiﬁd which they are
trying to hide their unwillingness to disarm.

Ag the actual talks in the Ten-~-Wation Committee showed, the éovernments of the
Western States participating in the Committee's work clearly do nét desire the
prohibition and destruction of those terrible means of mass destrgction, atomlc
and bydrogen wespons. Nor do they desire the liquidation of armed forces and
conventional armaments. This is the only explaration for the fact that the
representatives of the Western Powers systematically reject, on ope or ancther
pretext, all specific proposals on these matters. It must be obsérved that as a

result of the position taken by the Western Powers, the Ten—Natioﬁ Committee'’s
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work has come to a dead end, degenerated into a fruitless exchange of idle words,
and that the Committee itself has become anything but a body promoting the cause
of disarmement. Apparently, there are in the West infiuential forces which are
not interested in the realization of disarmament and which are obstructing
agreement on disermament by every possible means; and these forces have succeeded
in setting their stamp on the position of the VWestern Powers in the Ten-Tation
Committee. Indeed, the Commitiee is in fact misleading the peoples, creating

the illusion that something is being done in the disarmament field, whereas in
reality the Western Powers are again intensifying the arms race which day by day
increases the danger of the outbreak of a disastrous ruclear-rocket war.

The Soviet Govermment cannot allow participation in the Ten-Naetion Cormittee
by the Sovlet Unlon, whose sincere desire for an agreement on disarmament 1s
well known, to be used as a screen to conceal ectivity which has nothing to do
with genuine dlsarmement.

We should like to believe that the position now being taken by the French
representatlve on the Ten-Mation Committee 1s not France's last word. We Should
like to hope that the French Government will most seriously consider the
situation which has come about in the Ten-Nation Disarmement Committee.

I must ‘tell you quite frankly, Mr. President, that the Soviet Government,
having considered the situation in the Committee, came to the conclusion that the
Hestern Pdwers, to judge from the position taken by their representatives at
Geneva, do not wish to conduct serious negotiations on disarmament. They clearly
have in mind their own special considerations, considerations which have nothing
to do with the task of disarmament. This is reflected in the arms race which
is still being pursued by the Western Powers, as also in the fact that during
the discussion of disarmement guestions in the Committée those Powers have
sought to create merely the appearance of negotiation and thus to deceive the
pecples, whose sincere desire is that a solution should be found to the disermement
problem. |

In view of all the foregoing, the Govermmenit of the USSR came to the
conclu31on that it was necessary to suspend its participation in the Ten-Nation
Committee's fruitless discussion, with a view to submitting to the United hatlons

General Aggembly, for consideration at its regular session, the gquestion of
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disermament and of the situation with regard to the fulfilment of' the General
Agsembly resolution of 20 November 1959 on the question of dlsarmament. Clearly,
the guestion of the Committee's composition also arises in this cOnnex1on.

The Sov1et Government is firmly convineed that the question Of disarmament,
on which the issue of peace or war depends, can and must find a practlcal
soluticn, and thet no contrived cbstacle and no procrastination in this great
cause can be tolerated.

Such are the views on the question of dlsarmament which I heje felt it my
duty to communicate to you. Knowing the breadth of your views onjmajor
international problems and the interest which you have repeatedly;shown in the
provlem of disarmamerit, T should like to hope that you will consiéer the ideas
I have expressed with understanding and without prejudice. “

M1th respect,
|

N. KI-IRUSHCHEF
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MESBALE FROM MR NeS. KARUSHCHEV TC MR. J. DIEFENRAKER

dated 27 June 1960

Sir,

I have received your lebter of 6 June. I must tell you that the state of
affairs in the Ten~-Naticn Disarmement Comuittee causes us serious concern.

As you know, on 18 September 1959 the Soviet Govermment introduced Tor
eﬁamination by the United Nations a programme of general and complete disarmement.,
The Bupreme Soviet of the USSR, wishing to make a fresh contribution to the
cause of ensuring peace and creating the most favourdble conditions for the
attaimment of agreemeht on general and complete disarmament, passed on
15 January 1960 an Act providing for yet another comsiderable reduction of the
Soviet armed forces, by 1.2 million men.

The Soviet Govermment, desiring as 1t does %o reach a practical agreement
on the pressing problem of disarmement as soon as possible, worked out, as a
development of the disarrement programme it had proposed on 18 September 1959,
and prepared for discussion at the meeting of the Heads of the four Powers,
detailed proposals for the realization of general and complete disarmement. In
these proposals we took into'accoﬁnt the views advanced by the Western Powers om
a number of important matters, in particular as regards the priority %o be
assigned to the probibition and elimination of all means of delivering nuclear
weapons, including the elimination of military bases; the elasboration of detailed
measures of control over disarmement; measures to preserve peace and security in
conditions of general and complete disarmement; etc.

Bince, as a result of the provocative actions undertaken by the United States
Government against the Soviet Union, the summit meeting was wrecked, the Soviet
Government, believing that examination of the problem of disarmament brocked nc
delay, sent the proposels 1t had prepared to the Goverrments of all countries and
inbroduced them for ccmsideration by the Ten-Nation Committee. These proposals
were supported by the Governments of Poland, Czechoslovakia, Remenia amd Bulgarile

cn the Commlittee and by the Govermments of varlous other countries.
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We sent you our letter of 2 June 1960 in the hope that the Cenadian -
Govermment, in conformity with its repeated statements on the need to attain
general and complete disarmement, would receive the new Soviel disarmament
proposals with ﬁnderstanding and would endeavour to achieve progress in the
‘work of the Ten-Nation Disarmament Ccommittee.

. It must be observed, however, vhat the delegations of the Western Powers,
ineluding Canada; adopted in the Committee & position calculated to achleve any
imeginable purpose but progress in the cause of disarmament. Nobt content with
doing nothing to facilitate the earliest possible attaimment of agreement on
disarmement, they appear to have made it their objective to do everything pressible

to prevent such agreement, to divert all the Committeels activity from solving the

practical problems of disarmement, and to sulmerge the cause of disarmasment in a
sea of fruitless, interminable discussion on the subject of control without
disarmement.

It is now more than three months since the Ten-Naetlion Committee began its
work at Geneva. The Soviet Union presented for its examination gpecific and
detailed plans for disarmament under effective ilnternetional control, and at the
same time expressed its readiness to examine any constructive ideas put forward
by other members of the Committee with a view to the attaimment of general and
complete disarmement. But the Western Powers, whose Govermments had only recently
voted in favour of the General Agsembly resolutlon on geheral and ccuplete
disarmement, in effect refused in the Committee to exemine eny specific
disarmement proposals.

For thelr part, Canada, the United States of America, the United Kingdom,
France and Ttaly put forward in tﬁe Committee a plan which, with the best will in {

the world, cennot be regerded as a plan for disarmement. If anything it is a plan i

for control without disarmament, i.e. for legelized military espionage which; as

we know, is very much %o the liking of certain circles in the West. In point of
fact, the Western Powers are tfying to reduce the whole matter to the establishment
of control over intercontinental ballistic rockets and artificial earth satellites.
It is not difficult to guess the purpose of such a plan: it is an attempt to
secure unilateral military adventages for the NATO Powers to the prejudice of the
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security of the Soviet Union. On suéh a basis, naturelly, agreement is
impossible. It is evident that the éndeavour to prevent the attainment of
agreement on disarmament questions i£ in faat the aim which the Western Powers
have set themselves in their participetion in the Ten-Nation Committee. These
Powers are using the Committee as a creen behind which they are {rying to hide
their unwillingness to disarm.

As The actual talks In the Ten—Natlon Committee showed, the Govermments of
the Western States partic1pat1ng in %he Committee's work clearly do not desire
the prohibition and destruction of uﬂose terrible means of mass destruction,
atomic dnd hydrogen weapons. Nor do|¢hey desire the liquidation of armed Forces
and conventional armaments. On one q another pretext, the representatives of
the Western Powers systematically recht all specific proposals on these matters
and bury them in fruitless dlscu851oﬁ

Instead of considering spec1f1c|ﬁlsarmament measures, the Western
representatives are endeavouring to Jhstlfy militery preparations and the
exlstence of an extensive network of | %ases in foreign territories. I must tell
you frankly thet the Canadian repres%Ftatlve in the Ten-Natlon Commitiee is no
exceptlon in this respect. The positiion taken by the Canadian representative in
the Ten-Netlcn Committee is such thati one may legitimately ask whether it does
not reflect the influence of the lineébeing pursued in international affairs by
the United States Govermment - a lineiwhich prevented any fruitful discugsion of
the most important internatiomal probiems by the Heads of the four States.

Looking at matters realistically} the conclusion is inescapable that, as the
result of the position taken by the Western Powers, the Ten-Nation Ccmmittee's
work has comé to a dead end, degenerafed into a fruitless exchange of idle words,
and that the Committee itself has become anything but a body promoting the cause
of disarmement. Apparently there erelin the West Influential forces which are

|
not interested in the realizetion of %isarmament and which are cbstructing

agreement on disarmement by every poséible means; and these forces have succeeded
in setting their stamp on the positioﬁ of the Western Powers in the Ten-Nation

Committee. The Commitiee is indeed n&t merely failing to advance the cause of
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disarmament; on the contrary, it is doing that ceuse congiderable harm, since it
misleads the peoples by creating the illusion that something is being dene in the
disarmament field, wherees in reality the Western Powers are again intenaifying
the arms race, which day by dey increases the danger of The outbreak of e
disastrous nuclear-rocket war.

The Soviet Govermment cannot reconcile 1tself to such a state of affairs. It
cannot allow participation in the Ten-Nation Ccmmittee by the Soviet Union, whose
sincere desire for agreement on diseymement 1s well known, to be used as a screen
to conceal activity which has nothing to do with genuine disarmament.

We should like to believe that the position which the Canadian representative
in the Ten-Nation Committee is teking at the present time does not represent the
Canadian Governmment's last word. We venture to hope that the Canadian Govermment,
whose leaders - including yourself, Mr. Prime Minister - have repeatedly
recognized the need to solve the disarmement problem, will examine with the utmost
seriousness the situstion which has arisen in the Ten-Nation Disarmament Cormittee.

I must tell you quite frankly that the Soviet Govermment, having considered
the situation in the Ten-Nation Committee, came to the conclusion that the Vestern
Powers, to judge from the position taken by thelr representatives at Gemeva, do
not wish to conduct serious negotiations on disarmement. They clearly have in
mind their own special considerations, considerations which have nothing to do
with the tasks of disarmement. This is reflected in the arms race which is still
being pursued by fhe Western Powers, as also in the fact that during the
discussion of disarmement questions in the Committee those Powers have sought to
create merely the appearance of negotiation and thus to deceive the peoples whose
sincere desire is that a solution should be found to the disarmament problem.

In view of all the foregoing, the Govermment of the USSR came to the
conclusion that it was necessary to suspend its participation in the Ten-Nation
Comnittee’s fruitless discussion, with a view to subtmlitting to the United Netions
General Assembly, for consideration at its regular session, the question of
disarmement and the situation with regard to the fulfilment of the General Assembly
resolutlion of 20 November 1959 on the question of disarmement. Clesrly, the

guestion of the Cormittee's ccmposition also arlses in this connexion.
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The Soviet Govermment is firmlyjconvinced that the question of disarmament,
on which the issue of peace or war dlpends, can and must £ind a practical
solution, and that no contrived obstdcle and no procrastination in this great
cause can be tolerated,.

Such are the views on the question of disarmament which I have felt it my
duty to communicate to you.

With respect,

N. KHRUSHCHEV

Jors



-2

MESSAGE FROM MR. N.S. KHRUSHCHEV TC MR. F. TAMBRONI

dated 27 June 1960

Sir,

I have studied your letter of 7 June acknowledging receipt of the Soviet
Government’'s proposals conecerning the basic clauses of a treaty on general and
complete disarmament.

I must inform you forthwith that the situation with regard to the disarmement
negotiations and, in particulér, the positicn adopted by the Western States in the
Ten~Nation Disarmement Committee arouse thé Soviet Government's serious concern.

In ydur letter you refer to the goodwill of the Italian CGovermment and to the
importance which any progress towards an sgreement on disarmement will have for
international peace. This would have appeared to support the assumption that the
Ttalian Government would act accordingly and, in particular, that the Itallan
delegation to the Ten-Notlon Committee would seek to secure progress in the work
of that Committee and would wake & constructive contribution %o the solution of
the disarmement problem.

What is the actuel position?

It must be observed that, in point of fact, the delegations of the Western
Powers, including that of Ttaly, adopted in the Committee a position which made it
impossible to teke even a single step forward in ithe matter of disarmsment. Not
content with doing nothing to facilitate the earliest possible attainment of
agreement on disarmement, they appear to have made it their objective to do
evefything possible to prevent such agreement, to divert all ‘the Committee's
activity from solving the practical problems of disarmament, and to submerge the
cause of disarmament in a sea of fruitless, interminable discussion on the subject
of control without disarmement. In mamy ways all this is reminiscent of the 19350s,
when the representatives of the West submerged any disarmement proposal in a flood
of empty declarations, thus destroying the cause of disarmament and rendering a

service to the sggressors.
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The Soviet Goverrment, desiring as it does to reach a practical agreement
on the pressing problem of dlsarmamenh as socn as possible, worked out as a
development of the disarmament progra@me it had proposed on 18 September 1959,
snd prepared for discussion at the megtlng of the Heeds of the four Powers,
detailed proposals for the realizatiop of general and complete disarmament.

In these proposals we tock into accou%t a series of proposals advanced by our
fellow participants durlng the negoti%tions, in particular as regards the
organization of control over disarmam%nt, measures to preserve peace end security
in conditions of genersl and completéidisarmament.

Since, as a result of the provocative asctions undertaken by the Government
of the United States of America agalnbt the Soviet Union, the summit meeting
was wrecked, the Soviet Govermment, Hblleving that exemination of the problems
of disarmament breoked no delay, senﬁgthe proposals it hed prepared to the
Governments of all countries and intﬁbduced them for consideration by the
Ten-lation Committee. These proposaﬂ% were supported by the representatives
of Poland, Czechoslovakia, Rcmanis 34? Bulgaria on the Committee, and by the
Governments of various other countriéb.

It ig now more than three monthdusince the Ten-Nation Ccmmittee began
its work at Geneva. The Soviet Uhloq‘presented for its exeminaticn speclflc

and detailed plans for general and complete disarmament under effective
international control, and at the same time expressed its readlness to examine
any constructive ideas put forward Bﬁ'other perties directed towsrds the
attainment of general disarmament. Eut the Western Powers, whose Governments
had only recently voted in favour of the (teneral Assembly reaoluticn oh general
and complete disarmament, in effect Qefused, in the Committee, to gxamlne any
specific disarmament proposals.

For thelr part, Italy, France, ﬁhe United Kingdom, the United States of
America and Caneda put forward in th% Cermittee s plan which, with the best
will in the world; cennot be regarde# g8 & plan for disarmement. If anything
it is rather a plan for control Wlthéut disarmement, i.2., for legalized
military esplonage. In polnt of facﬁ the Western Powers are trying to reduce

the vhole matter to the establishmenﬂ of control over intercontinental
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ballistic rockets and artificial earth satellites. It is not Aifficult to
guess the purpose of such a plan: it is an etbempt to secure unilateral
military advantages for the NATO Powers to the prejudice of the security of
the Soviet Union. On such a basis, naturally, agreement is impossible. It
is evident that the endeavour to prevent the attairment of agreement on
disarmement questions is the aim which the Western Powers have set themselves
in their perticipation in the Ten-Nation Committee. These Powers are using
the Committee as & screen behind which they are trying to hide their
unwillingriess to disarm.

As the mctual talks in the Ten-Nation Committee showed, the Goverrnments
of the Western States participating in the Committee's work clearly do not
desire the prohibition and destruction of those terrible means of mass
desbruction knovn as atemic and hydrogen wespons. Nor do they desire the
liguidaticn oflarmed forces and conventional armaments. On one or ancther
pretext the representetives of the Western Powers gystemetically reject all
specific proposals on these matters. '

With regard to the position adopted by the Ttalian representative in
the Ten-Nation Committee, it is obvious that Italy also refuses to consider
the substance of the Soviet proposals on disarmement. Although the Thalisn
representative admitted that the Soviet propeosals went helf-way to meet
the Western Powers, he for his part made no attempt to meet the Soviet
proposals half-way. Further, in the Committee, the Ttallan representative
essentially upheld the need to preserve the existing level of armaments,
urging the retention of foreign military bases and foreign troops in the
térritories of other States. All this prompts the legitimete question:
does not the policy adopted by the Ttalian representative in the Ten-Nation
Committee reflect the influence of the line belng pursued in international
affairs by the Govermment of the United States, a line which has prevented
any fruitful discussion of the most important internsticnal problems by
the Heads of the Four States?
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The conclusion is inescapable tﬁat, as the result of the positlon taken by
the Western Fowers, the Ten-Natlon C&mmittee's work has come to a dead end,
degenerated into a fruitless exchang% of idle words, and that the Committee iltsell
has become anything but a body promo#ing the cause of disarmament, Apparently,
there are in the VWest Influential fo'ces which are not interested in the
reglization of dlsarmament and whlchuare obstructing agreement on disarmament by
every possible means; and these forc?s have succeeded in setting thelr stamp on
the position of the Western Powers i the Ten-Nation Committee. The Committee is
indeed not merély failing to advanceﬁthe cause of disarmament; on the contrary,
it is doing that cause considerable &arm since 1t misleads the peoples by
ereating the illusion that somethinghis being done in the disarmament field,
whereas in reality the Western Powerg are again intensifying the arms race which
day by day incresses the danger of tﬁe outbreak of a disastrous nuclear-rocket war.

The Soviet Government cannot re¢oncile itself to such a state of affairs.

It cannot allow particlpation in theiTen-Nation Committee by the Soviet Union,

whose sincere desire for agreement o% disarmement is well known, to be used as a
I

gcreen To conceal asctivity whieh has|nothing to do with genuine disarmement.

You will, of course, recall tha%, in the joint Soviet-Italian communigué
on the vigit of the President of thelItalian Republic, Mr. Gronehi, to the USSR in
February 19€0, both parties expresseﬁ their firm conviction that general and

complete dissrmament under appropria%e control was the most reliable means of
preserving and strengthening peace, ﬁnd that the achievement of practical resulis
in the matter of disarmament would céntribute to the strengthening of confidence
among States and bring atout a subst%ntlal reduction 1n the burden of military
expenditure.

We should like to hope that theJItalian Government will very seriously
consider the situation .which has com# ebout in the Ten-Nation Disarmement
Committee,

I must tell you quite frankly, Mr President, that the Soviet Government,
having considered the situation in- t%e Ten-Naetion Commitiee, came to the
conclusion that the Western Powers, #o Judge from the position taken by their
representatives at Geneva, do not wiéh to conduct serious negotiations on

I
disgrmament. They cleerly have in mind their own speclal considerations,
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considerations which have nothing to do with the tasks of disarmament. This is
reflected in the arms race which is still being pursued by the Western Powers

as also 1n the fact that during the discussion of disarmament questions in the
Committee those Powers have sought to create merely the appearance of negotiation
and thus to deceive the peoples, whose sincere desire 1s that a solution should
be found in the disarmament problem,

In view of all the foregoing, the Government of the USSR came to the
conclusion that it was neceszary to suspeﬁd its participation in the Ten-Nation
Committee's fruitless discussion with & view to submitting to the United Nations
General Assembly, for consideration at its regular session, the question of
disarmament and the situation with regard to the fulfilment of the General Assembly
resolution of 20 November 1959 on the question of disarmament. Clearly, the
guestion of the Committee's composition also arlses in this connexion.

The Soviet Government is Tirmly convinced thet the question of disarmament,
on which the issue of peace or war depends, can and must find a.practical solution,
and that no contrived obstacle and no procrastination in this great cause can be
tolerated, ‘

Such are the views on the question of disarmament which I have felt it my
duby to communicate to you.

I have the honour to be, etc.

N. KHRUSHECHEV
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WOTE FROM THE SOVIET GOVEBNME@T TC THE GOVERNMENTS OF ALL. COUNTRIES

deted|27 June 1960

The Soviet Government regards it as its duty to draw attention to the
manifestly unsatisfactory situation ?hat has come about in connexion with the
disarmament negotiations which in reeent months, in accordance with a decision of
the United Nations General Assembly,.have centred in the Ten-Nation Disarmsment
Committee. It asddresses itself on tﬁls subject to the Govermments of all the

countries of the world, in the aWare%ess that dissrmament is the most urgent,
the most vital problem now coafrcntlﬁg all States - whatever their size and

wherever they may be situated on the"

gloke - and that a continueticon of the
armaments race may ultimately have tﬁagic consequences for all mankind.

As is known, in September 1959 the Soviet Union presented to the United
Nations g progremme of disarmement tﬂe implementation of which would have meant
the liquidation of all means of wagi%g war and would thereby have ensured
inviclagble peace on earth. :

After consideration of the Soviet proposals, the General Assembly, on
20 November 1959, unenimously approv#d a resolution calling upon Governments
to meke every effort to achieve a coﬂstructive solution of the problem of
general and complete disarmament, thﬂs glving ground for the hope that concrete
results would at long last be achleved in the sphere of disarmgment.

Tt must be stressed that the Soyiet Union not only put forwerd a plan which
showed clearly the way to the final %olution of the disarmament prcoblem, but also
made a substantial and practical con#ribution to the cause of disgrmament.
Without swaiting the conclusion of aﬂ international agreement on disarmament,
the Soviet Union decided early in 19§O to make s further major unilateral
reduction in its armed forces, amounﬁlng to one-third. This declsion is at
present being put into effect. Thusrthe Soviet Uniomn, for its part, has done
everything possible to help to carry|into effect the General Assembly resolution

on disermement and t0 create a more favourable atmospherse for successful

negotiations in the Ten-Nation Disardament Committee.
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Unfortunately, however, the negotiations of the Ten-Nation Disarmament
Coxmittee have not justified the hopes placed in them by the peoples. Whet is
the reascn for the situation?

The reason is that, as the entire course of the negotiations shows, the
Governments of the United States of America end the other Western Powers, acting
in concert, showed no desire to come to agreement on the implementation of any
real measures of disgymament. Instead, they drew the Committee into & discussion
of their own proposals on control ard inspection without disarmement. What the
Western Powers represented in the Ten-Nation Commitﬁee thus sought to achieve
was not dissermement under internstional control, as proposed by the USSR and
other soclalist countries, but control over armements. Put no matter how closely
ermements may be controlled, the thregt of war will not be diminished in the
slightest. What is more, control over ermements would only increase mistrust
and strain relations gmong States. Control without dissrmement means intelligence
activities and éspionage, scmething to which no Goverument concerned with
safeguarding the security of its people can assent. Although they voted for the
resolution of the United Nations General Assembly on general and ccmplete
disgrmament in November 1959, the Western Powers in the Ten-Nation Committee
have in reelity done everything in their power to nullify this United Nations
decisgion and consign 1t to oblivion.

The position adopted by the representatives of the United States and the
other Western Powers in the Tern-Nation Disarmament Commititee meke it quite
evident that if these States - members of WATC - are indeed desirous of
achieving sny praétical results at gll from the disarmement negotiations, it
is only such results as would give unilaterel military adventeges to themselves
and %o the military alliences they lead. How else can we interpret, for
example, the fact that the United States has laid special stress on the
establishment of control over militery space rockets, i.e. over the type of
wegpon in which the USSR has a generally recognized lead, while at the same time
they would not even hear of eliminsting the military bases they have set up
close to the frontiers of the Soviet Union and other peace-loving countries.
This utterly unobjective and manifestly unethical gpproach can only set up

additional barriers to the achievement of agreement on disarmament.
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Wishing to bring sbout a turnlngsp01nt in the solution of the disarmament

problem, the Soviet Govermment, in d¢

velopment of the programme 1t presented in

the United Wations Ceneral Assembly in September 1959, prepared for the Paris

Summit meeting a new series of prapo#

lals on general and complete disarmament.

The Soviet Unlon met the desire% of the Western Powers on a number of

important points. In particular, iti
meang of delivering nuclesr weapons
Although the Soviet Union has an adve
gffective meens of delivering nuclea%
prohibit and destroy a1l means of del
intercontinental ballistic missiles,
under appropriate international conti

The Soviet Unlon has always stod

to eliminate the threat of rocket and

reason that the Soviet Government ral
of delivering stomic and hydrogen wee
with the ligquidation of military bas

of foreign troops from such territor

|
would meke an mtomic gttack virtuelly

However, after the Soviet Unlon

'unreservediy accepted France's view that the
Jhould be prohibited snd destroyed first.

ntage in possessing the most up-to-date and

wegpons, 1t declared itself willing to

livering nuclesr weapons, including

at the very first stage of disarmement and
ol.

d for the gdoption of immediate measures
nuclear warfare. It is for this very
sed the question of destroying all means
poneg without exception, simultsnecusly

s on forelgn territory and the withdrawal
The implementation of these measures

-

impossible.

l
thad submitted 1ts proposal on the

destruction of the means of delivering nuclear weapons, the Western members of

the Ten-Nation Disarmament Committee

retregted from their position.

The situstion is no better as rTgards the reduction of armed forces and

cenventional armements.
reduction gnd liguidation of armed fX

and second stages of the dissrmament

When, for iﬁstance, the Soviet Union proposed the

rces and conventional armements in the first

{programme, the Western Powers objected.

In 1ts new proposals the Soviet Uniom took account of the wishes of these same

Powers and suggested deferring the iy

end third stages of the programme ofﬂ

mlementation of this measure to the second

general and complete dlsarmament. But

the Western Powers raised objections!

to this proposal, too.
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In its desire to meet the wishes of the Western Powers, the Soviet Union set
forth in detail in its new proposals provisions relating to the organization of
effective internationai control over disarmament measures. The Soviet Government
also took into account the ideas put forward by the other parties in the
negotiations on the subject of measures fof the preservetion of peace and
security in conditions of general and complete disarmament.

The new Soviet disarmement proposals addressed to the Goverrmenmbs of all
countries on 2 June after it had proved impossible through the fault of the
United States Govermment to hold a summit conference received the wldest support
throughout the world. They were fully endorsed by the Govermments of all
soclalist States and also met with & favourable response from the Govermments of
many other countries, as indicated inter alia by the replies of the Heads of these
Governments to the messages of 2 Junme 1960 from Mr. N.S. Khrushchev, the
Chairman of the Council of Ministers of the USSR. The public in all countries,
ineluding the Western States, regarded the new initiative of the Soviet Government
as & further proof of the Soviet Union's desire to find ways of reaching an-
agreement on disermement, and as another important and constructive step paving
‘the way for a generally acceptable solution to the problem of disarmament.

What was the answer the Western Powers represented in the Ten-Tetion
Committee to the Soviet Union's new proposals.

The United States and the other Western Powers not only failed to take =
single step to meet the Soviet Union's position, but did everything in their
power to prevent any practical discussion of the new Soviet pProposals, which in
great measure meet the desires of the Western Powers themselves. What is nore,
by resorting to endless procrastination and evading any discussion of the
substance of disarmament problems, they clearly adopted the course of torpedOLng
the negotiations in the Commitiee.

Experience of the work of the Ten-Nation Committee has shown that the
United States of America and the other Western Powers participating in the
negotiations in the Committee manifestly have no desire for the prohibition and
destructlon of nuclear weapons, the liquidetion of armies or the liquidation of
military bases on foreign territory.
| Thus, the position of the Western Powers docmed the work of the Ten-Nation
Committee to complete futility.

In these circumstanées, Mr. N.Se. Ehrushchev, Chairman of the Council of
Ministers of the USSR, addressed to the Heads of Goverrment of the United Kingdom,

LI



France, the United States of America,f
appealing for the most serious examlné
Committee. It was 1ntolerab1e, the H?
Govermments of these countries, that &
and most urgent problem of contempora%
for a considerable period to no purpo£
prectical issue of disarmement.

The Western Powers, particularly

disarmement talks in the Ten-Nation Cc
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Italy and Canada personal messages urgently
tlon of the situation in the Ten-Nation
ad of the Sov1et Govermment pointed cut to the

Committee instructed to exemine the paramount

ty international relations should have worked

e and should be unable to resolve a single

the United States of America, while carrying on

ittee, made constant new efforis to intensify

the armaments race, tc¢ conclude new m

litary pacts and to stimulate the asctivity of

the eggressive milltary bloes NATO, S
quite obvious that the position of thé
Committee was actuaslly subordinated t&
the United States, s pollcy which has

TO, CENTC, and so on. These actions make it

jaﬁestern States represented in the Ten-Nation

the tasks of the aggressive foreign policy of

Found expression, notably, in the perpetration

s a matter of State policy of incursions into the airspace of cther countries.

Quite cobviously, the Soviet Goved

ament could not allow participation in the

Ten-Naetion Committee by the Soviet Uni

o, whacse sinceye desire for disarmement is

universally known, to be used as & ser
concerns of the Western Powers, which

The Soviet Unicn and the other so
the Ten-Nation Committee were brought
participents in the Committee plainly

on disarmement or to solve the problem

1t be tolerated that negotiationsz - o
negotiations - on a problem so importa
as & screen to concesl the policy of m
pursued by military circles in some We
reconcile itself to the use of the Ten
to do so would be tantamount to compli

Fen to conceal from the peoples the real
have nothing %o do with disarmement.

tialist countries perticipating in the work of

face to face with the fact that the Western

#id not wish to conduct serious negotiations

could

+ o be more accurate, the eppearance of

of disarmement. The guestion arosze:
t to a8ll pecples as disarmement should be used
Llitary preperations and intensified rearmament
Stern countries? The Soviet Govermment eannot
LNation Committee for such purposes, for

~ity in deceiving the pecples. Accordingly,

the Soviet Government suspended its participation in the fruitless discussion in

the Ten-Nation Committee and regquested

i the Secretary-General of the United Wations
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to place the question of disarmament and the situation with regard to the
fulfilmeﬁt of the General Assembly resolution on disarmament of 20 November 1559
before the United Nations General Assembly for consideration at its regular
segsion.

The Soviet Union has been and remains a consistent advocate of negotiations
between States on disarmement and is still prepared to perticipate in negotiations.
But it stands for negotiations of such a kind as to promote the sericus and
fruitful examination of the disarmament problem, and not for mere ldle debate.

The Sovlet Union still considers that equal representation of representatives
of the socialist end Western States in the negotiations is a factor calculated to
lmprove conditions for the consideration of the problem of disarmament. At the
same time, the question arises whether it would not be desirable, in the interest
of the cause, to draw some other States, in addition to those represented in the
Ten-Nation Committee, into the negotiations,

The Soviet Govermment expresses the hope that the discussion of the problem
of disarmament at the regular session of the United Nations General Assembly, the
forum in which the resclution on general and complete disarmement was adopted, will
help the noble idea of disarmament to bear fruit at last in the form of specific
deeds.

The problem of disarmament affects the vital interests of all peoples, large
and small, and of all States, irrespective of their social relations and way of
life, On its solution depends the direction of world development - towards peace
or towards war, That is why the overvhelming mejority of the world's population
desire dlsarmament, It is the Soviet CGovermment's profound convicition that
disarmament in our day i1s not only vitally necessary but @lso éﬁtirely feasible,
provided that the necessary efforts are made to that end.

The obstacles and artificial berriers which certain Western Powers are
endeavouring to erect in order to impede disarmament can no longer be tolerated.
Men and women throughout the world desire to live without fear for the future, to
cast off the heavy burden of military expenditure, and they are entitled to expect

that their Governments will find a way to meet these aspirations of the peoples.
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BSo far as the USSR Government i% concerned, it will not slacken 1ts efforts
to help to bring the armement race t¢ an end and to deliver mankind for all time
from the threat of devastatbing wars.|:

The Soviet Government hopes tha',, Governments will give due regard to the
considerations set out in this note &nd that they will make their contribution
to the noble and humanitarian cause ¢f disarmement.






