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INTRODUCTION

Peace and socialism are inseparable. The first legislative
act of the world’s first socialist state was the historic Decree
on Peace, written by Lenin, the founder and head of the
socialist state, and adopted by the Second All-Russian Con-
gress of Soviets on October 26 (November 8), 1917.

This first act of legislation (which see in this collec-
tion) contained the basic features of the Soviet state'’s
peaceful foreign policy. Although the young Soviet Republic
was still weak it had full confidence in the historical justice
of its cause, it declared predatory war to be a most heinous
crime against humanity and proposed peace and co-opera-
tion to all states.

In this way the foundation of a foreign policy unprece-
dented in history was laid, the policy of the working class,
of all those who labour and are vitally interested in the estab-
lishment of peace and friendship between nations. v

Throughout its history the Soviet state has-been constantly
guided by Lenin’s principle of the peaceful coexistence of
states with different social systems and has always con-
sistently pursued a policy of peace, friendship and the devel-
opment of mutuully beneficial economic and cultural
relations with all countries. The Soviet state spares no
effort to uphold and preserve peace throughout the world.

The policy of the Soviet state is an expression of the vital in-
terests of the many millions of Soviet people who have
been educated on the noble ideas of peace and humanism.

The Soviet people, who won their freedom and independ-
ence in a hard-fought and stubborn struggle, are firmly
convinced of the actual possibility of preventing war, the
possibility of alienating war from human society. “We are
for peace,” said Soviet Prime Minister Khrushchov, “and we
are for communism. A war between states is not necessary
for the victory of communism.... We stand for the strict
observation of the principle of non-interveation in the
affairs of other countries.” Such is the watchword of our
state and of our people; it is perfectly clear and expresses
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the will of the Soviet people and the hopes and aspirations
of millions of other people who are taking part in the strug-
‘gle to preserve peace on earth and counteract the threat of
a fresh world war.

It is also obvious to the Soviet people that there must be
an active struggle for peace and for the triumph of reason.
This sacred struggle, in the vanguard of which are the
peoples of the great socialist commonwgalth,‘ is day by
day spreading and growing in all continents, ever new
freedom-loving forces are entering the battle.

Parliaments can and do play a tremendous role in the
struggle for peace. The Supreme Soviet of the U.S.S.R., the
highest organ of state power in our country,is a truly pop-
ular parliament that always acts in the interests of the
Soviet people. 1t regularly pursues an acfive peace policy
and in the sphere of foreign policy proceeds from the propo-
sition that parliaments bear a tremendous responsibility
for the fate of the peace. ‘

This collection offers the reader a selection of the chiel
foreign policy - acts and documents of the Supreme Soviet
of the U.S.S.R. from 1956 to 1962. :

The Twentieth Congress of the Communist Party of the
goviet Union held in February 1956 stressed the fact that
in the present international situation there exist real possi-
_ bilities of preventing aggressive imperialist forces from plung-
ing the nations into a new war. The Congress declared that
wars are not fatally inevitable and put forward a broad and
realistic programme of action to guarantee the preservation
and consolidation of peace. The substance of this programme,
an expression of the will of the many millions of Soviet
people, is the deliverance of mankind from the dangerous

and burdensome arms race, the elimination of the remnants -

of the Second World War and the removal of obstacles to
normalising the world situation. ' _ )
The Soviet Union and the other socialist countries, re-
lying on the wide support of the peace-loving forces through-
out the world, firmly and consistently pursue the Len-
inist policy of the peaceful coexistence of states with dif-
ferent social systems and expose and resolutely check the
provocations, of imperialist warmongers. .
This serves as a reliable guarantee of the preservation of
peace and prevents the dark forces of reaction from turning
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~ the competition between the two systems from the path of

peace to that of armed conflicts, to the path of war.

The correctness of the foreign policy course evolved at
the Twentieth Congress of the C.P.S.U. has been fully
confirmed in practice; it was given further constructive
development in the decisions of the Extraordinary Twenty

* First Congress and especially in the documents of the

Twenty Second Congress of the Communist Party of the
Soviet Union that was held in October 1961. ‘

The Twenty Second Congress once again proclaimed, in -
the name of the lofty ideals of social progress and human
happiness, that the general line in Soviet foreign policy
has been and remains the unswerving and consistent realisa-
tion of the Leninist principle of peaceful coexistence.

The decisions of the Congress, permeated with the ideas
of genuine humanism, the ideas of peace and brotherhood
between all peoples, have become a banner in the struggle
of the peoples against the preparation of a new, destructive
war by the forces of imperialism.

“In adopting its new Programme,” said Khrushchov in
his report to the Congress, “our greal Party solemnly pro-
claims to the whole of mankind that it sees as the principal
aim of its foreign policy not only the prevention of world
war but also its expulsion for all time from the life of sociely,
already within the lifetime of our generation.”
 That parliaments bear a tremendous responsibility for
the fate of the peace may be judged from the one fact alone
that they, as representative bodies, adopt legislation on
questions of war and peace, discuss and approve the country’s
budget in which allocations are made for armameénts and

for the maintenance of the army. They are bound to take

into consideration the will of those who elected them and
the irresistible urge for peace among large sections of the
people. ‘

On many occasions the Supreme Soviet of the U.S.S.R.
has appealed to the parliaments of other states to ‘take-
account of the great responsibility they bear for the fate
of the peace and to take definite and effective steps towards
the earliest possible solutiond of all world problems by
peaceful means, towards eliminating the “cold war” and en-
suring the peaceful coexistence of states with different social
systems. :



In this respect the Appeal of the Supreme Soviet of the

U.S.S.R. for Disarmament, addressed to the parliaments °

of all countries on July 46, 1956, was of great significance
as an act expressing the attitude of the highest organ of
state power in the U.S.S.R. to urgent international prob-
lems. The Supreme Soviet, guided by the lofty purpose of
strengthening peace between the peoples, deemed it its duty
to draw the attention of all peoples, and the governments
and parliaments of all states to the most urgent and im-
portant problem of the day, the problem that troubles all
the peoples of the world—that of calling a halt to the arms
race, reducing armaments and prohibiting atomic. and
hydrogen weapons.

The Supreme Soviet approved the decision of the Soviet
Government to reduce the armed forces and armaments,
regarding it as an act of goodwill, as an unusually important
undertaking that facilitated the practical solution of the
disarmament problem; it called upon the parliaments of all
states to study the initiative of the Soviet Union, to sup-
port it and, in their turn, adopt effective measures to check
the arms race, reduce the armed forces and armaments and
thus make a worthy contribution to the consolidation of
peace between the peoples.

Sincere concern for the preservation of peace and a desire
to deliver mankind from the danger of war permeate all

subsequent acts of the Supreme Soviét of the U.S.S5.R. in

the sphere of foreign policy.

On the eve of the fortieth anniversary of the Soviet state,
the Supreme Soviet of the U.S.S.R. proclaimed at its Jubilee
Session on November 6, 1957, that peace is in the hands of
the peoples themselves, and addressed a Message to all
working people, to men and women active in the political

and social spheres, to representatives of science and culture, -

to the parliaments and governments of all countries, to take
resolute action to prevent a new war.

The decision of the Supreme Soviet of the U.S.S.R., adopt-
ed on March 31, 1958, to cease the testing of all types of
atomic and hydrogen weapons in the U.S.5.R., met with the
approval of. progressive forces throughout the world. The

Supreme Soviet expressed the hope that the parliaments’

of other countries possessing nuclear weapons would, in
their turn, do everything possible to ensure that the testing
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of such weapons - cease in their countries. For a number
of years the Spvret Union abided by this decision, but the
continued testing of atomic weapons by scme Western Pow-

- ers forced the Soviet Government, in the interests of the coun-

try’s security, to give up the unilateral cessation of tests.

During his trip to the U.S.A. in the autumn of 1959 and
prior to the session of the Supreme Soviet of the U.S.S.R.,
Prime Minister Khrushchov announced from the rostrum
of the U.N. General Assembly a programme for general
and complete disarmament permeated with profound human-
ism and a desire to deliver the peoples from the misfortunes
of war. The peoples of the world gave this programme a warm -
welcome. The idea of general and complete disarma-
ment was unanimously approved by the U.N. General
Assembly. '

There is no doubt that the implementation of this proposal
would ensure peace for all peoples. At the same time the
Soviet Government was willing to consider other proposals
for the purpose of achieving a mutually acceptable solution
to the disarmament problem. '
~ Unfortunately, leading Western statesmen did not dis-
play a proper understanding of the Soviet initiative. Some
prominent people in the Western countries, in their effort

-to undermine the faith of people in the realistic nature of

the Soviet proposals, began to distort their meaning.

A joint meeting of the Soviet of the Union and the Soviet
of Nationalities of the Supreme Soviet on QOctober 3%, 1959,
heard and discussed a report on the international situation -
and.the foreign policy of the U.S.S.R. delivered by N. S.
Khrushchov, Chairman of the Council of Ministers of the
U.S.S.R. and First Secretary of the Central Committee of

" the C.P.S.U. - ‘

_ Khrushchov made a profound and all-round analysis of
the world situation and stressed in particular the outstanding
importance of Lenin’s great concept of the peaceful coex-
istence of states with different social systems that in our
times has become a real fact. It is an objective necessity
der}ving from the present stage of development of human
society.

“The point at issue now is not whether or not there

. should be peaceful coexistence,” said Khrushchov, “for

peaceful coexistence is there, and will be there if we want
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to avoid the lunacy of world nuclear and rocket war. The
point is to coexist on a reasonable basis.”

Coexistence on a rational basis implies: recognition of the
fact that there are different systems in the world; recogni-
tion of the right of every nation to settle the political and
social problems of its own country independently; respect
for sovereignty and adherence to the principle of non-in-
tervention in internal affairs; the settlement of all interna-
tional issues by negotiation; the necessity for mutual conces-
sions in the interests of peace. Khrushchov cited the prob-
lem of disarmament as a concrete example of the readi-

‘ness of the Soviet state to make concessions.

Khrushchov said that he was confident common sense

" would ultimately prevail and sooner or later rational deci-

sions would be adopted that would make it possible for the
peoples to live in friendship, to trust each other and not to
interfere in the affairs of other states; he stressed the need to
expose the enemies of disarmament, to repulse them reso-
lutely so that the. brightest hopes of the peoples may be
realised. .

In a Message addressed to the parliaments of all countries
the Supreme Soviet of the U.S.S.R., recording its full ap-
proval of the peaceful initiative of the Soviet Government in
presenting a programme of general and complete disarma-
ment for examination by the Uniied Nations, expressed its
confidence that this splendid initiative, which points out a
real way of solving this vitally important problem, would
meet with understanding and support among the parlia-
ments and governments of other countries.

At a joint sitting of the two chambers on January 14,
1960, the Supreme Soviet, considering the problem of
disarmament to be of primary importance, again took
up the question when it heard Prime Minister Khrushchov's
report “Disarmament for Durable Peace and Friend-
ship”.

He spoke of the magnificent achievements of the Soviet
people in the building of communism, gave a picture of the
international sifuation then obtaining and outlined the
foreign policy of the Soviet Union; in the name of the Coun-
cil of Ministers of the U.S.S.R. and the Central Committee
of the C.P.S.U. he submitted for the consideration of the
Supreme Soviet new concrete proposals for the reduction of
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the Armed Forces of the Soviet Union. These proposals were
incorporated in the Law on a Further Considerable Re-
duction of the Armed Forces of the U.S.S.R. adopted on

. January 15, 1960, according to which the Armed Forces of the

U.S.S.R. were reduced by 1,200,000 officers and men.
In passing the Law, the Supreme Soviet of the U.S.S.R.
expressed the hope that this new reduction in the armed

" forces would serve as a convincing example to other states,

especially those of the greatest military strength, which
would facilitate agreement on general and complete disar-
mament. ‘
Simultaneously with the Law, the Supreme Soviet of the
U.S.S.R. adopted a Message to the parliaments and govern-
ments of all states, calling on them to respond to the ini-
tiative of the Soviet Union and in their turn take practi-
cal steps towards reducing armed forces, relieving the peo-
ples of the burden of armaments, delivering mankind from
the threat of war and ensuring peace throughout the world.
However, neither the Message nor the peace initiative of
the Soviet Union met with the support of the parliaments
and governments of the Western Powers. The governments of
those countries, on the contrary, stepped up the arms.race.

" Under these circumstances the Soviet Government was com-

pelled to take the necessary steps to strengthen the defence
potential of the U.S.5.R. »
The Soviet Union, true to its Leninist policy of respect
for the national rights of all peoples, greeted warmly the
appearance of new, independent states, recognised their
sovereignty unconditionally, and expressed its readiness
to develop relations with them on the basis of complete
equality. The Supreme Soviet has heard many Government
reports on the foreign policy of the U.S.S.R. and has recorded
its approval of all the Soviet measures directed towards
support for the countries that have freed themselves from
colonial dependence, support for the just struggle of all
peoples for national independence and for the complete abo-
lition of colonial oppression in all its forms and manifes-
tations. »
_ The exceptional importance which the supreme organ of
state power in the Soviet Union attaches to the solution of
major problems of international life may be judged from the
discussion of the question of the Geneva talks at the First
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Session of the Sixth Supreme Soviet of the U.S.S.R. in
April 1962.

The report by A. A. Gromyko, Minister for For-
eign Affairs, and the speeches of other deputies, threw
forther light on the perfectly clear position of the Soviet
state on disarmament, the basic problem of the day.

At the first meeting of the Eighteen Nation Committee,
the Soviet delegation, on the instructions of its govern-
ment, presented a concrete draft Treaty on general and com-
plete disarmament under strict international control. This
draft contains details of the entire process of disarmament
from beginning to end and has been elaborated on the basis of
the above-mentioned programme submitted to the United
Nations General Assembly by the head of the Soviet Govern-
ment.

The proposals made by the Soviet Union and other social-
ist countries participating in the work of the Committee
are directed towards a radical solution of the disarmament
problem and the urgent conclusion of an agreement on the
cessation of nuclear tests for all time. :

The sincere desire of the delegations from the socialist
states to solve the problem of disarmament without delay
came up against a number of obstacles placed in the way
of an agreement on disarmament by the representatives of the
Western Powers. '

The position adopted by the Western Powers in the Eigh-
teen Nation Committee shows that they are not championing
the destruction of weapons of war, but favour a continuation
of the arms race that they are conducting on an ever
growing scale, heating up the international atmosphere
and placing ever greater economic burdens on the shoulders
of the peoples.

The Supreme Soviet of the U.S.S.R. has always regarded
the conclusion of a German peace treaty and the normali-
sation of the West Berlin situation on the basis of that
treaty as being of great importance. On December 25,
1958, the Supreme Soviet of the U.S.S.R. heard the Govern-
ment’s report in reply to the question of a group 'of
Deputies and approved the policy and practical activities
" of the Soviet Government; the Supreme Soviet called
upon the U.S.A., Great Britain and France to make their
contribution to the settlement of the Berlin question in the
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interests of the consolidation of peace in Europe and thro-
ughout the world. At the First Session of the Sixth Supreme
Soviet, held in April 1962, it was stressed that the Soviet
proposals on the peaceful settlement of the German question

 serve the purpose of clearing up the dangerous situation,

fraught with possible conflicts and clashes between the
powers, that has developed in Central Europe through the
fault of the imperialist powers. :

Certain forces in the West, however, ignoring the indis-
putable fact that two sovereign German states have taken
shape on the territory of Germany, are doing everything
possible to prevent the German peace treaty question from
being settled. An irrefutable proof of this is the joint
statement adopted in May 1962 by the ministers of the NATOQ
countries at the Athens session of that aggressive bloc.

Imperialist circles, therefore, continue to place their
hopes in the arms race and in the “positions of strength”
policy that has long since proved bankrupt and still cling
to the remnants of the Second World War.

Only those who have lost their sense of the real and cannot
or do not want to soberly appraise the situation could fail
to see that this policy that has always proved futile in the .
past is to an even greater extent doomed to failure in our
days when superiority in forces is on the side of the Soviet
Union and the whole world socialist system, when the neu-

tralist states and the people of all countries are actively

struggling for peace.

The First Session of the Sixth Supreme Soviet of the
U.S.S.R. approved the Soviet Government’s foreign policy
aimed at the prevention of war and the comsolidation of
peace and by so doing once again demonstrated to the whole
world its deep concern for the vital interests of the people
and the fate of all mankind.

For the Soviet state, its Government and its people, the
policy of peace and peaceful coexistence is not merely
current polities, it is not something transient, but a general
line of foreign policy whose main purpose is to prevent a
world war and, furthermore, banish war from the life of
society. '

The Soviet socialist state considers the struggle for peace
to be the chief content, the main idea of its foreign policy.

People have dreamed of peace for centuries and have strug-
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gled against the evil of war. It is only now when the so-
cialist system has been founded and consolidated as a bulwark
of peace and thesecurity of all nations that this dream of the
peoples can be realised in the lifetime of our generation.

At the First Session of the Sixth Supreme Soviet of the
U.S.S.R., Khrushchov said: “There now exists the world so-
cialist system, a new type of relations between friendly
socialist states has grown up, and questions of relations
with countries that have freed themselves from colonialism
have been presented in a new way. The questions of the
peaceful coexistence of states with different social systems
and of the struggle for peace have acquired tremendous sig-
nificance. It is, therefore, obvious that the main principles
of the relatlons between our state and other states must be
formulated in the new Constitution.”

“I think I am expressing the satisfaction of all deputies
of both chambers of the Sixth Supreme Soviet,” said Khru-
shchov, “that this present Supreme Soviet will elaborate,
discuss with the whole people and approve the new Con-
stitution of the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics.”

The Sixth Supreme Soviet of the U.S.S.R., therefore,

" continues to regard questions of foreign pohcy to be of

primary importance and will give legal force to the noble
ideas of the struggle for peace and peaceful coexistence in
the country’s Fundamental Law—the Soviet Coenstitution.

The acts and documents contained in this collection are
proof of the active and tireless work of the Soviet Parlia-
ment to ensure peace and the security of all nations.

DPECREE ON PEACE

Adopted by the Second All-Russian
Congress of Soviets
on October 26 (November 8), 1917



DECREE ON PEACE

. Adopted by the Second All-Russian Congress of Soviets
: on QOctober 26 (November 8), 1917

(Collection of Laws and Decrees
by the Workers’ and Peasants’ Govermmnent)

The Workers’ and Peasants’ Government, created by the
revolution of October 24-25 and based on the Soviets of
Workers’, Soldiers’ and Peasants’ Deputies, proposes to all
the belligerent peoples and to their governments to begin
immediate negotiations for a just and democratic peace.

The Government means by a just or democratic peace,
which is desired by the overwhelming majority of the work-
ers and teiling classes of all the belligerent countries, ex-
‘hausted, tormented and racked by the war—that peace which
the Russian workers and peasants have most definitely and
insistently demanded ever since the overthrow of the tsarist
monarchy—immediate peace without annexations (i.e.,
without the seizure of foreign lands, without the forcible
.annexation of other nationalities), and without indemnities.

The Government of Russia proposes to all the belligerent
nations to conclude such a peace immediately, and - expresses
its readiness to take all resolute measures immediately,
without the least delay, pending the final ratification of
all’ the terms of such a peace by authoritative assemblies
of the people’s representatives of all countries and all

" nations.

Conformable to the concept of justice as understood by
democracy in general and by the toiling classes in partic-
ular, the Government conceives the anmexation or seizure
of foreign lands to mean any incorporation of a small or weak
nation into.a large or powerful state without the precisely,
clearly and voluntarily expressed consent and wish of that
nation, irrespective of the time such forcible incorporation
took place, irrespective also of the degree of development or
backwardness of the nation forcibly annexed to the given

. state, or forcibly retained within its borders, and irrespec-
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tive, finally, of whether this nation lives in Europe or in
distant, overseas countries. '

If any nation whatsoever is retained by force within
the borders of another state, if, in spite of its expressed
desire—no matter whether expressed in the press, at public
assemblies, in the decisions of political parties, or in dis-
orders and uprisings against national cppression—a nation
is not accorded the right to decide the forms of its state ex-
istence by a free vote, taken without the slightest constraint
after the complete evacuation of the troops of the incorpo-
rating or, generally, of the stronger nation, such incorpo-
ration is annexation, i.e., seizure and violence.

The Government considers it the greatest of crimes against
humanity to continue this war over the issue of how the
strong and rich nations are to divide the weak nationalities
they have conquered, and solemnly announces its determi-
nation to sign immediately terms of peace which will put
an end to this war on the stated conditions, equally just for
all nationalities without exception.

At the same time the Government declares that it does
not consider the above-mentioned peace terms an ultimatum,;
in other words, it is prepared to consider any other terms
of peace, insistirig only on their being proposed by any of
the belligerent countries as speedily as possible, and on there
being absolute clarity and the complete absence of all ambi-
guity and secrecy in the peace proposals.

The Government abolishes secret diplomacy, and announces
on its part its firm intention to conduct all negotiations
quite openly, in full view of the whele people. The Govern-
ment will immediately proceed to publish in full the secret
treaties endorsed or concluded by the government of land-
lords and capitalists between February to October 25, 1917.
The Government proclaims the uncenditional and immediate
annulment of everything contained in these secret treaties
in so far as they are aimed, in most cases, at securing advan-

* tages and privileges for the Russian landlords and capital-

ists and at the retention, or extension, of the annexations
made by the Great Russians. ‘

In making its proposal to the.governments and peoples
of all countries to begin open negotiations for peace imme-

diately, the Government, on its part, expresses its readi- |
ness to conduct these negotiations in writing, by telegraph,
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by negotiations between representatives of the various coun-

tries, or at a conference of such representatives. To facil-
itate such negotiations, the Government is appointing its
plenipotentiary representatives to neutral countries.

The Government proposes an immediate armistice to the
governments and peoples of all the belligerent countries,
and, for its part, considers it desirable that this armistice
ghould be cpncluded for a period of not less than three months,
ie., a period long enough to permit the completion of ne-
gotiations for peace with the participation of the representa-
tives of all peoples or nations, without exception, involved
in or compelled to take part in the war, and to convene au-
thoritative assemblies of the representatives of the peoples
of all countries for the final ratification of the peace terms.

While addressing this proposal for peace to the govern-
ments and peoples of all the belligerent countries, the Pro-
visional Workers’ and Peasants’ Government of Russia
also makes a particular Appeal to the class-conscious work-
ers of the three most advanced nations of mankind and the
b_lggest states participating in the present war, Great Brit-
ain, France and Germany. The workers of these countries
have made the greatest contributions to the cause of progress

-and socialism; they have furnished the great examples of

the Chartist movement in England, a number of revolutions
of hls‘goric importance effected by the French proletariat
and, finally, the heroic struggle against the Anti-Socialist
Law and the prolonged, persistent and disciplined work
of creating mass proletarian organisations in Germany
a work which serves as a model to the workers of the whole
w'orld.. All these examples of proletarian heroism and
historical creative activity are a guarantee that the work-
ers of those countries will understand the task of saving
mankind from the horrors of war and its consequences that
now copfronts them, that these workers, by comprehensive
determined, and supremely vigorous action, will help us car-
ry to a successful conclusion the cause of peace, and at the
same time the cause of the emancipation of the toiling and

exploited masses of the population from all forms of slavery
and exploitation.
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APPEAL FOR DISARMAMENT
ADDRESSED BY THE SUPREME SOVIET
OF THE U.S.S.R.

TO THE PARLIAMENTS OF ALL COUNTRIES
OF THE WORLD

Adopted on July 16, 1956

(Gazette of the Supreme Seviet of the U.S.S.R.,
No. 15, 1956)

Guided by the lofty aims of consolidating peace among-
the peoples, the Supreme Soviet of the Union of Soviet So-

cialist Republics considers it its duty to draw the attention

of the peoples, governments and parliaments of all countries
to the pressing and most important problem of the day, one
that is causing grave concern to the peoples of the entire
globe, viz., the problem of an end to the arms race, a reduc-
tion of armaments, and the banning of nuclear weapons.

The efforts which have been made during the last decade
in the United Nations for the achievement of a disarmament
agreement have unfortunately not yet been crowned with
success. _

The arms race—the continuing stockpiling of such weap-
ons of mass destruction as atomic and hydrogen bombs—is
still going on in the world. Millions of people are still under
arms and parted from their families. All this is a heavy
burden on the peoples, is distracting them from creative
labour, and is fostering in them a sense-of uncertainty of
the future and fear of the menace of another war.

In conditions such as these, it is the sacred duty of the
parliaments and the governments of all countries, who
are responsible to the peoples for the fate of their coun-
tries, to take effective measures for an end to the arms race,

“without ‘waiting for the time when the United Nations will

find a solution acceptable to all the nations concerned. This
is favoured by the détente that has been achieved of late, and
by the further development of friendly contacts and good

25



relations between countries, on the basis of the principles
of peaceful coexistence.

The reductions of armaments separately by each state is
an extremely important measure, which creates the condi-
tions for the carrying out of a universal programme of dis-
armament. In this, the Great Powers, who bear the main
responsibility for the preservation and maintenance of world
peace, are called upon to play a special part. It is the Great
Powers, who possess the biggest armed forces, that must set
an example in reducing their armed forces and armaments.

The Soviet Union, which has been consistently pursuing
a policy of peace and security for the peoples, has already
begun to reduce its armed forces, armaments and expendi-
tures on military needs. Without waiting for a universal agree-
ment on disarmament, the Soviet Union will carry out,
before May 1, 1957, over and above the 640,000 reduction
in the armed forces effected in 1955, another and still
larger reduction in the armed forces, by 1,200,000 men. A
corresponding reduction will also be made in armaments and
matériel and in the Soviet Union’s defence expenditures.

The Supreme Soviet approves the Soviet Government’s
decision to reduce the armed forces and armaments, which
it considers an act of goodwill, a most important initiative,
which will facilitate the practical solution of the problem
of disarmament. ‘

The Supreme Soviet of the Union of Soviet Socialist Re-
publics herewith appeals to the parliaments of all countries

~ to give consideration and backing to the initiative displayed

by the Soviet Union, and, in their turn, to take effec-
tive steps to put an end to the arms race and reduce armed
forces and armaments, thereby making a worthy contribu-
tion to the consolidation of peace among the nations.

The Supreme Soviet of the Union of Soviet Socialist Re-
publics is convinced that the struggle for the cessation of
the arms race will be successful if the parliaments of other
states will bend every effort to bring about tangible measures
for the achievement of this noble aim.

STATEMENT
BY THE SUPREME SOVIET OF THE U.S.S.R.
IN CONNECTION WITH AN APPEAL
FROM THE JAPANESE DIET
IN TEE MATTER OF A BAN ON NUCLEAR WEAPONS
AND DISCONTINUATION OF THEIR TESTING

Adopted on July 16, 1956

(Geazette of the Supreme Soviet of the U.S.S.B;;
No. 15, 1956)

As proposed by the Foreign Affairs Committees of the
Soviet of the Union and the Soviet of Nationalities, the

- Supreme Soviet of the U.S.S.R. has given consideration to

the resolutions passed by the House of Representatives and
the House of Councillors of the Japanese Diet, in February
1956, resolutions which are an expression of the Japanese
Diet’s desire to bring about a ban on the production and
use of nuclear bombs, and a ban on testing of such weapons
until an agreement is reached on this question.

The Supreme Soviet of the U.S.S.R. fully understands
the grave concern felt by the Japanese people in connection
with the continuing arms race and the testing of nuclear
weapons. }

The Soviet Union is of the opinion that only a complete
ban on nuclear weapons, i.e., discontinuation of their
production, a ban on their use, the destruction of the
stockpiles, and their withdrawal from the armaments of

~ states, can rid the peoples of the world of the menace of a

devastating atomic war and the grievous consequences to
mankind following the use of such weapons.
It is for this reason that in the course of all the post-war

" years the Soviet Union has been consistently working for a

complete ban on atomic weapons and their withdrawal from
the armaments of states, and has more. than once submitted
the appropriate proposals to the United Nations. In partic-

- ilar, the proposal submitted by the Soviet Government
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on May 10, 1955 provided for a complete ban on the use
and production of nuclear weapons, and their withdraw-
al from national armaments. It was then too that the So-
viet Government proposed that states possessing nuclear
weapons should undertake to stop testing of such weapons,
as a top-priority measure directed towards implementation
of a disarmament programme.

The Soviet Government’s proposal of March 27 of the
current year also provides for the powers agreeing on the
immediate cessation of nuclear weapons tests, irrespe: tive
of the achievement of an agreement on other disarma aeut
problems.

These proposals have unfortunately not yet met with the
~ appropriate support, and the problem of the cessation

of nuclear weapons tests has not yet been resolved.

All this, however, will not stay the Soviet Union’s struggle
for a complete ban on atomic weapons and the immediate
cessation of nuclear weapons tests as a first step along this

ath. : ,
P It is with satisfaction that the Supreme Soviet of the
US.S.R. takes note of the coincidence of views of the peo-
ples of the Soviet Union and the people of Japan in this
highly important matter, and expresses the hope that the
stand taken by the Soviet Union and Japau in this noble
cause will be actively supported by the parliaments of other
countries.

QUESTION

TABLED BY A GROUP OF DEPUTIES
TO THE SUPREME SOVIET OF THE U.S.S.R.
AND ADDRESSED TO THE SOVIET GOVERNMENT
IN THE MATTER OF THE CESSATION '
OF NUCLEAR WEAPONS TESTS

May 9, 1957

(Sittings of the Seventh Session
of the Fourth Supreme Soviet of the U.S.8.HR.
Verbatim Record)

“At the Fifth Session of the Supreme Soviet of the U.S.S.R.
a group of Deputies submitted a question to the Soviet Gov-
ernment as to .the steps the Government intends to take

for the achievement of the universal cessation of atomic test-

ing. Replying to this question, the Soviet Government
stated that it considered necessary the immediate conclusion

of an agreement between the three powers—the USSR,

the U.SA. and Great Britain—on the immediate and unde-
layed cessation of all tests and experimental explosions of
atomic and thermonuclear weapons, and addressed an appro-
priate proposal to the governments of the powers named

" above.

“Although ten months have elapsed since this question
was discussed, we must regretfully note that, in view of
the stand taken by the Western Powers, the Soviet Govern-
ment’s efforts have not yet led to the achievement of an
agreement. Moreover, preparations for atomic warfare have
been stepped up in a number of capitalist countries, first

7 and foremost in the U.S.A.

“This state of affairs is a cause of ever greater concern to
the peoples, who are resolutely demanding a ban on nuciear

© weapons, as weapons of mass destruction, and insist on the
~ immediate cessation of testing such weapons.

“We therefore request the Soviet Government to inform

~ the Deputies as to how matters stand at present in respect
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of the achievement of an international agreement on an end
to nuclear weapons tests, and also regarding the obsta-
cles to an agreement on this problem.

“V.-Grishin, A. Korneichuk, A, Sembaev,
V. Ambartsumyaen, L. Leonoy, P. Bykov,
G. Burkatskaya, A. Shelepin.”

STATEMENT

by A. A. Gromyko, Minister for Foreign Affairs
of the U.S.S.R.,

in Reply to a Question to the Soviet Government,

Tabled by a Greup of Deputies,
on the Cessation of Nuclear Weapons Tests,
Made at the Seventh Joint Session of the Fourth Supreme
Soviet of the U.S.S.R.,

May 10, 1957

(Sittings of the Seventh Session
of the Fourth Supreme Soviet of the U.S.8.R.
Verbatim Record)

Comrade Deputies:

1 have been instructed by the Council of Ministers of the
U.S.S.R. to make a Statement in connection with a question
tabled by a group of Deputies and addressed to the Govern-
ment, regarding the banning of atomic and hydrogen weap-
ons tests. ,

It must in the first place be stated that the Council of
Ministers of the U.S.S.R. is in agreement with the opinion
expressed by the group of Deputies, that a ban on nuclear

‘weapons testing is an important international problem,
~ which has very rightly drawn the attention of the Supreme

Soviet of the U.S.S.R.

This matter has long been a source of concern to broad
international public opinion. This can be readily understood
since it is linked up with the international negotiations that
have for a lengthy period of time been held on disarmament,
the most. burning problem of the day.

The fact that with every day the resources of a number of
states are being to an ever greater extent diverted to the
production’ of dangerous and destructive types of weapons
is no longer a secret. This refers particularly to atomic and
hydrogen weapons. You are well aware that the Soviet Union
has also been forced to produce both atomic and hydrogen
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weapons. 1t has been forced to do so by the present interna-
tional situation, and first and foremost by the policy of
keeping the world “on the brink of war” which is being pur-
sued by certain powers, the United States in the first place.
It has been forced to do so by the rivalry, fostered by aggres-
sive circles in certain countries, between the Great Powers
in the production of the most deadly types of weapons of
mass destruction. ‘ .

It is common knowledge that, following from its policy
of peace and international co-operation, the Soviet Union
has consistently stood for the necessity of a complete and
unconditional ban on nuclear weapons, S0 that they should
be withdrawn from the armaments of nations. The Western
Powers, and in the first place the U.S.A., have stubbornly
objected to a ban on such weapons, and are frustrating the
achievement of the necessary international agreement. To
this day they have been piling up one obstruction on ano‘gh—
er with the purpose of foiling any agreement, and meanwhile
they have been building ever greater stockpiles of such

apons. ,

WéA{)l sorts of pretexts have been brought forward to frus-
trate any understanding on this problem. The Western Pow-
ers now link up the problem of nuclear weapons with the
problem of so-called conventional armaments, now separate
these two issues. :

As soon as the prospect arises of a rappr:oche_ment between
the Soviet Union and the Western Powers in this or any other
problem, the latter powers very scoun reject -Phelr own Ppro-

. posals on various pretexts, as a result of which a new gglf
yawns between their new position and that of the Soviet
Union. o o

It would be premature to draw any deﬁnlte'conclusmn
regarding the possible outcome of the present disarmament
talks in London. The immediate future will show whether
we shall have a repetition of what has so often taken place
in the past, or whether the Western Powers “will show gen-
wine readiness for serious negotiations and for an agree-
ment which, as we are profoundly con\_rlnced,‘ these powers
are interested in no less than the Soviet Union, from the
viewpoint of the interests of the peoples, and not those 'of

a handful of monopolies, who rake in tremendous profits
from war orders. Let us hope that a sober approach to the
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solution of the disarmament problem will gain the upper
hand, in particular a sober approach to the solution of the
problem of nuclear weapons, including the problem of an end
to their testing. ’

.Meanwhile the Soviet Union is constrained to proceed
from the fact that no agreement has been reached between
the powers either on the problem of a reduction in the
strength of the armed forces, though, as is known, theU.S.S.R.
has unilaterally effected a substantial reduction in the
strength of its armed forces, or on the question of nuclear
weapons. This means that, in the interests of its security and
of the socialist camp as a whole, and also in the interesis of
the maintenance of universal peace, our country has to con-

-tinue production of atomic and hydrogen weapons, and, more-
over, to produce new types of nuclear bombs and new types
of rockets and missiles, and also to build up its defensive
might in every way. .

The Soviet Union too conducts tests of nuclear weapons.
It cannot act otherwise in view of the fact that such tests
are also carried out by the other powers that manufacture
such weapons, namely, the United States of America
and Great Britain. At the same time the Soviet Union
has more than once proposed discontinuation of nuclear
tests, if the U.S.A. and Great Britain will also agree to
that.

Moreover, the Soviet Government has proposed that the
problem of an end to nuclear testing should be treated as a
separate problem, and that an understanding on this prob-

lem should not be made to hinge on an understanding on
other disarmament problems. '

What is the advantage of the issue being presented in
this way? It is that this will permit immediate cessation
of tests, which will meet the lawful and ever increasing de-
mand of the peoples.

The problem of an end to nuclear testing has also been un-
der discussion for several years. The overwhelming major-
ity of the population of the world have come out in favour
of an end to such testing. This has been insisted on by the
peoples of Japan, India, Indonesia and other Afro-Asian
states. The peoples of Britain, France, the U.S.A. and other
countries in Europe and America are ever more insistently
presenting the same demand. It goes without saying that the -
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-of adventurers, who are ready to let loose upon the peoples
all the horrors of atomic war.

The peoples, who are very rightly anxious about the fate
of the world, would only welcome such results; they would
welcome not only the ending of nuclear tests, but also the
complete and unconditional banning of such weapons and
their withdrawal from national armaments.

Besides allaying anxiety regarding the effects of nuclear
explosions on human health, a ban on such tests would
exert a beneficial and refreshing influence on the entire
international situation. The fact that a test ban would in
its turn raise the issue of a complete ban on atomic weap-
ons would be an important step forward in the struggle to
rid mankind of the menace of atomic warfare.

Of course, neither the U.S. nor the British Government
would object to the Soviet Union unilaterally ending nu-
clear tests. That obviously could not be done, since in that
case the Soviet Union would find itself in unequal and disad-
vantageous position. It would be detrimental to the security
of the Soviet Union and at the same time would encourage a
build-up in the Western Powers’ war preparations, thereby
increasing the threat of an atomic war. That is why those
who demand that the Soviet Union should unilaterally end
testing of nuclear weapons are asking for too much. ,

We want what is called fair play. We say to our partners:
we are ending explosions, and you do the same. If you contin-
ue to conduct testing of such weapons, we too in that case
will make such tests. Other countries should be interest-
ed no less than the Soviet Union in an end to nuclear tests.

The attitude towards the problem of the cessatiom of
nuclear tests shows the alignment of internatiomal forces
in the struggle for peace. Those forces that stand for a relax-
ation of international tension and are opposed to the adven-
turist policy from “positions of strength”, to the arms race,
and to propaganda for a new war, are also demanding an end
to nuclear tests. It should be noted in this connection that
the'demand for an end to nuclear tests is being voiced by
quite a number of people who, while often not active sup-
porters of an end to an arms race, nevertheless realise that
something must be done to remove the danger of a destruc-
tive atomic war, and that the ending of nuclear testing
would be a step in this direction. ' )
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The forces that stubbornly insist on the arms race being

- continued and want the “cold war” exacerbated, forces that
are working for preparations for atomic warfare, are also
opposed to any cessation of nuclear tests.

The worthlessness of another argument often brought for-
ward by opponents to cessation of testing such weapons must
be shown up. Reference is made to the need to limit the
problem to an agreement on mutual registration of nuclear
blasts, with advance notice of planned testing of such bombs.
This proposal is meant to evade the issue.The core of the prob-
lem is not simple registration of nuclear blasts, since the
most punctilious registration, in accordance with all U.N.
rules, will be useless; the essential thing is that such tests
must be banned.

An agreement on registration would simply create a sem-
blance of something being done, while nothing would actual-
iy be done to remove the threat of atomic warfare and to
make the international situation healthier. Moreover, such
an agreement would create a false situation, as it would in
fact encourage the legalisation, in a certain sense, of nuclear
weapons and thereby hamper the struggle for a final ban on
this weapon of mass destruction.

While attaching great importance o a positive solution
of the problem of an end to nuclear tests, the Soviet Govern-
ment expects the U.S. and British Governments to change
their present stand and enter into an agreement on this
question. As previously, the Soviet Union will continue to
wage a consistent struggle for a ban on nuclear weapons and
for the implementation of any step that will facilitate the
achievement of this aim and help remove the menace of an
atomic war, with all its grave consequences for the peoples.
The Soviet Government is convinced that this policy is in
accordance with the profound interests of all peoples, who
hate and curse war, and are anxiously awaiting the advent
of the day when they can breathe freely, without the shadow
of a new military threat falling on them.

Such, Comrade Deputies, is the position of the Soviet
Government in the question raised by a group of Deputies.
Tt is an expression of the Soviet steadfast and consistent
policy, which is directed ‘towards relaxation of international
tension, an end to the arms race and the consolidation of
peace among the peoples. (Stormy applause.)

“the Supreme Soviet of the U.

RESOLUTION
OF THE SUPREME SOVIET OF THE U.S.S.R.

Adopted on May 10, 1957

(Gazeite of the Supreme Soviet of the U.S.8.R
No. 11, 1957) N

Following a discussio i
1ssion on a question tabl i
’éc; Iﬁ)e Supreme Soviet of the U.S.S.R. Gr{ashifld Ibg)rggi%%tlﬁs
Sheleag_}:, An;l?artsumyan, Leonov, Bykov, Bur,katskaya alllnd’
S nuIc)leal?I}cests Lr;ﬁ?isirftzs t(l)lbe taken to achieve a cessation
ts, er hearing a statement

Gromyko, Minister for Foreign Affairs of nths ychngr%de
' S.S.R. hereby resolves:
that the policy and practical measures ossz the qu(fj.iet Gov-
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MESSAGE

BY THE SUPREME SOVIET OF THEkU.S.S».R.
TO THE U.S. CONGRESS
AND THE BRITISH PARLIAMENT

Adopted on May 10, 1957

(Gazette of the Supremso Soviet of the U.S.
No. 11, 1957)

S.EB.,

The Supreme Soviet of the Union of Soviet Slociaéis; f;g;

publics is addressing the present I\/Edestsoa%% e‘cc;3 ;i’z‘iash % a%:lia—

United States of America an ) - -
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11111% t}cl)?gail}:ast unlt)ierstanding of their 'responmblhdty forr ntgtlv(;
fate of world peace and the prevention of the dange

ing mankind. o T
thl?l?ﬁ:;ﬁ?f peoples of the U.S.A. andlg}reﬁf 3312533;11: “t(ill(la
illi en in all othe )
as millions of men and women 1n ther FLeSs he

i i h ever greater con

iet people are watching wit
igtvry oi? thg arms race into akhl_glhly Qangegeoruseitsfsaing of
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force. such as atomic and hydrogen bombs, interconti
missi,les and other means of mass destruction. | whish

Mank{nd had entered a period when any war , whick

nuclear weapons are used threatens the eXtiI:mmgf on o

millions upon millions of people, the devasta wnltural tixe

countries, and destruction of great and unique cu

ue’SV.Vorld public opinion is experiencing grave and justified

concern over the danger created by nuclear tests. Lot Deen

Although the consequences of such t(_asts.have o
sufficiently studied, prominent world scientists are alread
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warning that continnation of such testing is a threat to human
health.

The arms race is engendering mistrust and suspicion
in the relations between states, is poisoning the internation-
al atmosphere. It is sowing fear and uncertainty, and
is preventing people from working and living in peace of
mind. In all countries mothers are alarmed for the fate
of their children, and young people, for their own future.
The production of expensive nuclear weapons is a heavy
burden on taxpayers, who are obliged to divert from their
own budgets ever greater sums for the arms build-up.

The most varied sections of the population in all countries
of the world are insistently demanding that an end be put
to the nuclear race, and that the calamity threatening man-
kind be averted. : :

Unfortunately, there are still certain political and mili-
tary circles that are trying to persuade the peoples that nu-
clear war is inevitable, and that it is impossible to halt nu-
clear rivalry. This, however, is a false assertion, one that is
calculated to paralyse the determination of the peoples to
preserve and consolidate world peace. Nuclear war can and
must be prevented. An important contribution to this can

" be made by parliaments, which have an influence on the poli-

cies of their countries.
The peoples are justly placing particular hope on respon-

sible quarters in the U.S.A., Great Britain and the U.S.S.R.,

countries in possession of nuclear weapons. Today, in the
very beginning of the atomic era, when nuclear weapons are
as yet produced only by three states, it is comparatively
easy to reach an understanding on measures to prevent nu-
clear war. The peoples of the world look to the United
Nations to play its part in resclving the disarmament
problem.

In its Appeal of July 16, 1956, the Supreme Soviet of the
Union of Seviet Socialist Republics already had occasion
to draw the attention of the parliaments of all countries to
the problem of disarmament and to a nuclear ban.

Desirous of facilitating the solution of the disarmament
problem as a whole, the Soviet Union, as is common knowl-
edge, has declared itself willing to halt nuclear tests immedi-

- ately, irrespective of whether an agreement on the problem of

nuclear weapons is achieved or not.

39




The Supreme Soviet of the U.S.S.R., which fully alﬁproves
this step by the Soviet Government, appeals to the Con-

- gress of the United States and the British Parliament to help -

in the achievement of an agreement between the governments
of the U.S.S.R., the U.S.A. and Great Britain on the imme-
diate cessation of nuclear tests, and to take such steps that
they may consider necessary with this end in view.

For its part, the Supreme Soviet of the U.S.S.R. requests
that the parliaments of the U.S.A. and Great Britain should
give consideration to the creation of an inter-parliamentary
committee of the U.S.A., Great Britain and the U.S.S.R.
for an exchange of opinions on possible ways and means of
bringing about a discontinuation of nuclear weapons tests
and the banning of such weapons.

The Supreme Soviet of the U.S.S.R. expresses the hope
that the U.S. Congress and the British Parliament will
take all possible steps for this problem to be resolved without
delay, in accordance with the will of the peoples.

MESSAGE

OF THE SUPREME SOVIET
OF THE UNION OF SOVIET SOCIALIST REPUBLICS
TO ALL WORKING PEOPLE, POLITICAL AND PUBLIC
LEADERS, WORKERS IN SCIENCE AND CULTURE
PARLIAMENTS AND GOVERNMENTS ’
OF ALL COUNTRIES

Adopted on November 6, 1957
(Gazette of the Supreme Soviet of the U.S.S8.R.
No. 25, 1957) ’

The first socialist state of th i
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anrlls)]ilg.the nationsg.r ely equal and friendly relations
e foundations of a new forei i i

> fou. gn policy without -

glent mf history were thus laid, the policy of the W()};’I].Iei(ljlig‘
,taz}i)sis_, }(1) all the working people vitally interested in the es-
Thislsini'[}c(ieg‘l: (i)fthpez?l[i;e and friendship among the nations
! e . . . - A
Soms o ltiate e Leninist peaceable foreign policy of the

The young Soviet Re i
. g ’ Sovie public, weak as yet but full of fai

in the historic justice of its cause, offered peace agd coo—igletrl—l

. ation to all the states. But when it was attacked by counter-

revolutionary forces and armed intervention was organised

- against it, the Republic of Soviets proved that it was capa-

ble of defending itself and u ing i iali
. ] pholding its socialist gains.
Today the Soviet Union, which accomplished great %:gllll:jges

‘under the leadership of the Communist Party, is a mighty

socialist state, it is in its prime and h i
) . as loyal friend
over the world. Today, 40 years after the Sescrzond X?l—%gg

. sian Congress of Soviets which approved the Decree on Peace
3
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Supreme Soviet of the Union of Soviet Socialist Re-
;}:&licspappeals to all the peoplgs tire}essly to strengt}_len
the cause of peace, to develop friendship and co-operation

ng the nations in every way. ' _
amrl?heg socialist state of the working people is u'pholdm.g
the cause of peace; aggressive aspirations are alien to it
and it needs no colonies or spheres of influence. It organically
opposes any enslavement and national oppression. The GreaE
October Socialist Revolution has ushered in the epoch of
liberation of all the working people from explg1tat1on, the
liberation of the oppressed peoples from coloplal bondage.

The peoples of the Soviet Union reggrd with sympathg
the liberation movement of the peoples in the collomal‘ an
dependent countries and deeply uqderstand their strlvm%
for national independence, their desire to save thgnr natura
wealth from looting by the imperialist monopolies.

The first half of the 20th century was marked by epoch-
making events which are exerting a !;remendous 1nﬂuen(’;e
on the destinies of all mankind. The victory of thfs people’s
revolution in China and the formation of the Chinese Eeoi
ple’s Republic represented the most momentous 1_11st0rr1rc§
ovent after the Great October Socialist Revolution. e
working people of Albania, Bulgaria, Hungary, the ]?emocra}’g:
ic Republic of Viet-Nam, the German Democratic Repu
lic, the Korean People’s Democratic Repubhc, the Mongo-
lian People’s Republic, Poland, Rumania, Czechpslf)vakla
and Yugoslavia have embarked on the road of building so-
cialism. Relations of fraternal friendship and mufﬂugl assist-
ance, based on equality, on the principles of socialist 1nter:f
nationalism, have been established between the peoples o

untries. _

theTS]ie (;?ge of socialism, of which the finest minds of mankn}ld
have dreamed for centuries, has arrwefl. it has brougdt
about a great advance of the productive forces, stea ﬁ
improvement in the welfare of the working people and rapi

development of science, technology e}nd culture..All progres-
sive people are warmly congratulating the Soviet Um(;ln 013
the launching of artificial Earth sa_tell.ltes, Whlqh ushere

in the age of interplanetary communication. This is a souﬁce
of great rejoicing for the Soviet people. But we 1.?eahse t a‘;
onlyin a peaceful world can the greatest accoplphshments 0
science—the use of nuclear energy, intercontinental rockets

and sputniks—be placed at the service of, and bring good
to, all mankind. ,

All the peoples need peace. The peoples of the Soviet
Union too need peace to build a new, more wonderful and
radiant future.

The Soviet Union’s peace-loving policy unfortunately
is constantly resisted by influential elements in the West-
ern countries, above all in the United States whose ruling
circles lay claim. to leadership over the entire world, that
is, to world supremacy. Naturally, no freedom-loving people
can consent to any alien leadership, which results in the loss

~of national independence.

The Soviet state has never claimed and does not claim lead-
ership over other countries. It respects the independence and
sovereignty of all states and seeks to develop friendly rela-
tions with all countries. It wholeheartedly approves and sup-
ports the well-known five principles of peaceful coexist-
ence: mutual respect for territorial integrity and sovereignty,
non-aggression, non-intervention in each other’s domestic
affairs, equality and mutual benefit, peaceful coexistence.
These principles have been widely recognised by the peoples
in Asian and African countries who have won great victories
in the struggle for their freedom, independence and the con-
solidation of peace. The peoples of India, Indonesia, Burma,
Ceylon, Afghanistan, Egypt, Syria and other countries are
making their big contribution to the prevention of another
war and to the great and lofty cause of peace.

The peoples of the Soviet Union note with deep satis-
faction that, together with them, the peoples of all the so-
cialist states are working consistently and steadfastly for
peace. Many non-socialist peaceable states and the great
world-wide peace movement are actively working for peace.
- But there still are forces in the world which impede an
easing of international tension, wage the “cold war” and
continue the arms race, creating the danger of another dev-
astating war.

" Peace must be ensured, and it can be ensured, by unit-
ing all the peace-loving forces, by improving their organ-
isation and stimulating their activities.

Workers and peasants, scientists, writers, artists and
other workers in culture, members of parliament in all coun-
tries, the removal of the danger of another war and the estab-
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lishment of a lasting peace depends upon ourselves, upon
our joint efforts.

People of goodwill, it is within your power to call to order
the political leaders and statesmen who do not reckon with
the interests of the peoples and gamble with their destinies.
It is high time to discard the “positions of strength” policy
and replace it with a policy of peaceful coexistence, a policy
of establishing relations of confidence between states, of
co-operation and friendship among the nations.

We, Deputies of the Supreme Soviet of the U.S.S.R.,
are deeply convinced that these thoughts and sentiments
will strike a wide echo in the hearts of all who prize peace
and friendship among the peoples.

The Supreme Soviet of the U.S.S.R. appeals to all the
peoples, all workers and peasants, all workers in science
and culture, political and public leadeérs, parliaments and
governments of all countries

_ to work persistently for the peaceful coexistence of states
with different social systems and for international co-oper-
ation;

to seek a general reduction of armaments and armed
forces and prohibition of atomic and thermonuclear weapons;

to seek agreement on the immediate discontinuance of

atomic and thermonuclear weapons tests; _

to establish a collective security system in Europe and
Asia;

to promote economic and cultural ties, to strengthen
trust among the nations in every way.

Aware of its responsibility and the full gravity of the pres-
ent international situation, the Supreme Soviet of the Union
of Soviet Socialist Republics appeals to all peace-loving
people to launch energetic action to prevent another war.

The cause of peace is in the hands of the peoples them-
selves! ’

Peoples of all countries, unite your efforts to safeguard
world peace!

RESOLUTION
OF THE SUPREME SQVIET OF THE U.S.S.RE.
ON THE FOREIGN POLICY
OF THE SOVIET GOVERNMENT
Adopted on December 21, {957

(Gazette of the Supreme Soviel of the U.S.S.R.,
No. 28, 1957)

The Supreme Soviet of the U.S.S.R. hereby fully approves
the Soviet Government’s activities in the sphere of foreign
policy.

The Supreme Soviet of the U.S.S.R. fully supports the
proposals, expounded in the messages and notes sent by the

~ Government of the U.S.S.R.to the Governments of the member
states of the United Nations, as conforming to the task of
easing international tension, ending the “cold war” and the
arms race, the task of extending peaceful co-operation
among all states. ’

The Supreme Soviet of the U.S.S.R., expressing the un-

~ bending will and unanimous striving of the Soviet people
for peace, believes that at present when the arms race still
continues, especially in atomic and thermonuclear weapuns,
measures must be taken to prevent a dangerous course of
events, to uphold peace and deliver mankind from the
threat of a devastating atomic war. In line with this aim
would be: :
* 4. renunciation of the use of atomic and thermonuclear
weapons by the powers possessing these weapons—the
U.S.S.R., the United States and Great Britain;

2. an undertaking by the U.S.S.R., the United States
“and Great Britain to stop all tests of atomic and thermo-
nuclear weapons as of January 1, 1958;

3. agreement of the U.S.S.R., the United States and
Great Britain on the renunciation of the deployment of any
‘nuclear weapons in the territory of Germany—both West
and East—and acceptance of the proposal of Poland, Czecho-
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slovakia and the German Democratic Republic on the renun-
ciation of the production and deployment of nuclear weapons
in the territory of these countries and of West Germany;

4. substantial reduction of national armed forces and arma-
ments, in the first place of the Creat Powers which have the

largest armed forces;

5. non-aggression agreement between member states of
the North Atlantic alliance and member states of the War-
saw Treaty;

6. understanding not to take any steps violating the
independence of the Middle Eastern countries and to re-
nounce the use of force in settling questions pertaining to
this area; . .

7. discontinuation of war propaganda in countries where
it is still conducted, and the utmost expansion of trade,
scientific and cultural relations between states.

The Supreme Soviet of the U.S.S.R. is convinced that
personal meetings of leaders of the powers and discussion
by them of urgent international problems would facilitate
the finding of ways and means to ease the existing inter-
national tension and strengthen confidence between states.

The Supreme Soviet of the U.S.S.R. notes with great
satisfaction that the peace initiative of the Soviet Union
finds understanding and suppori among the broadest infer-
national circles which see that in our day there is only one
way to avoid atomic war — the way of peaceful coexistence.
Tt is increasingly recognised that in the prevailing situation
when the capitalist and the socialist systems exist in the
world, any attempt forcibly to change this situation from the
outside, any attempt to intervene in the domestic affairs
of other states with the object of changing their political
regimes, any attempt to impose some kind of territorial
changes, to upset the present stalus quo would lead to disas-
trous consequences for universal peace.

The Supreme Soviet of ‘the U.S.S.R. notes with satis-
faction that the session of the U.N. General Assembly which
just closed, having oxamined the question of peaceful co-
existence of states, came out in support of the principles of
peaceful coexistence and passed a resolution .recognising
the need for developing relations between states on the basis
of mutual respect and benefit, non-aggression, mutual re-
spect for sovereignty, equality and territorial integrity and
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non-interferénce in each other's domestic affairs. The Assem-
bly appealed to all states to bend every effort to strengthen
1nterne_1tiozlal peace and develop friendly relations and co-
opiratlon and also to resolve disputes by peaceful means.
The adoption of such a resolution by the United Nations
reflects the tremendous world-wide spread of demands to
end the arms race, to find ways and means for a peaceful
settlement of disputed questions, to check the dangerous
development of events towards another war and to prevent
its outbreak. The Supreme Soviet notes that these senti-
ments have also been reflected in the pronouncements, made
b'y some statesmen of member countries of the North Atlan-
tic alliance at the NATO Council session in Paris, in favour
of accepting the Soviet Government’s proposal for talks be-
tween the powers. Although the decisions of the NATO
Council session do mention the advisability of talks with
the Soviet Union on disarmament, they are largely
aimed at further conducting the war preparations by
member states of the North Atlantic alliance and testify
to the intention of the powers leading in NATO to continue
their peace-endangering policy.
Guided by the lofty aims of strengthening universal peace
the Supreme Soviet of the U.S.S.R. voices the hope that
the parliaments and governments of all countries will exam-
ine 'Wlth due attention the proposals put forward by the
$0v1et Union and will do everything in their power to reduce
international tension, refraining from steps that could com-
plicate relations between states.
ﬂThe Supreme Soviet of the U.S.S.R. has taken cognisance
of statements made by leaders of member countries of the
North Atlantic alliance to the effect that these countries
adhere to positions of the non-use of force in their relations
Wlth _other states. This shows that a sober approach to solv-
ing international problems is increasingly breaking its
way through. Taking into account these statements and hop-
ing that they will be embodied in practical steps by NATO
member states, the Supreme Soviet of the U.S.5.R., in an
gﬁort to make another important contribution to strengthen-
ing peace and creating a climate of international trust
instructs the Soviet Government to examine the questiorl
of fu.rther cutting the armed forces of the Soviet Union,
keeping, until international agreement on disarmament is
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RESOLUTION

OF THE SUPREME SOVIET OF THE U.S.S.R.
ON THE UNILATERAL DISCONTINUATION
OF ATOMIC AND THERMGNUCLEAR WEAPONS TESTS
BY THE SOVIET UNION

Adopted on March 31, 1958

(Gazette of the Supreme Soviet of the U.8.8.R.,
No. 7, 1958)

The ending of atomic and thermonuclear weapons tests is
acquiring ever greater importance for peace and the welfare
of the peoples with each passing year, each passing month.

Today the overwhelming majority of mankind is demand-
ing an end to the tests. Despite the fact that for many years
the peoples have been persistently calling for a cessation
of these tests, they are continued, which leads to the manu-
facture of ever new types of lethal nuclear weapons, increases
the concentration of radioactive elements in the atmos-
phere and soil, poisons the organism of people and threatens
the normal development of future generations.

The Soviet Union has steadfastly and consistently worked
to reach agreement with the other Powers possessing atom-
ic and thermonuclear weapons on the immediate and uncondi-
tional discontinuation of their tests. To these ends the
Supreme Soviet of the U.S.S.R. and the Soviet Government
in recent years have repeatedly made concrete proposals
on the ending of the tests, proposals on the basis of which
understanding on this matter could have been reached long
ago.

In a Message to the Congress of the United States and the
Parliament of Great Britain, of May 10, 1957, the Supreme
Soviet of the U.S.S.R. called upon the U.S. Congress and the
British Parliament to facilitate agreement between the
Governments of the U.S.S.R., the United States and Great
Britain on the immediate discontinuation of experimental
explosions of A- and H-bombs. ‘
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At its previous session in December last the Supreme So-
viet of the U.S.S.R., expressing the unbending will and
ananimous striving of the Soviet people for peace, proposed
that the U.S.S.R., Great Britain and the United States un-
dertake to stop all tests of stomic and thermonuclear weap-
ons as of January 1, 1958.

But the United States and Great Britain did not respoud
to all these proposals of the Soviet Union. As aresult, exper-
imental explosions of A- and H-bombs continue now in
one now in another part of the world, which attests to the
further acceleration of the race in developing still more dan-
gerous weapons of mass destruction.

Guided by a desire actually to initiate a universal discon-
tinuation of atomic and thermonuclear weapons tests and
thereby make the first step towards finally delivering roan-
kind from the threat of a devastating atomic war, the Su-
preme Soviet of the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics hereby
resolves: '

1. To discontinue tests of all kinds of atomic and thermo-
nuclear weapons in the Soviet Union.

The Supreme Soviet of the U.S.S.R. expects the parlia-
ments of other states possessing atomic and thermonuclear
weapons, for their part, to do everything necessary SO that
these countries too stop all experimental explosions of these
weapons.

9. To instruct the Council of Ministers of the U.S.S.R.
to take the necessary steps to implement Paragraph 1 of
the present Resolution and to appeal to the governments
of other states possessing atomic and thermonuclear weapons
to take similar measures to ensure the discontinuation of
tests of atomic and thermonuclear weapous everywhere and
for all time.

1f the other powers possessing atomic and thermonuclear
weapons continue to test them, the Government of the
U.S.S.R. naturally will be free to act in the matter of tests
of atomic and thermonuclear weapons by the Soviet Union,
in conformity with the above circumstances and bearing
in mind the security interests of the Soviet Union.

The Supreme Soviet of the U.S.S.R. sincerely hopes that
the initiative of the Soviet Union in ending nuclear weap-
ons tests will be given due support by the parliaments of
other states.
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ADDRESS
OF THE SUPREME SOVIET OF THE U.S.S.R.
TO THE CONGRESS OF THE U.S.A.
ON ENDING NUCLEAR WEAPONS TESTS

Adopted on March 31, 1958

(Gazette of the Supreme Soviet of the U.S.8.R.,
. No. 7, 1958}

The Supreme Soviet of the Union of So.v1e1t Socialist
Republicspaddresses the -Congress of the United S’ca’ces1 of
America on the question of ending atomic ar}d thermonuc_ez(iir
weapons tests which is now deeply agitating ;'111 ;pankm .
The Supreme Soviet of the U.S.S.R. expresses its firm coxﬁ
viction that a solution to this problem depends above a
on the achievement of agreement between the S_ov1et Unlor},
the United States of America and Great 'B.rltam. It is this
circumstance that places splelcial responsibility on these three

to the peoples of-all countries.

StaItr(:sitsOMessage tg the Congress of the UnitedﬁStates etnd the
Parliament of Great Britain, of May 10, 1957, the Supreme
Soviet of the U.S.S.R. already had the opportunity to drafv
attention to the fact that world public opinion 1s degp y
disturbed by the danger inherent in nuclear weapons tests
which are still continued, and it proposed that agreed meas-
ures leading to a cessation of these tests be taken. a

On December 24, 1957, the Supreme Soviet of the U.S.S. R.
adopted a Resolution, proposing that the U.S.S'.R., tl_le1Un1‘E
ed States and Great Britain undertake to discontinue 31
tests of atomic and thermonuclear weapons as of January 1,

1958.

and Great Britain, an end would have already been put to
the dangerous experiments with nuclear weapons. Uélfé)rtu;
nately, owing to the attitude of the Um.ted States an rﬁad
‘Britain, no understanding on this question has been reac ed
so far. Yet, the rumble of experimental explosions of A-an
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Had this proposal been accepted by the United States ..

H-bombs continues to resound now in one now in another
part of the globe, demonstrating that the contest in devising
the most lethal kinds of mass-destruction weapons is devel-
oping with growing intensity. Each new explosion of a
nuclear device covers the earth with a fresh layer of radio-
active fallout, endangering the health of the present and
future generations.

Is it surprising then that the question of ending nuclear
tests continues to be in the focus of attention of the peoples
the world over? Numerous public leaders and thousands of
outstanding workers in science of many countries, including
world-renowned scientists of the United States, point to the
pressing need.for promptly ending the tests of atomic and
thermonuclear weapons. They stress that a solution of this -
problem brooks no delay, because the continuation of the
tests can inflict irreparable harm. ’

Agreement among the powers on ending nuclear weapons
tests is fully feasible already in the existing conditions. "
It would not be prejudicial to any signatory to such an agree-
ment and would not give any state any unilateral advantage
over the others. At the same time understanding on this ques-
tion would pave the way to further, broader disarmament
measures. These arguments have also been voiced by promi-
nent political leaders and members of the U.S. Congress
who advocate a settlement of the question of ending nuclear
tests independent of other disarmament problems.

To reach agreement on stopping the tests of atomic and
thermonuclear weapons is still relatively simple now also -
because at present only three powers possess such weapons

- and test them. If after a certain time other states too pro-

duce nuclear weapons, it naturally will be more difficult
to reach understanding on ending the tests.

Guided by a desire actually to initiate a universal ending
of nuclear weapons tests and thereby make the first step to-
wards the final deliverance of mankind from the threat of a
devastating atomic war, the Supreme Soviet of the U.S.S.R.

‘has adopted a decision on the unilateral discontinuation of

atomic and thermonuclear weapons tests by the Soviet
Union. :

The Supreme Soviet of the U.S.S.R. calls upon the Con-
gress of the United States of America in the interests of
all mankind to support this initiative which conforms
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to the aspirations of millions upon millions of people in
all countries. Simultaneously the Supreme Soviet is”also
sending an Address on this question to the Parliament of
Great Britain and the parliaments of other countries.

The Supreme Soviet of the U.S.S.R. is deeply convinced
that if in response to the Soviet Union's decision, the
United States and Great Britain, as countries possessing
nuclear weapons, for their part, stop testing such weapons,
thereby the question of the universal ending of tests of atom-
ic and thermonuclear Wweapouns for all time will be set-
tled. This will be an important step forward in ending the
race in atomic and thermonuclear armaments and in consoli-
dating the security of all the peoples. Such a step will
undoubtedly be of great importance for normalising the en-
tire international climate and thereby will contribute to the
solution of many other outstanding international problems.

It goes without saying that if other states do not respond
to this humane decision of the Soviet Union and prefer, as
hitherto, to continue experimental explosions of atomic and

‘thermonuclear weapons, the Soviet Government Ewill be
free to act in the matter of nuclear tests by the Soviet Union
in conformity with the above circumstances and bearing
in mind the security interests of the U.S.S.R. But the Su-
preme Soviet of the U.S.S.R. believes that the initiative in
ending nuclear weapons tests displayed by the Soviet Union
will be supported by corresponding steps of the United
States and Great Britain.

Aware of the great responsibility of legislative bodies
to the peoples for the great cause of maintaining and strength-
ening peace, the Supreme Soviet of the Union of Soviet So-
cialist Republics addresses an insistent appeal to the Con-
gress of the United States of America to wield all its influence
so that the question of ending the tests of atomic and thermo-
nuclear weapons by all states for all time, should, at long
last, be finaily settled in conformity with the aspirations
of the peoples.

The Supreme Soviet of the U.S.S.R. would want to hope
that our two countries, the Soviet Union and the United
States of America, which were the first to develop nuclear
weapons, will also be the first to end the tests of these weap-
ons and thereby will justify the hopes not only of the peo-
ples of both our countries, but also of all mankind. :

ADDRESS

OF THE SUPREME SOVIET OF THE U.S.S.R.
TO THE PARLIAMENT OF GREAT BRITAIN
ON ENDING NUCLEAR WEAPONS TESTS

Adopted on March 31, 1958

(Gazette of the Supreme Soviet of the U.S.8.R.,
No. 7, 1958)

u’{)‘lhe Suprgme Soviet of the Union of Soviet Socialist Re-
gn alc;ugigln ad}il_ressesdthe Parliament of Great Britain
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countries and is directly affectin et o every
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increases the quantity of radioactive fallout in the atmos-
phere and on the ground, which perniciously affects the
health of the people living today and their posterity.

Hence, it 1s fully understandable that continuation of the
nuclear tests disturbs and alarms the people. Outstanding
scientists of many countries, including Great Britain, who
better than anyone else can appreciate the real danger of
nuclear weapons tests, point to the pressing need for stopping
such tests at once. They draw attention to the fact that the
solution of this problem brooksno delay, because the contin-
uation of the tests could inflict irreparable harm. The Su-
preme Soviet of the U.S.S.R. thinks that no one has a right to
ignore these warnings.

Nor can one ignore the fact that today it is relatively
simple to reach agreement on ending the tests, inasmuch
as the number of powers manufacturing nuclear weapons is
limited to three. After a certain time other states too might
launch the production of nuclear weapons, which naturally
could not but make it more difficult to reach understanding
on the cessation of nuclear tests.

Guided by a desire actually to ‘initiate the universal
discontinuation of nuclear weapons tests and thereby make
the first step towards the final deliverance of mankind
from the threat of a devastating atomic war, the Supreme
Soviet of the U.S.S.R. has adopted a decision on the unilat-
eral discontinuation of atomic and thermonuclear weapons
tests by the Soviet Union.

The Supreme Soviet of the U.S.S.R. urges the Parliament
of Great Britain in the interests of all mankind to support
this move which conforms to the aspirations of millions upon
millions of people in all countries. The Supreme Soviet is
also sending an Address on this question to the Congress
of the United States of America and to the parliaments of
other countries.

If in response to the Soviet Union's decision, Great Brit-
ain and the United States as countries possessing nuclear
weapons, for their part, stop the testing of such arms, the
question of ending the tests of atomic and thermonuclear
weapons everywhere and for all time will be settled. A great
step towards strengthening peace and the security of all the
peoples will thereby be made. The first concrete  measures

designed tolimit the race in atomic armaments will undoubt-
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ADDRESS

OF THE SUPREME SOVIET OF THE U.S.S.R.
TO THE BUNDESTAG o
OF THE FEDERAL REPUBLIC OF GERMA

Adopted on March 31, 1958
tpreme Som‘et of the U.8.8.R.,

¢ tte of the Su
(-G“We 4 No. 7, 1958)

Union of Soviet Socialist
to inform the Bundestag of
about its attitude to the
quip the country

The Supreme Soviet of the
Republics deems it necessary
theep Federal Republic of Germany a ’
steps taken by the Federal Republic to e

ith atomic weapons.

WlOn March 25, 1958,1a1)1les0 y
the Federal Repu of s
%Sziggir?; to epar‘nies of the government coahtg)n,m e;:r;};(led
ing the Federal Government to equip the WestSher nan arme
1fgces with atomic and missile weapons. or Sént cloro
ﬁl" the Government of the F.R.G. reached agreem b it
1‘:chlS’U' S. Government on the purchase of a ionmgngheads.
Ar?leri.ca‘n nmissiles adapted to carrying nuclear W

Thus, the Federal Government an@ t]ée Béliidis;nagu%;m;ﬁz
of the coalition parties supporting it decl ush the

country on to the path of preparing for atomic war,
ic i W on
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hi ]S the peoples of most European countries haw{ﬁ szonti_
Toas. for being wary of, is now the first among the L
reass IiSEuro ean NATO countries to adopt atomchv}\Erfzg) 1S
]floe;1 iis arm«fd forces. The Government of the F.R.G.

i in the Bun-
lution was adopted in the Bu
ulilc by votes of the deputies
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the eve of undertaking practical

gy

setting off a race in atomic weapons with the participation
of an ever wider range of states, which cannot be assessed
otherwise than a direct challenge to all who sincerely want
to strengthen peace in Europe and lessen the danger of a
nuclear-missile war.

The Supreme Soviet of the U.S.S.R. considers it necessary
to declare that implementation of the decision to equip
the armies of the Federal Republic of Germany with atomic
and missile weapons and also the contemplated consent to
the establishment of foreign atomic and missile bases in the
territory of West Germany, will create in Europe a situation
in many respects similar to the one when Hitler Germany be-
gan to prepare for the Second World War. But one must not
forget that it resulted in the gravest catastrophe in Ger-
many’s history. In our days attempts of the Federal Repub-
lic of Germany to embark again on theroad of military gam-
bles would all the more be tantamount to national suicide.

The Soviet people, whose constructive powers are con-
centrated on carrying out gigantic economic and cultural
development plans, on further raising their living standard,
want to live in peace with the peoples of all countries, the
Federal Republic of Germany included. But the Soviet
people naturally cannot watch with indifference how a seat
of the war danger is again arising near their western fron-
tiers, in the part of Europe whence war swooped down on
our Homeland twice within the lifetime of one generation,
and they will be forced to draw from this the necessary
conclusions. .,

Attempts by the advocates of arming West Germany with
atomic and missile weapons to frighten the population of
the Federal Republic of Germany with a threat on the part
of the Soviet Union and communism, are very familiar. Peo-
ple in Germany cannot but remember that the preparations
for aggressive war by Hitler were also conducted under the
flag of struggle against the “communist menace”. The Soviet
Union wants to believe that the population of West Germany,
in the first place the generation which lived through the trag-
edy of the late war, will not let itself be deceived once
again by such fabrications, which fostered the nazi crimes
in the recent past.

The Supreme Soviet of the U.S.S.R. cannot overlook the
fact that the decision to arm the Bundeswehr with atomic
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and missile weapons was taken at the time when prepara-

tions were started in earnest for a Summit meeting with the

object of easing international tension, reducing armaments

and lessening the danger of an annihilating atomic war. At-

tempts are made hastily to draw the Federal Republic of

Germany into the vortex of atomic armament with the ob-

vious intention of carrying out these military measures be-
fore a Summit meeting and preventing it from being success-
ful. Thereby West Germany again finds itself in one rank with-
the most rabid foes of a détenle and a peaceful settlement
of pressing international issues.

The decision to arm the Bundeswehr with atomic and
missile weapons is accompanied by assurances of a striving
for general controlled disarmament. These assurances, how-
ever, cannot inspire any .confidence, because they are ir-
reconcilably contradicted by the practical steps to arm
“the country with atomic and missile weapons which are being
taken in the Federal Republic of Germany. If today the
Federal Government is taking a decision to equip the Bun-
deswehr with missile and atomic weapons, if it is importing
American missiles from the United States—all this is cer-
tainly not being done in order to abandon these measures to-

morrow. This is also being done evidently with the object,

even prior to the Summit meeting, of erecting fresh barriers
to agreement on the proposal of the Polish People’s Repub-
lic, supported by the peace-loving nations, for the establish-
ment of an atom-free zome in Central Europe, of blocking
in advance the road to West Germany’s participation in
such a zone.

The Supreme Soviet of the U.S
of the Bundestag to the fact that the Soviet Government has

expressed readiness to assume a solemn obligation to re-
spect the status of an atom-free zone and to regard the ferri-
tories of the states within if, namely, the Federal Republic
of Germany, the German Democratic Republic, Poland and
Czechoslovakia, as excluded from the sphere of use of nuclear
and missile weapons. If the policy of arming the Federal
Republic of Germany with atomic weapons 18 carried out
this will inevitably place West Germany in such a position
that in the event of amilitary conflict its territory would be
swept by the hurricane of anuclear-missi
less desert in its wake.

S.R. draws the attention
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ADDRESS
OF THE SUPREME SOVIET OF THE U.S.S.R.
TO THE PARLIAMENTS OF ALL COUNTRIES
OF THE WORLD
ON ENDING NUCLEAR WEAPONS TESTS

~ Adopted on March 31, 1958

(Gazette of the Supreme Soviet of the U.S.8.R.,
No. 7, 1958)

The Supreme Soviet of the Union of Soviet Socialist Re-
publics addresses the parliaments of all countries on the
question of the unconditional and prompt ending of nu-
clear weapons tests. Continuation of experimental explosions
of atomic and thermonuclear weapons arouses deep concern
and anxiety among the peoples of all the countries and affects
the vital interests of all men and women whatever continent
they live in.

On May 10, 1957, the Supreme Soviet of the U.S.S.R.
addressed the parliaments of states possessing nuclear
weapons—the Congress of the United States of America and
the Parliament of Great Britain—and proposed that concert-
ed measures designed to end the testing of these weapons be
adopted. On December 21, 1957, the Supreme Soviet of the
U.S.S.R. adopted a resolution proposing that the U.S.S.R.,

the United States and Great Britain undertake to stop all

tests of atomic and thermonuclear weapons as of January 1,
1958.

Unfortunately, owing to the stand taken by the United

States and Great Britain, so far the question of ending nu-
clear tests has not been settled. Experimental explosions of
A- and H-bombs continue. More than that, the contest in
creating ever more lethal weapons of mass destruction is
developing with growing intensity.

Experimental explosions of atomic and thermonuclear
weapons are exerting a pernicious influence, endangering
even in peace time the health of the present and future gen-
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erations. Numerous public leaders ‘and thousands of out- -

standing scientists of many countries demand with¥increas-
ing insistence the immediate cessation of atomic and ther-
monuclear weapons tests. Authoritative scientists draw
attention to the fact that a soluticn of this problem brooks
no delay, because the accumulation of radioactive fallout
as a result of nuclear explosions can inflict irreparable harm
on mankind. .

An early settlement of the question of ending nuclear
tests is also dictated by the consideration that at present
this can be done with relative ease, because so far only
three states possess atomic and thermonuclear weapons.

Guided by a desire actually to initiate the universal
discontinuation of nuclear weapons tests and thereby make
the first step towards the final deliverance of mankind from
the threat of a devastating atomic war, the Supreme Soviet
of the U.S.S.R. has adopted a decision on the unilateral
discontinuation of atomic and thermonuclear weapons tests
by the Soviet Union. o

Aware of the great responsibility of parliaments to the
peoples for the great cause of maintaining and strengthening
peace, the Supreme Soviet of the Union of Soviet Socialist
Republics has addressed an insistent appeal to the Congress
of the United States of America and the Parliament of Great
Britain, as the parliaments of states producing nuclear weap-
ons, to wield all their influence so that the question of end-
ing the tests of atomic and thermonuclear weapons by all
states for all time, at long last, be finally settled.

The Supreme Soviet urges the parliaments of other coun-
tries to support this initiative which meets the aspi-
rations of millions upon millions of people in all countries.

-The Supreme Soviet of the U.5.5.R. is deeply convinced
that the prompt cessation of atomic and thermonuclear weap-
ons tests by all states possessing such arms would meet the
interests of all the countries, both big and small, regard-
less of whether they possess atomic weapons or not. The
pernicious effect of nuclear explosions recognises neither
geographical boundaries nor political distinctions between
states. Hence every state must determine its attitude to
the ending of these tests. Naturally, primary responsibil-
ity for the settlement of this question rests with the powers
which have nuclear weapons and are testing them. But this

64

does not at all mean that the other countries are incapable
of making a contribution to this important matter. Each
state, whether a Great Power or a small country, member or
non-member of the United Nations, can render great help

in reaching agreement on the discontinuation of nuclear

Evealt)ﬁns‘testsdby supporting the demand of all the peoples
for the immediate cessation of the dangerous experi
with A- and H-bombs. ¢ periments

If the other states possessing nuclear weapons follow the

“example of the Soviet Union and, for their part, stop the

testing of such weapons, the question of the universal dis-
continuation of the tests of atomic and thermonuclear weap-
ons for all time will be settled. Thereby a big step will
be made towards ending the race in atomic armaments and
consolidating the security of all the peoples. This undoubt-
edly will be of great importance for normalising the inter-
national climate and will contribute to the solution of many

~ other outstanding international problems.

It goes without saying that if the United States and Great
Britain do not want to respond to this humane decision of the
Soviet Union and prefer, as hitherto, to continue experi-
mental explosions of atomic and thermonuclear weapons
the Soviet Government will be free to act in the matter of
nl}clear weapons tests by the Soviet Union in conformity
Wlt_h L\}the above circumstances and bearing in mind the se-
curity interests of the U.S.S.R. But the Supreme Soviet of
the U.S.S.R. believes that the initiative in ending nuclear
weapons tests displayed by the Soviet Union will be support-
ed by corresponding steps of the United States and Great
Britain.

The Supreme Soviet of the U.S.3.R. urges the parliaments
of all the countries to render every support to the efforts

- aimed at the universal and final ending of nuclear weapons

tests, in conformity with the aspirations of the people, the
aspirations of all mankind.
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RESOLUTION
OF THE SUPREME SOVIET OF THE U.S.S.R.
COMMISSIONING THE CHATIRMEN OF THE CHAMBERS
TO ADDRESS A MESSAGE
TO THE PARLIAMENTS OF MEMBER STATES
OF THE ANTI-HITLER COALITION
AND THE COUNTRIES WHICH SUFFERED
FROM NAZI AGGRESSION
DURING THE SECOND WORLD WAR

Adopted on March 31, 1958

(Gazetie of the Supreme Soviet of the U.S.S.R.,
No. 7, 1958)

The Supreme Soviet of the Union of Soviet Socialist Re-
publics hereby resolves: '

To instruct the Chairmen of the Soviet of the Union and
the Soviet of Nationalities, on behalf of the Supreme Soviet
of the U.S.S.R., to address a message to the parliaments of
member states of the anti-Hitler coalition and countries
which suffered from nazi aggression during the Second Wo'rld
War to join efforts with the object of preventing the arming
of the Federal Republic of Germany with atomic and mis-
sile weapons.

RESOLUTION
OF THE SUPREME SOVIET OF THE U.S.S.R.
ON THE CESSATION OF ATOMIC
AND THERMONUCLEAR WEAPONS TESTS
AND ON THE BERLIN QUESTION

F Adopted on December 25, 1958

(Gazette of the Supreme Soviet of the U.S.5.R.,
No. 1, 1939)

I

Having heard the report of the Government of the U.S.S.R.
in reply to a question by a group of Deputies on the cessation
of atomic and thermonuclear weapons tests, the Supreme
Soviet of the U.S.S.R. notes that the decision taken by the
Supreme Soviet of the U.S.S.R. on the unilateral cessation
of all atomic and hydrogen weapons tests by the Soviet
Union as from March 31, 1958, was welcomed with great
satisfaction by the peoples of all countries. This historic
and deeply humane decision is rightly regarded as a major
step towards the consolidation of world peace and the com-

" plete deliverance of mankind from the dreadful threat o
nuclear war. ’
The Supreme Soviet of the U.S.S.R. notes with anxiety
that despite the legitimate and steadily growing demand of
the peoples, the United States of America and Great Britain
" continue to refuse to agree to an immediate and universal
cessation of atomic and hydrogen weapons tests for all time
to come. More than that, alter March 31 they started their
largest ever series of nuclear tests in an effort to win unilat-
eral military superiority over the Soviet Union. This was
what compelled the U.S.S.R., in the interests of its own
security which is inseparable from world peace, to renew
nuclear tests. The Soviet Union, however, is still prepared
to renounce -further tests providing the U.S.A. and Great
Britain are prepared to sign an agreement on the cessation
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of all forms of atomic and hydrogen weapons tests in perpe-
tuity with the establishment of effective international
control over the observance of such an agreement.

The Supreme Soviet of the U.S.S.R. considers that at
present there is all the more no reason for further holding
up the signing of an agreement on banning nuclear weapons
tests in view of the fact that the Geneva conference of ex-
perts, consisting of the world’s most prominent .nuclear
scientists, unanimously confirmed that effective interna-
tional control over the implementation of such an agreement
was fully possible.

In connection with the present Geneva talks on the ban-
ning of nuclear weapons tests, the Supreme Soviet of the
U.S.S.R. cannot but note that the U.S.A. and Great Britain
have still not evinced their preparedness to sign an agree-
ment on a universal cessation of atomic and nuclear weapons
tests for all time. o

The peoples of all countries of the world are 1ns1stenj51y
and emphatically demanding that the powers possessing
atomic and hydrogen weapons outlaw the testing of th(?se
weapons of mass destruction, and these demands yv111 contin-
ue to grow daily until the production of the m.creasmgly
destructive types of atomic and nuclear bombs is stopped
and an end is put to the ever growing harmful effect of
atomic fallout on people’s health. _

The Supreme Soviet of the U.S.S.R. expresses the hope
that the states bearing the responsibility for the continua-
tion of experimental explosions of nuclear devices will
take all the necessary steps to reach agreement on this ques-
tion, which is worrying the whole of mankind and affects
the security and well-being not only of the present but also
of future generations.

As regards the Soviet Union, it shall persevere in its efforts
to have thisimportant question solved in the nearest future. .

Considering that the banning of tests of all types of atom-
ic and hydrogen weapons would be an important step to-
wards ending the arms race and the “cold war”, towgrds con-
solidating peace among nations, the Supreme Soviet of the
Union of Soviet Socialist Republics resolves:

1. To approve the policy and practical measures taken

by the Government of the U.S.5.R. on the question of

ceasing atomic and hydregen weapons tests.
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2. To instruct the Government of the U.S.S.R. to per- »

severe in its efforts to achieve an immediate, universal
and unconditional cessation of nuclear weapons tests for all
time to come.

The Supreme Soviet of the U.S.S.R. expresses the hope
‘that for their part the U.S.A. and Great Britain will make
the necessary effort to attain this great and noble goal,
which conforms with the aspirations of all nations.

II

Having heard the reply of the Government of the U.S.S.R.
to a question by a group of Deputies with regard to the Ber-
lin problem, the Supreme Soviet of the U.S.S.R. notes with
satisfaction the initiative taken by the Government of the
U.S.5.R. by proposing the conversion of West Berlin into
a demilitarised free city.

The Supreme Soviet of the U.S.S.R. notes that the Gov-
ernments of the Western Powers, who have long ago re-
nounced the main provisions of the Allied treaties and
agreements on a joint policy with regard to Germany after
the war, have no right or justification whatever for impos-
ing a military occupation regime upon the population of
West Berlin.

By taking advantage of the presence of their troops in .

West Berlin for activity aimed against the Soviet Union

“and its allies, the Western Powers are aggravating relations

between states and thereby creating a grave threat to peace
and security in Europe.

The proposals of the Government of the U.S.S.R. on the
Berlin question have the purpose of relaxing international
tension, putting an end to the state of “cold war” and clear-
ing the road for the restoration of good relations between
the Soviet Union, the United States of America, Great Brit-
ain and France. :

With deep satisfaction the Supreme Soviet of the U.S.S.R.
notes that the proposals of the Soviet Union on the Berlin
question have been warmly supported and -approved by the

~German Democratic Republic, in whose territory?Berlin

is situated, and also by the peoples and governments of a
number of other states, which understand that being occu-
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pied by the NATO powers West Berlin has become a point
where a conflict fraught with grave consequences to world
peace may arise at any moment. The settlement of the. ]_3@,1’~
lin question and the creation thereby of normal conditions
in West Berlin would greatly facilitate the settlement of
the question of European security and other urgent interna-
tional problems. : )

In view of the fact that the ending of the occupation re-
gime and the conversion of West Berlin into a free city would
greatly help to relax tension in Europe and reduce. the dan-
ger of another war breaking out, the Supreme Soviet of the
Union of Soviet Socialist Republics resolves:

To approve the policy and practical steps of the Gov-
ernment of the U.S.S.R. in the Berlin question.

The Supreme Soviet of the U.S.5.R. calls upon the U.S.A{,
Great Britain and France te make their contribution towards
the settlement of the Berlin question in accordance with the
interests of strengthening peace in Europe and the whole
world.

REPORT ,

- by Deputy N. S. KHRUSHCHOYV, \
Chairman of the Council of Ministers of the [U.S.S.R.,
First Secretary of the C.C. C.P.S.U.,

“‘On the International Situation
and the Foreign Policy of the Soviet Union’
Delivered at the Third Session
of the Fifth Supreme Soviet of the U.S.S.R.

on October 31, 1959

Comrade Deputies, the Central Committee of the Com-
munist Party and the Council of Ministers of the U.S.S.R.
have instructed me to address you on questions relating to
the international situation and the foreign policy of the So-
viet Union.

The Soviet Government, guided by the Leninist policy
of peace, the decisions of the 20th and 21st Party congresses
and the directives of the Supreme Soviet of the USSR,
has been consistently and resolutely pursuing a policy of
easing international tension, ending the “cold war” and im-
proving relations between countries in the interests of a du-
rable peace and international security.

We note with satisfaction that the recent period has
been marked by a distinct improvement in the internation-
al situation thanks to the efforts of the Soviet Union and
the other socialist countries, and of all the peace-loving
forces. Theimportant thing is that international tension has
considerably eased and the outlock for a durable world peace
has become more favourable. Yet only recently the pas-
sions aroused by the “cold war” had run so high that even a
small spark could have touched off a world-wide conflagra-
tion. Certain Western Powers based their foreign policy on
frankly aggressive calculations, on “positions of strength”.
Those who inspired that policy wanted to impose their will
on the peace-loving peoples, and to secure solutions to in-
ternational problems with the aid of the big sticlf. :
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Sometimes this approach to international affairs was
termed a “liberation policy” and sometimes a “roll-back”
policy or a “policy of edging out”, but its essence never
changed. For to “liberate” from something those who neither
ask.for nor want that sort of “liberation” means to impose
one’s own system on others by force. No people has ever
asked, nor will ever ask, to be “liberated” by the capitalist
gentlemen from the socialist system, whose advantages and
benefits it has already come to know, and to be returned to
the system of capitalist exploitation. ,

No people which has won freedom from capitalist ex-
ploitation has ever expressed the desire to be “liberated”
from the factories and mills, from the right to wuse the
riches of its country in its own way, or from the right to shape
its way of life as it chooses. No free people has ever wanted
to be controlled by a handful of those who rob it and appro-
priate the iruits of its labour. But it seems that those who
in a number of countries still live by exploiting the people
refuse to understand this.

When these people talked about “edging out” or “rolling
back”, they did not mean that someone should be asked
politely to move up and make room. What they meant was
direct military intervention in the affairs of the socialist
and other peace-loving countries. Hence the policy of a con-
tinuous arms race, illusory plans for achieving “nuclear su-
periority”, and so on. This found expression, among other
things, in the vocabulary of the advocates of that policy,
who spoke of a “brink of war”policy, “massive retaliation”,
etc. There were even outright threats of “preventive” war
against the Soviet Union and the other socialist courn-
tries. i

Now times have changed. The futility of the “positions
of strength” policy is realised even by some of its more
active proponents. Only the most bellicose Western leaders
seem unable to break away from the cld formulas. Echoes
of the past can still be heardihere and there. Take%the de-
cision of unhappy memory, adopted by the U.S. Congress,
to hold a so-called Captive Nations Week and to offer up
prayers for their liberation. The terms used on this occa-
sion were not “roll back”, but the meaning was the same—
it was the same sort of appeal to interfere in other peoples’
affairs.

2

As you see, things have moved from the “roll-back”
policy to the offering up of prayers to the Lord. But what
can that lead to? If Western leaders go on praying to God
to “liberate” the peoples of the socialist countries and if
we, for our part, begin praying to God that he may lib-
erate their peoples from capitalist domination, we shall
put the Lord in a difficult position (animation), because
what is he to do in the circumstances? Obviously, if he

. sides with the majority and takes a democratic stand, the

decision will be in our favour, in favour of socialism.
(Animation. Applause.) But this is somewhat aside, as
it were, from the substance of my report.

A more sober appraisal of the situation, and a more
sensible understanding of the alignment of forces that
has taken shape in the international arena, is now beginning
to gain the upper hand in the West. And that understand.
ing necessarily leads to the conclusion that plans for the
use of military force against the socialist world must be
scrapped. Reality itself demands that countries with differ-
ent social systems should know how to live together on
our plamet, to coexist peacefully.

What are the main reasons for the recent changes in the

-international .situation?

The main reason is the growing strength and international

-influence of the Soviet Union and the- other countries of

the world socialist system. It is fortunate for mankind
that in our time, a time of great scientific discoveries and
technological achievements, there has arisen a rapidiy
developing socialist system, a system which by its very
nature strives for peace. The faster the strength of the
socialist countries increases, the greater the opportunities
of preserving and strengthening peace.

At the same time the countries which have shaken off
colonial dependence, and also other countries vitally con-
cerned with maintaining peace and averting new wars,
are -playing an increasing role on the world scene. It is
today impossible to ignore the voice of these countries,
which are situated on all continents.

In the capitalist countries, too, peace-loving forces
calling for an end to the “cold war” and advocating peace-
ful co-operation between countries have recently begun
to exert a growing influence. ’
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Lastly, it is being realised by increasingly wide circles,
including many statesmen in the capitalist countries, that
now that there are nuclear and rocket weapons, war threat-
ens unprecedented loss of life and destruction, prima-
rily to the countries that would dare to launch a new world
war.

PEACEFUL COEXISTENCE
IS AN IMPERATIVE DEMAND OF LIFE

The Soviet Union and the other socialist countries have
by their peace policy opened mankind’s road to the de-
velopment of society without wars, on the basis of peaceful
co-operation.

Today the peoples of the whole world are realising more
and more the outstanding importance of the wise idea
of peaceful coexistence put forward by the great Lenin.

In view of the present alignment of forces in the world
arena and of the level reached by military technique, no
one except those who have lost their sense of reality can
suggest any other way of promoting relations between
countries with different social systems than peaceful co-
existence.

Western leaders often indulge in talk of whether they
should “accept” or “reject” the proposal for peaceful co-
existence put forward by the Soviet Union. This sort of
talk, in my view, shows an inability to grasp the essence
of the problem. The point is that today peaceful coexistence
is an indisputable fact and not someone’s request or sug-
gestion. It is an objective necessity stemming from the
present world situation and the present stage of the devel-
opment of human society. The two main social systems
now existing on earth possess arms whose use would lead
to disastrous consequences. Whoever today declares that
he does not recognise peaceful coexistence, and argues
against it, in fact advocates war.

The point at issue now is not whether or not there should
be peaceful coexistence, for peaceful coexistence is there,
and will be there if we want to avoid the lunacy of world
nuclear and rocket war. The point is to coexist on a reason-
able basis. It can hardly be considered reasonable that
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countries have to live in conditions in which, despite the
absence of war, guns and missiles are constantly at the
ready and military aircraft carrying atom and hydrogen
bombs are kept in the air all the time. And those aircraft
not only fly—they sometimes crash with their deadly
cargo as a result of various accidents. There have been sev-
eral accidents of this kind in the United States. The very
fact that such mishaps occur indicates how dangerous it
is to stockpile and play with such weapons.

The Soviet Government and the entire Soviet people
proceed from Lenin’s thesis regarding the coexistence of
states with different social systems, and are doing every-
thing in their power to ensure a durable peace on earth.
It is essential that people should not think as they go to
bed that it may be their last peaceful night, that a mili-
tary catastrophe may break out at any moment. We want
peaceful coexistence on a reasonable basis; we want govern-
ment agencies and public bodies to work towards this end,
and want conditions to be provided for international co-

operation. That co-operation should be based on the prin-’

ciple that every country chooses for itself or borrows from
its neighbour what it thinks fit, without any outside impo-
sition. This is the only condition on which coexistence
can be génuinely peaceful and good-neighbourly.

Such coexistence of countries with different social sys--
tems naturally presupposes reciprocal concessions in the

interests of peace. It is fair to say that here we need a re-
alistic approach, a sober assessment of the actual state of
affairs, and mutual understanding and consideration of
each other’s interests. This is a principled, and at the
same time a flexible, attitude in the struggle to preserve
peace.

Coexistence on a reasonable basis presupposes the rec-
ognition of the existence of different systems, the recog-
nition of the right of every people independently to deal
with all political and social problems of its country, re-
spect for sovereignty and adherence to the principle of
non-interference in- internal affairs, and the settlement
of all international issues by negotiation.

The principles of peaceful coexistence were well for-
mulated at the Bandung Conference, and were later also

approved by the United Nations. Speaking plainly, under
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peaceful coexistence the countries concerned must meet
each other half-way in the interests of peace.

In itself, the peaceful coexistence of countries with
different social systems presupposes elements of reciprocal
concessions, and mutual consideration of interests, because
there is no other way of building up normal relations be-
tween countries.

In ideological matters, we have stood, and shall always
stand firm as a rock, on the basis of Marxism-Leninism.
Ideological issues cannot be seitled by force; you cannot
impose the ideclogy prevailing in one country upon another
country. No sensible person has ever conceded that ideo-
logical disputes, or questions of the political structure of
a particular country, must be settled by war.

The capitalists disapprove of the socialist. social system,;
our ideology and world outlook are alien to them. Simi-
larly, we citizens of the socialist states disapprove of the
capitalist system and bourgeois ideology. But we have
to live in peace, setiling the international disputes that
arise .solely by peaceful means. Hence the need for recip-
rocal concessions.

It goes without saying that neither of the two sides will
make concessions on the fundamental social and ideolog-
ical issues which divide them. The concessions 1 mean
are of a different kind. For example, the Soviet Union
is visited by representatives of the capitalist countries,
who state their views when speaking in public in our coun-
try. We do not agree with them in all cases or on all points,
but we take a tolerant attitude to their utterances. When
we go to a capitalist country, we, too, speak in public
there, frankly stating our views, and it seems that there,
too, people adopt a tolerant attitude.

The principle of peaceful coexistence of countries with
different social systems implies non-interference in inter-
nal affairs, reciprocal concessions and compromises or, if
you will, mutual adaptation in the sphere of inter-state
relations as regards the settlement of urgent practical
issues in order to preserve and strengthen peace. Lenin
stressed that both before and after winning state power
the working class must knoew how to carry out a flexible

policy, to compromise and to come to terms when reality

and the interests of the cause demand it.
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What does that mean under present-day conditions?
Let us take the disarmament problem as an example. The
Soviet Government has submitted a proposal for general -
and complete disarmament. We believe that its imple-
mentation will assure peace for all peoples. But we are
also willing to consider other proposals in order to achieve
mutually acceptable solutions of the disarmament prob-
lem, This is a concrete example of our readiness to make
concessions when it is still impossible to solve the problem
as a whole, that is, impossible to do what we think best.

The capitalist countries also make certain concessions.
Everyone knows, for example, that they recognised our
Soviet state ‘and then most of the other socialist countries,
even though the ruling capitalist circles are opposed to
socialism. They have diplomatic relations with socialist
countries and negotiate with them; together with them,
they are members of the United Nations and discuss inter-
national issues within that organisation. Of course, these
too are concessions or, if you will, adaptation on the part
of the capitalist countries, which are compelled to reckon
with the indisputable fact of the existence and develop-
ment of the countries of the world socialist system.

. When we speak of the peaceful coexistence of the social-
ist and capitalist countries, our idea is that neither should
interfere in the other’s internal affairs. It is only on this
reasonable basis that peaceful coexistence is possible.

In the actual relations between countries with different
social systems there arise, and will continue to arise, many
issues on which they should meet each other half-way,
seeking agreement on a mutually acceptable basis in order
to prevent tension, and use every opportunity, no matter
how slight, to avert a new war.

But reciprocal concessions for the benefit of the peaceful
coexistence of countries must not be confused with con-
cessions on principles, on what affects the very nature of
our socialist system and our ideology. There can be no
question of any concessions or -adaptation in this respect.
Any concessions on matters of principle, on ideological
points, would mean shifting to the standpoint of our oppo-
nents. They would amount to a qualitative change of policy

“.and would constitute a betrayal of the cause of the work-

ing class. Whoever took that path would betray the so-
&



cialist catise and should, of course, be criticised without
mercy.

We are convinced of the force of our truth, and we raise
on high and show this socialist truth, and the advantages
of socialism, to the whole world. We need not fear that
the peoples of the socialist countries will be tempted by
the capitalist devil and will renounce socialism. To take
any other view would imply lack of faith in the strength
of socialism, in the power of the working class and in its
creative abilities.

The history of the Soviet state contains many examples
of Lenin’s wise and flexible foreign policy aimed at solving
key problems-of peace. The Brest-Litovsk Peace was one
example. Vladimir Ilyich Lenin called for peace with
Germany to enable the young Soviet state to build social-
ism in peace. Lenin and the Party had to wage a stubborn
struggle against Trotsky, who at that time raised Leftist
objections and put forward his notorious slogan, “Neither
peace, nor war,” thereby playing into the hands of the
German imperialists. It is well known that Trotsky’s
adventurist policy was used by the German imperialists
against the 'Soviet Republic. The young socialist state had
to overcome great difficulties. Such were the fruits of po-
litical adventurism.

The situation is, of course, entirely different today. We
have cited this historical example to show Lenin’s fidelity
to principle in foreign policy and his flexibility in carrying
it out.

Some bourgeois leaders who are opposed to peaceful
coexistence try to accuse the socialist countries, above
all the Soviet Union, of insincerity in speaking of peace-
ful coexistence. They allege that we put forward the slo-
gan of peaceful coexistence only temporarily, for tactical
reasons, because, they say, Marxism-Leninism in fact bases
itself upon the thesis of the necessity of war to secure the

victory of socialism.

"~ But these allegations are sheer distortion of the mean-
ing of Marxism-Leninism. Marxism has always waged
an uncompromising struggle against militarism. It has
never regarded war between countries as indispensable
for the victory of the working class. It was the Russian
Bolsheviks, led by Lenin, who waged the most uncompro-
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mising and consistent struggle against annexationist wars.
Remember also the outstanding leaders of the working-
class movement August Bebel, Jean Jaurés and Karl Lieb-
knecht, who fought vigorously against militarism and war.
Jaurés paid with his life for his unflagging struggle against
the imperialist war of 1914. We Communists know that -
the working eclass, the working peasantry and working
people in general are the ones who have to pay for war
with their blood, while the capitalists wax fat on wars.
But we Communists said that since the antagonisms of
capitalism had caused a predatory war for the redivision
of the world, the working class and the people as a whole
could not remain passive. The First World War was an
imperialist war for the redivision of the world. The work-
ing class had, as Leninism teaches us, to use that war in
its own interests, turn the imperialist war into a civil
war, assume power and establish a state in which the work-
ing class, the working people as a whole, would be the mas-
ter, and then stop the war and sirive to make all annexa-
tionist wars impossible.

The whole world is familiar with the brilliant way in
which these Leninist principles were applied by the Bol-
shevik Party during the First World War. It was the Bol-
sheviks who, immediately after the establishment of the
Soviet state, called on all belligerents to end the war and
conclude peace. The Second World War was likewise begun
by imperialist countries intent on seizing foreign territory
and redividing the world. Great changes occurred in the
world after the defeat of Hitler Germany, fascist Italy and
militarist Japan. Many European and Asian countries
broke away from the capitalist system and established
the system of people’s democracy, a socialist system.

As we see, historical experience shows that it was the
imperialists and not the Communists who unleashed wars.

When we speak of peaceful coexistence, we do so in
good faith, because peaceful coexistence is an unshakable
principle of the foreign policy of the Soviet state. As re-
gards the social system of any country, it is an internal
affair of its people. We strictly adhere to the principle
of non-interference in the internal affairs of other countries.

The policy of the peaceful coexistence of countries, in-
variably pursued by the. Soviet Urion and the other
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socialist countries, is winning greater understanding in
the West. Forms of relations between East and West that
the Soviet Government has long championed, such as
negotiations on urgent international problems, reciprocal
visits by statesmen, mutually beneficial economic ties,
or scientific and cultural contacts, are gaining ground.

And, of course, the easing in international relations
which is setting in as all can now see, is largely due to the
efforts of the Soviet Union and the other socialist countries.

During the last 18 months alone, that is, during the time
that the present Council of Ministers of the U.S.S.R. has
been in office, the Soviet Government has put forward
important proposals, such as those for discontinuing nuclear
weapons tests, setting up atom-free zones, eliminating the
survivals of the Second World War through a peace treaty
with Germany, convening a conference of heads of gov-
ernment to discuss the more pressing international issues,
and effecting general and complete disarmament.

The efforts of the Soviet Government have already pro-
duced some positive results. To cite an example, negotia-
tions are now being conducted with a view to reaching

agreement on the discontinuance of nuclear weapons tests.

These negotiations are, it is true, going very slowly, but
a certain progress has nevertheless been made and it is
to be hoped that they will be successfully completed before
long. You will recall that a conference of Foreign Ministers
was convened in Geneva to discuss the elimination of the
survivals of the Second World War and that, while it
did not result in a solution of the problems on the agenda,
was nevertheless helpful in clarifying, and bringing closer
together, the views of the parties and all in all played a
positive role.

The Soviet Government has taken a number of steps to
improve relations with the major Western Powers—the
United States, Britain and France. The trips which this
year were made to the United States by Comrades A. I. Mi-
koyan and F. R. Kozlov, the subsequent visit of Mr. Nixon,
the U.S. Vice-President, to the Soviet Union and the ex-
change of exhibitions—the Soviet exhibition in New York
and the American exhibition in Moscow—made for better
Soviet-American relations. The ice of the “cold war” showed
the first cracks.

80

The exchange of views with Mr. Harold Macmillan,
the British Prime Minister, during his visit to the U.S.S.R.
played a notable part in improving Anglo-Soviet relations
and in bringing about a healthier international atmosphere.

The agreement on an exchange of visits py the Chair-
man of the Council of Ministers of the U.S.S.R. and the
U.S. President was a particularly important and far-reach-
ing step towards a radical improvement in Soviet-Ameri-
can relations and a general relaxation of international

" tension.

During my U.S. visit I met and talked with President
Dwight Eisenhower and other statesmen, with represen-
tatives of the most varied groups and with ordinary people
of America. Those meetings and talks convinced me that
the overwhelming majority of the American people are
against war and want better relations between our countries.
Many prominent U.S. leaders, headed by the President,
appreciate this sentiment of the American people; they
are concerned about the situation created by the arms

‘race and the “cold war”, and want to find ways of promoting

peace.

We, for our part, did our best to bring it home both to
the spokesmen for various American groups whom we
had a chance to meet in person and to the American people
as a whole that the Soviet Government and the entire
Soviet people sincerely want peace and are striving for
better relations between the U.S.S.R. and the United
States. We seem to have succeeded in this to some extent,
for there is now a better understanding of the Soviet atti-
tude in the United States.

You know that during my conversations with Presi-
dent Eisenhower we exchanged views on a number of major
international issues, such as general disarmament, a Ger-

‘man peace treaty, the Berlin question and so on, as well

as the question of promoting Soviet-American relations.

The results of the exchange were set out in the Joint Soviet-

American Communiqué. [ wish only to add that cur talks
were very useful and contributed, as we see it, to a meas-
wure of mutual understanding and rapprochement regarding
the appraisal of the present situation as a whole, the ap-

- .proach to certain specific issues of importance, and the

-awareness of the need for an improvement in Soviet-Amer-
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ican relations. That is a substantial contribution to a du-
rable universal peace and we value it greatly.

You will recall that agreement was recently reached
on a meeting between General de Gaulle, the President of
the French gRepublic, and myself. We believe that that
meeting will be useful in developing Soviet-French relations
and promoting world peace. :

Taken as a whole, our relations with France are shaping
normally, although her participation in military blocs
directed against us has its effect upon her policy.

Objectively, the interests of our two countries do not
clash anywhere and, of course, it was not mere chance
that we were allies in both world wars. To be sure, the
attitude of our counftries to certain issues is affected by
a difference in appraisal of the present situation. But
that difference does not appear to be basic, and is perfectly
capable of being eliminated. The Soviet people would like
to live in peace and friendship with the French people;
they wish France prosperity and greatness. Looking into
the future, I see no snags or obstacles that could seriously
hamper good, friendly relations between our country and
the French Republic.

From the lofty rostrum of the Supreme Soviet of the
U.S.S.R., I should like to declare that we value highly
the realistic statements made by President de Gaulle and
Premier Debré on the inviolability of the Oder-Neisse
boundary. That will undoubtedly contribute to the pro-
motion of European peace.

It stands to reason that the Soviet people, like all peace-
loving peoples the world over, are perturbed by the war
which has been going on in Algeria for five years. Pres-
ident de Gaulle's recent proposals for solving the Algerian
problem on the basis of self-determination by means of
a plebiscite in Algeria can play an important part in set-
tling this question. They will play such arole if they do not
remain merely declarative and if they are supported with
real steps which, taking account of the right of the Alge-
rian population to free and independent development, at
the same time ensure co-ordination of the interests of both
parties.

It is well known that there exist close historical ties
between France and Algeria. If these relations are sub-
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sequently built on & new, mutually acceptable basis en-
suring real adherence to the principle of voluntariness and
equality, this can no doubt help establish peace in the
area. Past years have shown that attempts to settle this
kind of issue against the popular will, by means of force,
are utterly hopeless, and we should be glad if the realisa-
tion of this fact gained the upper hand in France with
regard to Algeria. The Soviet Union has never concealed
the fact that it is sympathetic to the peoples who are fight-
ing against colonialism, for their independence and nation-
al freedom. It will readily be seen that a peaceful settle-
ment of the Algerian question would contribute to the
international prestige of France and enhance her role as
a Great Power.

THE WAY TO A FURTHER IMPROVEMENT
IN THE INTERNATIONAL SITUATION LIES
THROUGH THE SETTLEMENT OF QUTSTANDING ISSUES

Comrade Deputies, we have succeeded in achieving a
certain improvement in the international atmosphere as
a whole and in paving the way to negotiations on specific
measures to clear away the impediments accumulated in
international relations by the “cold war’. We are now
entering the phase of such negotiations. .

This does not imply, of course, that all difficulties in
international relations, or at least in Soviet-American re-

! l_ations.,v have been removed. It should be obvious that the
- impediments of many years cannot be removed overnight.

No such miracle is possible. A great deal has still to be
done in order to melt the ice of the “cold war” properly
and achieve a considerable improvement in international
relations. :

- Nevertheless, the needle of the international barometer

is visibly moving—not so fast as we should like, it is true—
from “storm” and “rain” to “fair”.

-+ We must not forget, however, that unlike the four sea-
'sons, which succeed each other naturally, the intermge

onal weather does not change of itself. To achieve lasting
ear weather in international relations, vigorous efforts
r peace must be systematically made by all governments,

83



but most of all by the peoples, who must induce their
governments to work for peace. The peoples have a v1'ta1
interest in easing international tension and strengthening
peace on earth. Hence it is essential that they should know
well how the international situation is shaping, so that
they can prevail on their governments tc pursue a peace-
ful policy.

What specifically does this mean? First and foremost,
it means that the disarmament problems must at last
be solved and the arms race stopped. 1f we want to ensure
a durable peace, we can no lenger tolerate, in international
relations, the knots that are a legacy of the Second World
War and of the “cold war” periocd which followed. These
knots must be untangled and untied.

In this connection, we must bear in mind the need! to
solve a problem that has long been awaiting solution,
namely, the conclusion of a German peace treaty. The
serious -contradictions over Germany which exist between
the one-time allies of the anti-Hitler coalition, resurgent
militarism and revanchist trends in West Germany, and
the tense relations between the two German states :5111
make the situation in Europe unstable and fraught with
danger. All these problems weuld to an appreciable degree
be solved by a peace treaty with the two German states
which actually exist, and the Berlin question, too, would
thus be settled.

The Soviet stand on the German question has been stated
on more than one occasion and I need not speak about it
at length. I also stated our attitude during my conver-
sations with President Eisenhower, and as everyone knc_)ws,
we agreed that it was desirable to resume negotiations
on the German question. _

It must be said that, as a whole, the situation in Europe
still gives rise to serious concern. Large armed forces of
both sides are concentrated in-the area, and they are in
direct contact with each other. There are numerous foreign
air and naval bases in Western Europe; in addition, rocket
and nuclear bases are being set up there. Despite ?rotests
frém world opinion, and contrary to the interests o1 peace,
the Bundeswehr is being equipped with nuclear and rocket
weapons. We must therefore not for one moment forget the
danger of a new military explosion.
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We have repeatedly proposed measures for a European
détente and for safeguarding the security of the peoples
living in the area. We are prepared to take both far-reaching
steps to that end and any reasonable measures of a partial
nature. All we want is that there should be progress, that
the situation in Europe should keep improving and that
the European knot should not remain tangled and taut.

The Middle East remains one of the trouble spots of the

. globe, where the situation is fraught with every kind of
complication. True, there is at the moment no direct mil-
itary intervention in the internal affairs of countries in
the area by imperialist countries, as was the case in the
recent past, but the situation is still far from normal.

It has to be said frankly that the situation there is not
helped by the fact that the territory of certain countries
is still being used by foreign powers—in some cases to
an even greater extent than before—as a bridgehead for
war preparations against third countries. .;

I have had occasion more than once to point out the harm
caused to the interests of universal peace by countries
which, being parties to aggressive blocs, allow foreign
military bases to be established on their territory. I should
like to return to this matter once more today.

Surely there can be no question of the promotion of
peace by a country which has made the granting of its na-
tional territory for foreign rocket and nuclear bases directed

~ against the Soviet Union almost the main principle of its

. policy. Turkey, for example, which is our southern neigh-
bour, is a party to both NATO and CENTO, and the only
bloc she has not yet joined is SEATO—probably because
“of the great distance. However, if they get a promise of _

- so-called aid, even the great distance will no longer deter
them. True, to promise “aid” is not the same as to give it.
- But I think that if the ruling circles of Turkey were just

- promised a sum of money, they would undoubtedly be
happy to join SEATO or any other “ATO”. (Laughter.)

- But what is the chief result of Turkey’s participation

_in military blocs? Turkish territory has been turned into
a veritable military spring-board where henceforward there

will also be foreign rockets with nuclear war-heads. It is
hardly necessary to point out that this above all under-
mines the security of Turkey herself.
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We have repeatedly spoken of the dangers of this trer%d
in Turkish foreign policy, and have put forward co?cre (f
proposals with a view to establishing goo_d—nmghbour y re
lations between our two countries. We sm.cerely‘ want our
relations to develop in the spirit of the friendship and 001—;
operation which were typical of the comparatively reggn
past, when Turkish policy was shaped by that outstanding
leader, Kemal Atatiirk. ‘ e
eaOur relations with Iran, another southern neighbour ol
ours, leave much to be desired. In recent years the Soviet
Government has taken a number of important steps ]éieg
signed to establish good, friendly relations. w1th‘ Iran. uf
the Iranian leaders, contrary to the national interests o
their country, have preferred to commit themselves, both
within the framework of the CENTO military bl_oc and Qut—
side it, to military undertakings directed against the So-
viet Union. .

A word in passing about the name of that bloc, which
used to be called the Baghdad Pact. With due regarfd. to
the lessons of the recent past—lessons which were so griev-
ous for the aggressive forces—the bloc is now called the
Central Treaty Organisation, or CENTO for short. This is

very indicative. You know that good old saying, “Once bit-

ten, twice shy”. The Baghdad Pact went up in smoke. So
its inspirers could not bring themselves to rename it the.Ani
kara or Teheran pact but thought up a non-committa
me—CENTO.
naWell, that is understandable. They must now be prgtty
certain that at least the name of the pact will survive.
Laughter. o _
( It gshoulzi be clearly stated that this policy is not in the
interests of a durable peace and better Soviet-Iranian rela-
tions. We shall have to judge of the future course of Iranian
policy by the concrete actions of those_whg shape it. "
But Turkey and Iran have all the objective opportunities
needed to make a contribution to the relaxation of_ tensm’n
in that part of the world and to improve relations with their
ace-loving neighbours. )
peThe pres%nt fttitude of the United States 7and certeil.n
other Western Powers to the Chinese .Peoples Rﬁpub' ic
is causing serious concern to world opinion. People’s China

is a great country with a population of 650 millions, a country
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which is undoubtedly playing a tremendous role in interna-
tional affairs. But the ruling circles of the Western Powers

. would like to turn China into a second-rate power. In the

West, they are still trying to suggest that there exist two
Chinas and not one. But every schoolboy knows that there
is only one China, and that the capital of the Chinese Peo-
ple’s Republic is Peking. No one has ever heard of a China
called Taiwan, and Taipeh has never been China’s capital,
nor will it ever be.

Furthermore, due to the attitude of the United States and
its allies, the rights of the Chinese People’s Republic in the
United Nations have not vet been restored, although this
is contrary to common sense. China fought together with the
allies against Japan. She is one of the founders of the United
Nations 'and one of the five permanent members of the Se-
curity Council. But her seat in the United Nations is at pres-
ent occupied by impostors who as a result of the victory of
the great revolution in China have by the will of her people
been stripped of the right to represent China. These individ-
uals have no more right to speak for China and the Chinese
people than, say, Kerensky, who is ending his days in emi-
gration, has a right to speak on behalf of the peoples of the
Soviet Union and the Soviet Government.

It is well known that ten years ago the old, decayed regime
was overthrown in China and the Chiang Kai-shek govern-
ment thrown out as a result of the victory of the people’s
revolution. The Chinese People’s Republic came into being.
The Government of the Chinese People’s Republic enjoys a
prestige and trust inside the country such as no government

“has enjoyed throughout the long centuries of Chinese history.

The Soviet Union has the friendliest relations with the Chi-
nese People’s Republic and its Government. Now that the
Chinese People’s Republic has entered the second decade of
its existence, carried out great political, social and economic

‘reforms and made outstanding progress in economy and cul-
ture, those who advocate the absurd idea of “two Chinas”

look more ridiculous than ever.

Ignoring the obvious facts and the trend of history, the
United States continues to cling to the remnants of the over-
thrown Chiang Kai-shek regime; it helped the Chiang clique
to entrench itself in Taiwan, and protects it by force of arms.
Thereby an attempt is being made to prevent the completion

87



of the process of the country’s revolutionary liberation and
the extension of the political system now existing through-

out the rest of Chinese territory to Taiwan and other Chinese .

areas. ‘
Interference in China’s internal affairs and attempts
to “correct” geography and create an artificial situa-
tion of “ two Chinas” run counter to the peoples’ desire
to end the “cold war”, and cause tension in the Far East.
China was one of the subjects touched on during the
conversations I had in the United States. On that occasion
I stated the Soviet point of view both on the so-called
Taiwan question and on the question of restoring China’s
rights in the United Nations. But shortly afterwards Mr.
Herter, the Secretary of State, and Mr. Dillon, his assistant,
in their public statements began something in the nature of
a psychological attack on the Soviet Union, deliberately
misrepresenting the nature of Soviet-Chinese relations, and
questioning the sovereignty of the Chinese People’s Repub-
lic in dealing with matters of internal and foreign policy.
I do not know what that is called in American, but in
Russian such attempts may be described as horse logic.
(Laughter.) Surely it is clear to anyone that People’s China
is a great sovereign state and that her Government is carry-
ing out an independent internal and foreign policy. And
it is only right that Americans themselves laugh at the views
expressed by the two State Department spokesmen. To give
an example, the well-known American journalist, Walter
Lippmann, correctly stressed that such utterances can only
injure the cause of improving international co-operation and
that it does not become U.S. statesmen to make in public
that kind of official comment on the relations between the
Soviet Union and the Chinese People’s Republic. Mr. Herter
and Mr. Dillon should have known that such methods
are useless in the case of the Soviet Union and -Peopli;i

- China.

As regards the essence of the matter, it will be recalled
that following the defeat of Japan the Island of Taiwan—
the Americans prefer to call it Formosa—was restored to

China. China’s title to Taiwan is set down in the Cairo -

Declaration, - whose signatories included the late U.S.
President, Mr. Roosevelt, and in the Potsdam Declaration,

signed by ex-President Truman, as well as in the Act of
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Surrender of Japan. At one time the U.S. Government rec-
ognised that Taiwan had been restored to China and that
the problem was thus settled for good. In 1950 Mr. Truman,
then U.S. President, stated that Taiwan had been restored
to China and that the United States and the other Allied
Powers had agreed to the Chinese Government exercising
authority over the island.

Hence the so-called Taiwan gquestion is a question of
‘relations between Chinese and Chinese, a purely domestic
affair of China. No international complications would have
arisen but for interference in the internal affairs of China,
and for the situation artificially created in Taiwan as a re-
sult of U.S. military support and protection of the remnants
of the Chiang Kai-shek regime. ‘ .

We are convinced that Taiwan and the other islands
will be reunited with the rest of China. Threats, whether
explicit or implicit, are utterly useless in this matter.
It should be borne in mind that even a small country can
often not be stopped by threats when it is intent on realising
its national aspirations. Threats are all the more useless in
the case of a country as great as the Chinese People’s
Republic. '

Those who speak of Soviet responsibility for China’s
actions should know that the Chinese People’s Republic
has no need for anyone’s tutelage. The People’s Govern-
ment is pursuing a policy of its own and is a worthy spokes-
man for its people and the Chinese People’s Republic.

However, speaking of the Soviet Union as an ally of the
Chinese People’s Republic, we are willing to bear responsi-
bility. 'The Soviet Union appreciates and sympathises
with the desire of the Chinese people and Government to
restore to the Chinese state Taiwan and the other islands
belonging to China but occupied by foreign troops. We
fully support the Government of the Chinese People’s
Republic in this matter and shall continue to do so until
it achieves a solution, for legally and morally it is in the
right. (Prolonged applause.) i3

Another Far Eastern problemTthat merits attention™is
the Korean question. Korea isisplit into two parts. As
matters stand on the Korean peninsula today, it is un-
likely that a military conflict will break out there. True,
the aged Syngman Rhee is trying to fan war hysteria, but
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the Korean People’s Democratic Republic is taking his
threats calmly as it continues confidently to build socialism.
Both the economic and the political situation in the Korean
_People’s Democratic Republic today is good; the country
is successfully healing the wounds of war and is daily grow-
ing stronger. ’ i
The situation in South Korea is quite different. Her
economy, particularly her agriculture, continues to decline.

* She is ruined and even Syngman Rhee has to reckon with

the fact that his subjects are anything but eager to go to war
against their North Korean brothers. Besides, Syngman
Rhee seems to realise that if he unleashes a war against
the Korean People’s Democratic Republic, it may rapidly
develop into a major war. And he knows full well that it is
not only South Korea that has allies; so has the Korean

~ People’s Democratic Republic. (Applause.)

With reg.ard to the main determining force of South
Korean policy, our impression is that the United States
does not seek a military conflict there. Today the align-
ment of forces in that corner of the globe, too, is unfavour-
able to those who would like to decide ideological issues
by war or other non-peaceful means.

That. being so, favourable conditions are arising for
preparing step by step a final solution of the Korean prob-
lem. This should be begun by withdrawing foreign troops

from South Korea. We are certain that if there were no for- ~’

eign troops in Korea and no outside interference in her
affairs, the Koreans themselves would be able the sooner
to reach agreement on a gradual rapprochement between
North and South, which, in its turn, would provide the pre-
requisites for the re-establishment of Korean national unity
on peaceful, democratic lines.

Lately the question of the situation in Laos has acquired
an unpleasant flavour. How did the question arise? Well-
known circles which seek to expand the aggressive SEATO
bloc rather than to promote peace in South-East Asia first

secured the adjournment of the International Commission

for Laos set up by the 1954 Geneva Conference. Then they
set out to complicate the situation in Laos herself, where
the former Pathet Lao forces began to be persecuted, in
direct violation of the Geneva agreements. Arms were also
used. Although hostilities in Laos are being conducted on a
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platoon scale, an undue fuss has been raised over them on

a world scale. .

As regards the Soviet Union, we are opposed to the ex-
istence of even asmall hothed of war in Laos, a hotbed that
would bring grist to the mill of aggressive forces. Given
a reasonable approach, and adherence to international
agreements, the skirmishes which are taking place there can
be ended and the situation normalised. The important thing
is that the Great Powers should not interfere in the internal
affairs of other countries, or else there may be undesirable
consequences. .

We very much regret the incidents that have recently
occurred on the border of two states friendly to us—the
Chinese People’s Republic, with which we are linked by
indestructible bonds of fraternal friendship, and the Republic
of India, with which our friendly relations are making good
progress. We are particularly distressed by the fact that the
incidents in question have resulted in loss of life on both
sides. Nothing can compensate the parents and other relatives
of the dead for their loss. We should be happy if there were
to be no more incidents on the Chinese-Indian border and
if existing frontier disputes were settled through friendly

"negotiation to the satisfaction of both parties.

T think there is no need to speak of relations between
the Soviet Union and all other countries. I have here only
‘mentioned those key issues, or points, which to some degree
or another give cause for concern about the present interna-
tional situation. No particular changes have occurred lately
in any other countries or points of the globe.

There is a case for saying that we have every reason to be
satisfied with the relations which have formed between our
country and most other countries, especially those with which
the Soviet Union has friendly relations that are expanding
and growing stronger. But we should also like to improve re-
lations and achieve complete mutual understanding, such as
‘would develop into friendship, with those countries with
which the mutual understanding that is needed is still lacking.
The international détenie so far achieved has led to a
further expansion of our relations with countries both
in the East and in the West. We must firmly pursue our
Leninist policy of peace, and we shall do so with unswerving
_consistency. (Prolonged applause.)
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THE DISARMAMENT PROBLEM MUST BE SOLVED

Comrade Deputies, during my U.S. visit I submitted
to the United Nations, on behalf of the Soviet Government,
a proposal for general and complete disarmament. As you
know, this proposal of the Soviet Union has been very
favourably received in all countries of the world.

We Soviet people believe that the disarmament prob-
lem is the paramount problem of our day. Whether mankind
heads for peace or war, depends on whether or not we succeed
in finding a solution to this problem. There seems to be no
disagreement on this point today.

Never before in the history of mankind have the peoples
had to allocate so enormous a share of their labour to the
manufacture of means of destruction. The arms race has
become all-embracing. The armed forces are growing, so-
called conventional armaments are being increased and
improved and the stockpiles of nuclear bombs and rocket
weapons keep increasing. The New York Herald Tribune
reported that some 250 nuclear explosions had been carried
out between July 1945 and the end of last year, their aggre-
gate force approximating to 100 million tons of TNT. The
force of those explosions far exceeds the combined force of
all the bombs, mines and missiles exploded during the
First and Second World wars. And yet the nuclear bombs
tested so far constitute a very small portion of the atomic
and hydrogen weapons stored up. This is what mankind
has come to as a result of the arms race.

Until recently great distances—oceans, for example—-
were natural barriers to the spread of wars from one con-

tinent to another. The First and Second World wars ravaged

chiefly Europe. Some countries were still able to escape
unscathed thanks to vast oceans or great distances. They
were able not only to avoid destruction and the other calam-
ities of war, but also to make enormous profits from war.

The situation has now changed. Within a few minutes,

the most devastating means of destruction—nuclear weap- -
ons — can be dispatched to any point on the globe. A new -
war would spare no one, and would involve mankind in

unprecedented loss of life, destruction and suffering. There

would be no difference between front and rear or between .

soldier and civilian.
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There must be general and complete disarmament if
we are to avert war. It is with this end in view that the
Soviet Government has submitted the proposals you know
about to the United Nations. .

What is the essence of the programme put forward by the
Soviet Union? We propose that the states should effect
general and complete disarmament in the shortest possible
time—roughly four years. This implies that they must
disband all armed forces, scrap all arms and stop war pro-
duction. Nuclear, chemical, bacteriological and rocket
weapons would be banned completely and for ever, and
destroyed; war ministries and general staffs would be abol-
ished, military bases on foreign soil would be dismantied,
no one would do military training any longer, and all mil-
itary spending would cease. ,

The states would retain only small agreed contingents
of police or militia intended to safeguard internal order and
the security of citizens, and equipped only with small arms.

To prevent any country from viclating the agreement
on complete disarmament, we propose the establishment
of rigid, effective and comprehensive international control.

General and complete disarmament would initiate a new
stage in the development of human society, the stage of
peace uninterrupted by wars.

. General and complete disarmament would also lead to
a tremendous rise in the standard of living of all nations.
The discontinuance of military expenditures would release
immense resources for the expansion of the civilian branches
of the economy in all countries, both large and small.
Substantial means could be diverted to the promotion of
the economies and living standards of the populations of
economically underdeveloped countries in Asia, Africa
and Latin America. Numerous factories, power stations,
irrigation installations, houses, schools and hospitals could
be built there. The scientists of all countries would reccive
vast additional opportunities for work for the benefit of

- peace, for the welfare of peoples, for more extensive research
in the most varied fields—technology, medicine, outer space
cand so on. They would be able to combine their efforts

n carrying out numerous big scientific projects.
If we were now to attempt at least a preliminary appraisal
of the reaction of world opinion to the Soviet disarmament

93



proposals, it would be fair to say that our proposals stirred
the widest sections of the population in all countries. The
Soviet Government’s disarmament proposals won the approv-
al of the Standing Committee of the National People’s

Congress of China and were unanimously supported in the’

other socialist countries.

Today the disarmament problem is not just a matter
for negotiation by diplomats or for investigation by experts,
but a vital issue for public effort involving the overwhelming
majority of mankind.

During my American visit we discussed the disarma-
ment problem with President Eisenhower. I am pleased
to note that Mr. Eisenhower declares for seeking a solution
to the disarmament problem. We consider that the reaction
to the Soviet proposals on the part of Mr. Macmillan, the
British Prime Minister, Mr. Nehru, the Indian Prime Min-
ister, Mr. Sukarno, the Indenesian President, and others
is of positive importance to the forthcoming negotiations.
Tt is gratifying that during the discussion of our proposals
at the current session of the U.N. General Assembly most

delegates voiced, in one way or another, support for the idea -

of general and complete disarmament.

Public bodies and political and business groups in various
countries show great interest in our disarmament proposals.
In particular, we welcome the statement made by Dr.
Geoffrey Fisher, Archbishop of Canterbury, whom we wish
to thank for his correct appraisal and support of the Soviet
proposals for general and complete disarmament. The fact
that it came from an archbishcp who heads the Church of
England, and who from a Christian standpoint recognised the
humane character of cur proposals, is of particular value.
It is to be expected that he will be followed by other believ-
ers, by ministers of other religions—that is, if they are re-
ally guided by what their respective religions say about
peace among men and the impermissibility of wars between
peoples. '

To be sure, the favourable reaction to our proposals on
the part of large sections of public opinion does not at all
mean that there are not, or will not be, any major obstacles
to the forthcoming disarmament talks. We take a realistic
view of things and we see very well that our proposals for
general and complete disarmament are far from being to
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gveryone's liking. There are still advocates of the arms race
and the “cold war” in the world, there are influential capi-
talist monopolies which are deriving huge profits from the
arms race. They will not scruple to use any means in their
efforts to obstruct general and complete disarmament and, in
fact, they are not idle even now. True, world opinion’s
favourable reaction to the Soviet proposals now prevents
them from openly raising their voice against the proposals.
They resort to roundabout manoceuvres, distorting the essence
of the proposals and deliberately spreading cock-and-bull
stories about them.

Spme people in the West are trying to question the sin-
cerity of our proposals. But we are already familiar with
this sort of unfair methods.

- The Soviet Government has always advocated disarma-
ment. We have fought against militarism and for
_ disarmament ever since the Soviet state was born. In the
early days of the October Revolution, Lenin called for an
end to war. The Soviet Government disbanded the armed
forces and we adopted the militia system. Afterwards, when
we were attacked, we had to form an army to defend our
country. This measure, incidentally, was imposed upon
‘us by none other than Germany, Britain, France, the United
- States and japan, who moved their troops into our country;
- they aided the enemies of the Revolution with armed forces
and supplies. The Soviet people were compelled to arm in
order to uphold their revolutionary gains and the indepen-
dence of their country. s oy
Later, when the League of Nations was ‘established, the
Soviet Government made far-reaching proposals for dis-
armament and the destruction of arms. Those proposals
were submitted by the Soviet delegate, Maxim Litvinov.
= We have now proposed general and complete disarmament
on a new basis, with due regard to the changed situation and
he different alignment of forces which obtains in the world.
Formerly some rejected our proposals, contending that
ey would benefit only the Soviet Union because it was
en weak. Yes, at that time the Soviet Union was in fact
e only socialist country and was no doubt far weaker
an now. But even then, in putting forward our disarma-
ent proposals, we were prompted by the humane idea of
eserving peace on earth.
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and engineering, and in the standard of living of the mass
of the people. It is universally recognised that the Soviet
Union is a mighty world power. Today the Soviet Union
is no longer alone, for there exists the great camp of socialist
countries. In these circumstances, none can assert that our
proposals for general and complete disarmament are prompt-
ed by weakness. We have all that we need to defend our
country against all encroachments from without and to
administer a shattering rebuff to the enemy. (Prolonged
applause.) We are in a. position not only to ensure non-
interference in our own affairs, but also to help fraternal
"gocialist countries 10 defend their achievements, their
frecdom and independence. (Prolonged applause.)

That is why it should be quite evident that the disar-
mamentgproposals we have now submitted are prompte
by bumane considerations, and are intended to rule oub
war, for war is the cause of terrible calamities in this age
of thermonuclear weapons. We do not want to use for mil-
itary purposes the advantages which we have now and which
will grow as the socialist countries continue to progress.

Qur entire policy, based as it is on Marxist-Leninist -
theory, is inspired by solicitude for man, for the happi-
ness of the peoples. For this reason, wWe are against war.
(Stormy applause.)

In the Western countries, there are leaders who refuse
to discard their old views; they maintain that one should -
be strong and should impose one’s will upon the weak from
“positions of strength”. They are surreptitiousty {rying to
undermine people’s faith in the practicability of the Soviet
proposals. They & misrepresent our proposals for control,
- though it was¥stated plainly, both in myjaddress to the
U.N. General Assembly and in the Declaration of the Soviet:
Government, that provided there is general disarmmament, we
are prepared to~ accept general control.

It is enough to look carefully into our proposals to see
that the Soviet Government proposes establishing rigid
international control over all disarmament measures. For
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situation unchanged, that is, to go on sitting on
;ea;(?wtdhei keg, in constant fear of nuclear weapons being
us&il.is to be hoped that common sense will triumph. Soon.eili
or later, reasonable decisions will .be takep which w}'ll
enable the peoples to live in friends}tup, trusting each other
and refraining from interference in the affairs of other
cm’i‘iglzsxiemies of peace resort to yet another manoeuvre
to discredit the Soviet disarmament programme. Tk}ey
allege that the Soviet stand on the disarmament questlori
is onme of “all or nothing”, that is, that we propose genera
and complete disarmament and refuse to accept anything

is not true. : : ) ,
1es(s)'111"T 1gl‘rilcifposals state in black and white that if the Wes‘iern
Powers are not prepared to accept general and comp etﬁ
disarmament, we consider it possiblg and necessary to re%;
agreement at least on partial disarmament steps. 13
Soviet Union believes that measures of t}:us }fund shoul
include a ban on nuclear weapons and, primarily, the d1s(i
continuance of tests; the establishment gf a control anh
inspection zone and the simultaneous reduction of the strengt
of foreign troops stationed in the FEuropean countries

concerned; the establishment of an atom-free zone in Central

Europe; the abolition of military bases on foreign soil; the
conclusion of a non-aggression pact between the NATO
and Warsaw Treaty countries, etc. . . -

It goes without saying that the Soviet Government is

prepared to consider and discuss amendments to our propos-.

als, as well as other proposals designed to solve the dlstrilr—
mament problem. It should be emphasised, however, 1’5 ilt
the disarmament question has now become particu aa y
important and acute, and also urgent. On its solutul)ln he—
pends the peoples’ well-being and security and whether
the ill be war or peace.

th(iret;vkle pleasure il’.Il’ pointing out that the proposa].slfgr
general and complete disarmament have won approva: 1n
the U.N. Political Committee thanks to the unfierstapdmg
reached between the Soviet Union and thc; United States.
The draft of a joint Soviet-American .re.solutlon on the matﬁer
was vigorously supported by the British, French and other
delegates. It has been officially announced, as you know,
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that the delegations of the other 80 U.N. members associated
" themselves with the joint draft as co-authors.

We cordially welcome this unanimous decision. We
must not, however, be deluded by what has been achieved,
for there still are forces that will do their utmost to prevent
the adoption of practical measures to secure general and
complete disarmament.

. There are woodworms which do not fell a tree because
they. cannot- do so; but they bore in its bark and destroy
it, robbing the tree of sap. The result is that the tree dies
on the root. In the same way, certain politicians will try
to undermine the proposals for general and complete dis-
armament that we have submitted.

It is necessary to expose the opponents of disarmament
and to administer them a firm rebuff if we want the dearest
hopes of the peoples to be fulfilled.

Comrade Deputies, it is now obvious that the problems
facing the world can be solved only from positions of reason
and not of strength. These problems must be settled by the
only reasonable method, that of negotiation, I wish to lay
special stress on the great importance of the agreement
-reached with Mr. Eisenhower, the U.S. President, to the
effect that all outstanding international issues should be
settled, not by the use of force, but by peaceful means,
through negotiation. :
Speaking of negotiations as a method, it is of the utmost
importance to call a conference of Heads of Government. We
discussed the question of calling a conference -of Heads of
Government, or a summit conference as it is called, with
President Eisenhower, and I must say that there is mutual
understanding on the matter between us. It will be recalled
‘that following our conversations President Eisenhower said
that the exchange of views had eliminated many of the objec-
ons to a summit conference that had existed until then.
he British Prime Minister, Mr. Macmillan, has for his part
peatedly declared that he favours a summit conference.
‘The Soviet Government fully shares the opinion that such
‘conference ought to be held as early as possible. We hope
at. the governments of other countries will likewise take
constructive stand on the matter.
ome Western statesmen are now voicing the view that
mmit conference should be held only when the main
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dgisputes have been preliminarily settled, and claim that
only then will a meeting of Heads of Government be effective.
But this is a line of reasoning fit only for those who do not
take account of the actual situation or who would like to
mislead people lacking in political experience. If the fun-
damental issues were to be settled before the Heads of Gov-
ernment met, then it would be a meeting, not for the settle-
ment of pressing issues, but for joint fishing (I don’t care for
fishing, and I don’t fish), listening to concerts and so on,
that is, for pleasant recreation.

One must face realities and have a realistic understanding
of what is expected of a meeting of Heads of Government.
The thing to do now is to settle the more pressing issues.

It will be recalled that some of them have already been
examined by ¢he Geneva Foreign Ministers conference and

other international conferences, but no solutions have

been found. In fact, in some cases things reached a point
where the situation was aggravated.

What is to be done,.then? We have said more than once .

that only the Heads of Government, who are vested with
great powers, can solve the more difficult world
They alone are capable of clearing away the impediments
and abnormalities which have arisen in international rela-
tions during the many years of “cold war”. Right now we
are passing through a period when a meeting of the Heads
of Government is essential. The sooner such a meeting takes
place, the better for peace.

What questions should be discussed at a summit conference,
as far as we can say? :

Those should evidently be the questions which, being
unsettled, are causing the greatest anxiety in the world,
hindering a further international détenfe. The disarmament
question, with which the -whole world is preoccupied,
should naturally be most prominent.

question of a German peace treaty,

cussed.

The success of a summit conference would be promoted :
by a firm decision of all countriesnot to take any’steps likely
to worsen the situation on the eve of the conference, increase .
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problems.

‘We consider that, in
the interests of peace, the conference should examine the
and of settling@the .
situation in West Berlin as a logical sequel to it. Other in-
ternational matters of universal interest could also be dis-

distrust in the relations between those attending it and sow
the seeds of suspicion.

_As for the Soviet Union, it will do all it can to help in
improving the situation further before the summit confer-
ence meets.

Comrade Deputies, the Soviet Government sees it as its
duty to our people and the whole of mankind to consolidate
t.he relaxation of tension achieved in international relations,
firmly to steer a course leading from a détente to the complete
removal of international tension and to turn the détente
achieved into a durable peace.

With these aims in view, it is necessary:

vigorously to pursuie a policy of improving the relations
between countries;

to _hring about, step by step, a practical solution of all
pressing international issues in order to assure the peoples
a peaceful existence;

unrelentingly to exercise vigilance with regard to those
forces and circles which are bent on turning international
dpvelopments back to the pathof cold war and the aggrava-
tion of relations between countries; indefatigably to show
jche peoples that this attitude of bellicose militarist circles
is untenable, that it is harmful and disastrous to mankind.
If all the forces which stand for a peaceful settlement of
international issues are brought into action, if the leading
“groups which shape the policies of Western countries come
to realise that nowadays it is impossible to pursue any policy
“other than that of peaceful coexistence, and if the peoples
‘speak out firmly against war, then decisive progress will
‘be made before long towards removing the war menace, and
a clear, bright road to peace will lie open for all mankind.
- The Soviet Government, for its part, will do all itcan to
:fulfil that great task. : ‘

Allow me to express confidence that this session of the
upreme Soviet of the U.S5.S.R. will approve the foreign
(l)hcy )of the Soviet Government. (Stormy, prolonged ap-
ause.

- Comrade Deputies, the continued struggle for a durable
eace and for a solid basis for the peaceful coexistence of
ountries with different social systems will require great
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efforts by the Soviet Union, the other socialist countries
and all the peace-loving peoples.

The consistent peace policy of the Soviet Union and the
other socialist countries is meeting with increasing support
among the peace-loving forces of the whole world. The
stronger. and more united the great family of socialist coun-
tries, the faster and more successfully the tasks of strength-
ening world peace will be fulfilled. _

We state with deep satisfaction that all the countries of
the world socialist system are more united than ever. Shoul-
der to shoulder they are working for the solution of the
historic problem of freeing humanity from war and ensuring
the development of the peoples along the lines of peace and

- social progress.

The Soviet people, together with the peoples of the other
socialist countries, recently celebrated the glorious 10th
anniversary of the birth of the Chinese People’s Republic
and the German Democratic Republic, and the 15th anni-
versary of the establishment of people’s rule in Poland,
Rumania and Bulgaria. The building of a new life is making
good progress in all the socialist countries.

Allow me, comrades, to convey on your behalf, on behalf
of the Soviet people, heartfelt greetings to our brothers in
the People’s Democracies and to wish them further success in
the building of socialism. (Prolonged applause.)

The Soviet Union is marching confidently on, success-
fully accomplishing the tasks of the. building of communism
set by the 21st Congress of the C.P.S.U. Our Soviet mother-
land is making excellent progress. The assignments for.the
first. year of the Seven-Year Plan are being successfully
fulfilled and overfulfilled. This session of the Supreme Soviet

has examined the national economic plan and the state budg-

et for 1960, the second year of the Seven-Year Plan.

The first year of the Seven-Year Plan has seen further
major achievements in industry, farming, culture and
science, and an improvement in the living standard of the
people. As you know, industry has substantially exceeded
the state plan for the first nine months of the year. According
to preliminary estimates, it will exceed the annual plan by
roughly 4 per cent, which will mean more than 40,000 mil-
lion rubles’ worth of products over and above the plan. So-
cialist agriculture, too, is on the upgrade. The coming plenary
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meeting of the C.C. C.P.S.U. will examine the question of
the further development of that important branch of the na-
tional economy. : '

Of all our achievements, the most important, most
noteworthy and most cheering is the unprecedented growth
of the political and labour activity, creative enthusiasm
and' communist awareness of the Soviet people and of
thglr solid unity behind the Communist Party. We see
this ‘as the source of all our successes and as an earnest
of the complete victory of communism. (Stormy, prolonged
applause.) v

Every day brings us happy news of further achieve-
ments of the Soviet people. Surely we have reason to re-
joice and take pride in the feats accomplished by the So-
viet people, such as the successful launching of three space
rockets during 1959 alone, which won the admiration of all

- mankind. All Soviet people salute the men of science and

labour who have blazed a trail into space. (Stormy applause.)

Our wonderful scientists have these days presented their
country with yet another gift. They courted the moon so
well that she favoured them with the permission to photo-
graph that side of her which she had always concealed from
man’s gaze. (Prolonged applause.)

We take legitimate pride in the Soviet scientists who
have persuaded the moon to remove her veil, that survival

- of the past. (Laughter, applause.) Under the impact of So-

viet scientific and cultural progress, the moon discarded

her veil and fell into step with the times, revealing her face

to Soviet scientists and the Soviet people. And they, in
turn, enabled the rest of the world to learn some of the cher-

- ished secrets of the celestial beauty. With her permission,

of course. We are not in the habit of looking at things that
are not intended for general inspection. (Laughter, applause.)

-As T speak from this lofty rostrum, allow me, on behalf
of the Soviet Government, the Supreme Soviet of the
U.S.S.R. and the Central Committee of our Communist
Party, to extend heartfelt congratulations to our heroic

scientists en their gloricus scientific feat. (Prolonged ap-
plause.)

Allow me to wish them further successes and discoveries,

and new achievements as brilliant as this, to the glory of
our great country—the country of triumphing communism—

103



in the name of the victory of peace on earth. (Prolonged

applause.)

Comrades, .
the U.S.S.R. has met on the eve of the 42nd anniversary of

the Great October Socialist Revolution. Under the glorious
banner of October, the Soviet people are marc]?ing with
firm step along the path shown by the great Lenin, to the
complete victory of communism. (Stormy, prolonged applause.

All rise.)

the Third Session of the Supreme Soviet of

RESOLUTION’

OF THE SUPREME SOVIET OF THE U.S.S.R.
ON THE REPCRT MADE BY N. S. KHRUSHCHOV,
CHAIRMAN OF THE COUNCIL OF MINISTERS
OF THE U.S.S.R.,

ON THE INTERNATIONAL SITUATICON
AND THE FOREIGN POLICY OF THE U.S.S.R.

Adopted on October 31, 1959

(Gazette of the Supreme Soviet of the U.S.S.R.,
' No. 44, 1959)

Having heard and considered the report made by Comrade
N. S. Khrushchov, Chairman of the Council of Ministers of
the U.S.S.R., on the international situation and the for-
eign policy of the U.S.S.R., the Supreme Soviet of the
TUnion of Soviet Socialist Republics resolves: :

Fully and completely to approve the foreign policy of
the Soviet Government. ' .



air, the slightest false step may precipitate disaster. Then,
in a matter of minutes, a war will break out in which there
- will be no distinction between front and rear or between
" goldier and civilian. The destruction of thousands of towns
and villages, of factories and mills, the loss of hundreds of
millions of human lives, and the destruction of priceless
cultural monuments will be the inevitable outcome unless
the peoples, parliaments and governments succeed in calling
~a halt to this trend.

What is the way out? How is the present situation to
be ended? How are people to be assured a quiet, peaceful
- life? ' ‘
~There is a sure and reliable means of ruling out the
possibility of war. It is general and complete disarmament
of states. When the means of waging war are destroyed, all
weapons eliminated and armies disbanded, then, and thereby,
conditions will be provided for a durable peace on earth,
a-peace uninterrupted by wars and bloodshed.

General and complete disarmament will place all coun-
tries on an equal footing. It will injure no country and
will, in fact, guarantee the security of all peoples. There
will be no more apprehensions that measures to reduce
arms may benefit some countries to the detriment of others—
apprehensions which arose when it was only a question of
partial disarmament. There will no longer be any difficulties
of “control obstructing disarmament. If disarmament is
complete and general, then controi, too, will be compre-
hensive and complete.

General and complete disarmament will usher in a truly
w. stage in the history of international relations. The
® peaceful coexistence of states with different sccial and eco-
mic systems will be reliably guaranteed. All countries
11 live as good neighbours. There will be new opportuni-
s for the development of economic, cultural and commer-
relations hetween countries and peoples. Today many
fernational problems seem insoluble. But as soon as the
ms race is stopped and armies abolished, there will be new
jportunities and ways of settling them.

ast material and financial resources that -are today being
ent on armaments will be released. The number of houses,
hools and hospitals, of factories, power stations, dams and
ads, that it will be possible to build by using those re-

MESSAGE

OF THE SUPREME SOVIET
OF THE UNION OF SOVIET SOCIALIST REPUBLICS‘
TO THE PARLIAMENTS OF ALL COUNTRIES
OF THE WORLD

Adopted on October 31, 1959

(Gazette of the Supreme Soviet of the U.S.S.RE.,
No. 44, 1939)

The Supreme Soviet of the‘Union of Solwet .Soqlahsﬁ
Republics appeals to the pa?llam.ents of all countrlle§ 3
the world on a matter of V1tql importance to man%:lr'l{i

The development of international relations has en eIed
upon a crucial stage. The age of the atom, electromgs a;:lll !
the conquest of outer space ha1s opened up immense, reélwD
taking vistas for scientific and tecl_lnologlcal1 pro_g;es% ;
on the other hand, mankind finds 1’§self faced W_lt the rea
menace of these great discoveries being used for ﬂ_ael exterlx’élﬁ-
nation of people and the destruction .of' mz_itema weall "

Enormous stocks of means of annihilation possessing
tremendous destructive power have already been hacpu—
mulated. Nevertheless, the arms race goes on gathering
momentum, sucking more and more countries into 1ts_1;non—
strous whirlpool and squeezing the life-blood oui‘: oé ni\‘tlons
Truly fabulous sums are being wasted on the produc E;-m 0
deadly weapons, while millions of pfeople, can.d many ng_}cgns
still live in poverty, and are deprived of living condi 1?5§
worthy of man. The arms race a}n}i the _cpl_d war .marth
relations between counftries, raising art}ﬁclal barriers tha
hamper contacts between peoples and trade between coun
tries, and retard their economic dev_elop.ment. .

The arms race is dragging mankmd into the mae stro1
of a new war. At a time when relations k_)gtween.states ar
dominated by a spirit of distrust and hostility, Wherdl irm%
forces many millions strong confront each other an " 'Orfglh
ers carrying lethal cargoes of nuclear arms are kept in
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A real opportunity is now opening up for mankind of
giving the development of international relations a new
turn by calling a halt-to the arms race and making the
method of negotiation the only method of settling inter-
national issues. ‘ -
. Everything now depends on the will and perseverance
of the peoples.

In this connection, a special responsibility rests with
parliaments, governments and statesmen. The peoples
and voters expect their parliaments to speak up. It is the
parliaments and governments that must perseveringly
and purposefully seek ways of settling international dis-
putes, primarily the most burning problem of our times—
the disarmament problem.

There are no political, economic or other reasons jus--
tifying the continuation of the arms race. Disarmament .
is opposed only by those circles which put their selfish
interests first and to which the hopes and aspirations of
the peoples are alien. But the resistance of those circles
can be overcome. The vital interests of mankind make it
imperative that that resistance be broken.

There are practical ways of solving the problem of general
and complete disarmament. They are indicated in the pro-
posals of the Soviet Government submitted to the United
Nations. Whether the production of weapons of death and
devastation will be ceased and the accumulated stocks of
arms destroyed, whether mankind will take the road of
a disastrous war or embark on peaceful development, now
“depends directly on the governments and parliaments of

other countries, above all the biggest countries, on their
-goodwill and desire.

As far as the Supreme Soviet of the U.S.S.R. and the
. Soviet Government are concerned, they will, in compliance
- with the will of the Soviet people, do all in their power to
- secure a solution of the disarmament problem and to trans-
~ form the international détente which has been achieved into
- a durable peace.

 The Supreme Soviet of the U.S.S.R., fully approving
the peaceful initiative of the Soviet Government, which
has submitted to the United Nations a programme for gen-
eral and complete disarmament, expresses confidence that
the noble initiative of the Soviet Government will be appre-

sources! Taxes, which are now swallowing an inereasing pro-
portion of the incomes of workers and peasants, will be
sharply reduced. Inexhaustible possibilities will arise for
carrying out great scientific and technological projects;
scientists and specialists will be enabled to serve only peace
and prosperity.’ ,

General and complete disarmament will open a new chap-
ter in the history of the development of the economically
underdeveloped countries. At the moment economic progress
in those countries is very slow. Millions of people in Asia,
Africa and Latin®*America still have to subsist on a starva-
tion or semi-starvation diet. Disarmament, by releasing
huge material and financial resources, will help in redressing
this injustice and will accelerate the elimination of the age-
long backwardness of the underdeveloped and colonial coun-
tries by providing a new source of economic aid for them.

Can general and complete disarmament be achieved at
the present stage? Is it not utopia?

No, today it is not utopia. The Supreme Soviet of the
U.S.S.R. expresses firm confidence that this objective is
quite attainable. Several decades ago, there were not suffi-
cient forces and taeans for the realisation of the idea of
general and complete disarmament, but now this idea has
become the watchword of vast human masses, of entire
peoples and-nations. There is today a large group of states
working consistently for its realisation.

Tt is within man’s ‘power to solve the disarmament prob-
lem. Man has created destructive weapons. He can and
must “destroy them.

The outlook for solving this most pressing problem of
today is all the more propitious because certain changes -
for the better have taken place of late in the development
of international relations. The absurdity and danger of the
continued arms race is dawning on increasing sections of
the population, members of parliament, public leaders and -
statesmen. Everywhere there is a growing urge to end the :
“cold war” and to settle outstanding international issues
without the use of force, by negotiation and agreement.

The visit of N. S. Khrushchov, Chairman of the Council
of Ministers of the U.S.S.R., to the United States and his *
interviews with President Eisenhower played an outstanding
role in achieving an international détente. '
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ciated and supported by the parliaments and governments
of other countries.

The Supreme Soviet of the U.S.S.R. hopes that the’

parliaments and members of parliament in all countries
will for their part do all in their power to free the peoples
from a terrible scourge, the arms race, to bring about dis-
armament and to pave the way to everlasting peace for all

mankind.

REPORT

o by Deputy N. S. KHRUSHCHOV,
Chairman of the Council of Ministers of the U.S.S.R.,
‘ First Secretary of the C.C. C.P.S.U.,
“Disarmament for Durable Peace and Friendship”

Delivered at the Fourth Session

of the Fifth Supreme Soviet of the U.S.S.R.
on January 14, 1960

(Sitlings of the Fourih Session
of the Fifith Supreme Soviet of the U.S.8.R.
Verbatisn Record)

Comrade Deputies, the more important measures of the
Soviet Government aimed at easing international tension
and promoting peace were dealt with in the report on the
- international situation and the foreign policy of the Soviet
~ Union, presented to the last session of the Supreme Soviet
of the U.3.S.R.

The Sovist proposals for general and complete disarma-
- ment, submitted to the United Nations, were received with
- deep satisfaction by the peoples of all countries of the world.
The U.N. General Assembly gave unanimous approval to
the idea of general and complete disarmament.

The Message addressed by the Supreme Soviet to the par-
liaments of all nations found support with the parliaments .
and governments of the socialist countries and with many
members of parliament of various countries on all conti-
nents. _ .
In consistently pursuing a foreign policy of peace and
-acting upon the Leninist principle of the peaceful coexistence
of states with different social systems, the Soviet Government
‘has been carrying out step by step the concrete measures
outlined in. the proposal for general and complete disar-
mament. :

-~ The Council of Ministers and the Central Committee of
the Communist Party have decided to submit new specific
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proposals for a reduction of the armed forces of our country
to this session of the Supreme Soviet.

Before I present these proposals, allow me to deal with

some questions bearing on our domestic situation, interna-
tional affairs and the foreign policy of the Soviet Union.

A YEAR OF GREAT VICTORIES IN THE BUILDING
OF COMMUNISM :

Comrade Deputies, the year 1959 will go down in history
as the first year of the extensive building of communist
society in our country. In implementing the majestic pro-
gramme of building communism adopted by the Twenty-
First C.P.S.U. Congress, the Soviet people have scored new
and outstanding achievements in developing the country’s
productive forces, creating the material and technical base
for communism and raising material and cultural standards.
The past year has seen the further strengthening of the Soviet
social and political system, the continued development of
socialist democracy and the heightening of the organising
and educational role of the Communist Party. It has been a
year of fresh successes for our foreign policy, which aims
at preserving and consolidating world peace, relaxing inter-
national tension, and further strengthening the world social-
ist system. - '

The Soviet people, our friends abroad and -everyone ca-
pable of realistically assessing the march of events, have
every reason o regard 1959 as a year of continued victori-

ous advance in the building of communism. It opened up a -
broad and clear prospect for the settlement of the cardlpal
international problems that have such an important bearing 3

on the consolidation of peace. .
There is the folk saying that a good start is half the job.
And we have made a good start on our seven-year plan.

Socialist emulation for its pre-schedule fulfilment has spread-

throughout the country. The labour effort of our people has
yielded excellent results. In the past year gross industrial

output increased more than 11 per cent, as against the planned

7.7 per cent. Output over:-and above the plan amounted to
nearly 50,000 million rubles. To appreciate the significance
of that figure, it need only be said that it is more than the
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total industrial output of pre-revolutionary Russia in pres-
ent-day prices. '

Now as in the past, our economic development has been
guided by the Lenin principle of a higher rate of growth in
the heavy industries. Output of means of production increased
12 per cent, as against the planned 8.1 per cent. There were.
substantial gains in ferrous and nonferrous metals, coal,
oil, gas, power, chemicals, building materials, machinery
and equipment. For example, the 1959 increase in steel output
was set at 4.1 million tons, the actual increase was 5 million
tons. In coal, the planned increase was 6.1 million tons and

the actual increase 10.4 million. In oil, the target increase

was 14.5 million tons and the actual increase 16.3 million.

" Electric power output is up 28,600 million kwh from 1958,
‘as against the planned inerease of 22,400 million kwh.

Ninety-one thousand tons more paper was produced than
last year. .

In drawing up the seven-year plan we wanted to avoid
excessive strain in its fulfilment, and avoid fettering the
initiative of Economic Councils, individual enterprises,
Party, trade-union and other public organisations and of

_ the people generally in bringing out latent reserves, making

more efficient use of productive capacity and raising the
productivity of social labour in their effort to exceed the
seven-year programme. The correctness of that course has

“been fully confirmed. Experience has shown that. the seven-

year plan will be completed ahead of schedule and its target
figures surpassed by a considerable margin.

The light and food industries are making good headway.
These are some of the production gains over 1958: textiles—
346 million square metres, knit goods—44 million pieces,
leather footwear—33 million pairs, sugar—576,000 tons.
Over-all output of manufactured consumer goods was to have
risen 6.6 per cent; the actual gain was 10.3 per cent.

The victories scored by our farmers inspire in our people

"a feeling of gratification and justified pride. The recent
~ plenary meeting of the Communist Party Central Committee

reviewed progress in the initial year of the seven-year plan
and charted out measures for a further advance in all the
key branches of agriculture. Due to drought in several areas,
the 1959 gross grain harvest was below that of the record

‘year 1958. Nonetheless, state grain purchases amounted to
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5,846 millioni poods. This is sufficient to satisfy the needs
of the population and other state requirements. An especially
important _part in the national grain supply was played by
the mewly-developed lands. State purchases in these areas
amounted to. 1,693 million poods, or over 1_,000 million
poods more than before these lands were brought under the
plough. )

Big gains were made in cotton farming. . _

Tmpressive achievements were registered in livestock.
The following figures show the increase in state purchases.ln
1959 over 1958: livestock and poultry—1,900,000 touns, milk
—2,900,000 tons, eggs—1,400 million, woo0l—38,000 tons.
Compared with 1953, meat purchases were 2.1 times, .milk
nearly 2.4 times, eggs 2.2 times and wool 1.8 times bigger.

Increased gross and marketable output has been attended
bylan increase in the livestock, population. The number of
dairy and beef cattle in state and collective farms rose
18 per cent (cows 14 per cent), pigs 17 per cent, sheep 6 per
cent and poultry 26 per cent. o

“Fulfilment of the Twenty-First Party Congress decisions
and of the measures adopted by the recent Central Committee
Plenum will ensure an even steeper rise in every branch of
agriculture and an abundance of agricultural produce.

Work has begun on the grand capital construction pro-
gramme provided for by the seven-year plan. Over 1,000
major state industrial enterprises were comml.ssmned last
year, in addition to the new capacities resulting from re-
construction, extension and technical re-equipment of
functioning plants. The volume of capital investment by
state and co-operative organisations, exclusive of collective

"farms, totalled 275,000 million rubles, an advance of 30,000
million over 1958. ) )

This immense construction programme required big accu-
mulations, and these depend, primarily, upon incrgase&
labour productivity, reduced production costs, and higher
profits. Here, too, the seven-year programme targets are being
surpassed. The 1959 plan called for a 5.4 per cent increase
in industrial labour productivity and 8 per cent in the
building trades; the factual increase was 7._4: per cent in
industry and 9 per cent in building. Industrial prqductlon
costs have been lowered to a figure below that stipulated
in the plan, and this alone has given us an extra saving of
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upwards of 10,000 million rubles. Bigger output and reduced
production costs enabled industry to raise its profit by
over 20 per cent as against 1958, and to a considerably
higher figure than provided for by the plan. In a socialist
economy, growing profits are a very important matter, be-
cause the profits are not pocketed by monopolists, but
accrue to the people and are used to the advantage of society.

A key objective of the seven-year plan is an uninterrupted
rise in living standards. The national income—and in a
socialist country the material well-being of the people de-
pends primarily upon its growth—increased last year by

* approximately 100,000 million rubles, or 8 per cent above
- 1958.

In 1959 the Communist Party and Soviet Government im-
plemented a number of far-reaching measures aimed at raising

- the material standards of the people and improving living

conditions generally. Over 13 million industrial and office
workers had gone over to a shorter, seven- or six-hour day,
by the end of last year and the change-over to the shorter
workday for all industrial and office workers will be com-
pleted by the end of this year. In contrast to capitalist coun-
tries, where a shorter workday and workweek mean wage
cuts, in this country reduction of working time has not
meant reduction of wages. In a number of industries, in
fact, it has been attended by a substantial rise in wages,
particularly in the case of the lower-paid categories.

We know, of course, that in our country material and cul-
tural standards are determined not only by cash wages, sala-
ries and collective-farm payments. We have another method,
one possible only in a socialist society, of raising living
standards—through our social services. State expenditure
on social insurance benefits, pensions, scholarships, free
education, free medical treatment and other social services
increased irom 215,000 million rubles in 41958 to 230,000
million in 4959.

Housing construction in 1959 added up to over 80 million
square metres of floor space, or more than 2,200,000 modern
apartments. This is in addition to about 850,000 homes

" built by collective farmers and other members of the rural

community. This means that the task set by the Communist
Party and the Soviet Government of eliminating the housing
shortage is being successfully accomplished. =

116



Larger output by the light and food industries and more
agricultural produce have made for a steady increase in.
popular consumption. Sales by state and co-operative retail
trading organisations were up 8 per cent from 1958, with
considerable increases in sales of foodstuffs, footwear, cloth-
ing, and household and recreational goods. :

The uninterrupted rise in living standards, better health
and medical treatment facilities have contributed to an in-
crease in the population. In the past year, the population
of the Soviet Union increased by 3,660,000 and at the begin-
ning of 1960 stood at more than 212 million. (Applause.)

The whole world pays tribute to the Soviet Union’s out-
standing achieverments in public education and the promotion
of science and culture. Last year’s census produced some
very indicative figures: we have 13,400,000 people with
higher, incomplete higher and specialised secondary educa-
tion, and 45,300,000 graduates of ten-year and seven-year
secondary schools. In 1939 the proportion of persoms with
higher education was 6 per 1,000 and those with secondary
education 77 per 1,000. In 1959 the figures were respectively
18 and 263. It is gratifying to know that women make 49
per cent of the higher education and 53 per cent of the
secondary education groups. (4pplause.)

There has been a considerable increase in higher and sec-
ondary school graduates in the formerly backward repub-
lics. For example, in the Uzbek Republic, the number of
persons with higher education rose in the past twenty years
from 3 to 13 per 1,000 of the population, and the number
of persons with secondary education from 39 to 234. In the
Kazakh Republic the increase has been from 5 to 12 and 60
to 239: in the Tajik Republic—from 2 to 10 and 27 to 244;
in the Turkmen Republic—from 3 to 13 and 46 to 256; in
the Azerbaijan Republic—from 7 to 21 and 73 to 261;1in the

* Byelorussian Republic—from 4 to 12 and 67 to 225. These

figures furnish a graphic picture of cultural advancement, of
the training of national cadres in the Soviet Socialist Re-
publics and of the triumph of our Leninist national policy.
(Applause.) '

The Communist Party and the Soviet Government devote

much attention to the training of highly-skilled personnel
for work in all fields of the economy, science and culture.
The student body of our higher educational institutions is
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now nearly four times that of Britain, France, the German
Federal Republic and Italy taken together. The U.S.S.R.
has long since overtaken the United States in the training of
engineers; in 1958 we graduated 94,000 engineers to Amer-
ica’s 35,000. Qur scientific research establishments have
an aggregate staff of over 300,000, or thirty times more
than in pre-revolutionary Russia.

Socialism has opened to the people the path to education
and culture, and this is one of its greatest advantages over
capitalism. Our comprehensive system of free education
from primary school to university, possible only under so-
cialism, represents an excellent base for technical progress
and the flourishing of science, whose achievements inspire
legitimate pride in our people. (dpplause.) :

The year 1959 will be remembered for the great achieve-
ments of our scientists, which have won world-wide recog-
nition. Our scientists blazed the trail to outer space and to
the disclosure of its secrets for the benefit of all mankind.
Last year a Soviet lunar rocket became the first artificial
planet of the solar system. The second Soviet lunar rocket
reached the surface of our nearest celestial neighbour—a feat
unparaileled in the annals of history—and carried to the
Moon the Soviet National Emblem. (Applause.) The third
Soviet rocket photographed the reverse side of the Moon,
invisible from the Earth. These achievements usher in a
new era in world science and technology. (4dpplause.)

Last year saw the commissioning of the world’s first
atomic-powered icebreaker, the ZLenin. It will provide
extensive opportunities for year-round Arctic navigation.

. World opinion regards the Lenin, and also our atomic power

plants and the use of radioactive elements in medicine, as
striking examples of how the Soviet Union applies nuclear
energy for peaceful purposes.

The Soviet people worked hard to build up their first-
class industry, the foundation of our national economic
structure. And to do that they often denied themselves even
bare essentials, were undaunted by difficulties and unspar-
ing of effort. One of Russia’s talented poets, Valery Bryu-

" sov, wrote: “Work till the hot sweat runs, work without

stinting time or effort, for happiness comes only through

. work.” That is just how the Soviet people have worked. And

now everyone can see the magnificent fruits this heroic 1a-
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bour has brought forth. Our country now possesses a powerful
industrial and techuical base, excellent scientists, techni-
cians and highly-skilled workers for developing every type
of modern industry, equipped with the most advanced
technical facilities.

The Soviet Union pioneered in the construction of atomic
power plants for eivilian purposes and continues its progress
in this field. Our successes in intercontinental civilian air-
craft are universally known. In recent months Soviet pilots
sot several new world speed and altitude records. We are
several years ahead of other countries in the design and mass
production of intercontinental ballistic rockets of different
types. Electronics and complex computing and programime
machines have acquired vast importance in our time, and
we can record significant achievements in this field. We have
created extensive facilities for continued and rapid progress
in this highly-important realm of modern technology.

The task set by the Party of accelerating technical pro-
gress in every branch of the economy is being accomplished,
with the result that application of straight-flow production
methods has been considerably extended in industry and
building, and a higher level of mechanisation achieved,
particularly in heavy and labour-consuming processes. Many
operations in industry, construction and the transport services
are being automated, and this is being done on an ever wider
scale. We now have everything needed to pass, in practice,
from automation of individual operations to automation of
technelogical processes, whole shops and factories and, in
time, to all-round automated production and automated con-
trol in industry.

In the capitalist countries, automation means more unem- -

ployment and, hence, more hardship and misery for the work-
er. In a socialist economy, automation means new and limit-
less opportunities for heightening the productivity of social

labour and increasing the national wealth and, at the same
and shortening the

time, immensely lightening labour
workday.

The Soviet Union’s swift economic and technological ad-
vancement can no longer be challenged even by socialism’s -
diehard enemies. Even they cannot now deny that we have
outstanding achievements in economic, scientific and techno-

logical development.
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Our industrial and agricul | indices for il tf
gricultural indices for the past few
years show that. the goal set by the Party—to over’fake af;;
surpass the United States in per capita output—is bein
successfully attained. . s
Here are comparative data on 1959 industrial output in

’;]gggU.S.S.R.and U.S.A., showing gains or declines from

- U.S.A.

-Total industrial output

! 909, i
Per capita output 7 increase

710 incroase 11% increase
(1] S

0.39% increase

gtigéliron 57% increase 169, decline
ol 5705 increase 169, decline
% 122% increase 1204 decline
Plectsi i % increase 9% increase
G Igelr*ll;: power 97% increase 569, increase

1439 increase 24% increase

The figures show that in the past six years, as through-
out all the years of Soviet power, our industrial expansion
has been at an appreciably faster pace than in the United
States. (Prolonged applause.) \
As noted at the December Plenum of the C.P.S.U. Central
Committee, the Soviet Union has made big gains in agri-
culture. The fact is highly significant that in 1959 we pro-
duced more butter, on a per capita basis, than the United
f_Statn_as. .For the second year now we are ahead of the United
; States in total milk output. As for meat, though we have
: advanc.ed considerably in the past several years we are still
“'producing 58 per cent less meat per capita than the United
States. Last year's progress in livestock farming, larger
fodder resources, -and the socialist obligations assumed by
our farmers make it certain that in meat production, too
?i]ga shall catch up with the United States in a few ’years:

me.

These splendid results of the opening year of the seven-
year p.lan are due primarily to our heroic working class
cql'lectwe farmers and Soviet intellectuals. It is they wha;
b‘uﬂd,our new factories and mills, homes and schools,
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i for ( chni sources, produce our
motion the powerful technical resources, . »
iitalm oil and steel, design and build gxcellent machu;(flsd
raisé big harvests, increase output of animal prod}tll_(lzts, s
blaze new paths in science and tech?o%log%. Th‘fye%‘i rlssrlglarty
i isi the Twenly-
vistas opened up by the degnsmns 0 1ty i .
Congresg inspire our working pecple to new achievement
lause. ‘ |
(A%)‘fxe soci)alist emulation drivedfor p{f—schefci}cirfg;ﬁﬁfg
d to all our ) )
of the seven-year plan has sprea : > s,
i i j 1lective and state rarms
mines, construction projects, co _ ) o
7 i i this emulation drive
11 the Economic Regions. And nulatio :
;rought to the fore thousands of splendid initiators of ad

. ot -
vanced production methods and organisers of Commumis

Teams. )

nglfideg by the decisions of the ngnty—Flrst Congrtgss,
the Party and the Government au“e’conf&stelrltllyt efectlé?agrg
t of socialist demo )

measures for the further developmen : Bocracy
i i king people into the
wing the widest masses of the wor L °
gg?ninigtration of the countryh’s ppl}lttlcal% %g?gimﬁ eaprildb ﬁiéi
tural affairs. Extension of the rights of U ies,
it i tions, and reorganisa
local authorities and public organisa , and re e
i of industrial management have pro .
f‘ia(;ﬁlts. The activity of the masses, politically and on tne

labour front, is growing and their creative initiative devel-
Opi\ldlglge and more government functionslar?nbe;n% ig};’irru;t:r%
‘icg ]e;]élobnl(i:;n?ég;;(iisir;l%ﬁi;laggvz}fggnfggtpafi% hif si’;y(iz;iﬂz;zﬁiel;%
Z%(;z%i()snt l)?:hin%.gfg?ﬁ. %Icl)?lr?::;lldg? l(i/?[ijgisstéarls:{ anI(\i/I it]}jlies t];;rtosg
(IJS? :;Eilcx?f?iitst 2\Zdt2r(£$sof{a?}ilts tgu%‘(;f;;)[: at.so (;colllfe R sggﬂ(})ljlc;
and local authorities. (Appiause. 5 Y . ol
to reduce the size and cost of our .admmlstratwe agpaxl'laa ncé
but chiefly to further develop §0c1a}1st democracy and en °
the role of public organisatlons in combating infringemen
of our laws, and to extend the powers of local authorities. .

The creative initiative, the great labour en.thusmsm (1>
the working class, collective farmers and Soviet mteller(l::cu:ai
e T b hosched ho malestie 800 ated. time. (Pro-

longed applause.)
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The Soviet Union’s high rate of economic growth is no
longer questioned anywhere in the world. The only dispute
is how much faster we are moving ahead than the United
States and how long will it take us to catch up with it. The
question is being debated in America by many prominent
economists, business leaders and statesmen. :
Allen Dulles, director of the United States Central Intel-
ligence Agency, recently declared that “the U.S.S.R. will
achieve significant gains by 1965 in its self-appointed task
of catching up with the United States, particularly in
industrial production.” Discussing the position in the social-
ist countries, Dulles said: “We should frankly face up to
the very sobering implications of the Soviet economic pro-
gramme and the striking progress they have made over the

- last decade.”

Towards the end of 1959, the U.S. Senate Foreign Rela-
tions Committee published a study prepared by the Corpora-
tion for Economic and Industrial Research. It says that
“by 1970 the U.S.S.R. is likely to be a formidable industrial
nation, relatively stronger than at present, and, in certain

_ sectors, larger than the United States”. Not a bad testimo-

nial! / ,

These statements, coming as they do from people whom
no one will suspect of exaggerating our achievements and
potentialities, are added proof of our rapid and successful
economic progress. And we are firmly convinced that in the
peaceful economic competition of the two systems, the more
progressive and virile socialist system will emerge victorious.
(Loud applause.) .

The Twenty-First Congress of the C.P.S.U. heralded our
entry into the period of full-scale building of communist
society. The seven-year plan approved by the congress is
the first stage of this historic period. We are now in a posi-
tion to work out in greater detail a long-range economic
development plan for 15-20 years. It will, at the same time,
be a programme for consummating the historic task set by
the great Lenin—electrification of the entire country. This
long-range plan will become the axis of the Party’s pro-

gramme of full-scale building of communist society.

- The Soviet people are confident that 1960, the second
year of the seven-year plan, will bring new outstanding vic-
tories in the building of communism. (Prolonged applause.)
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SOME QUESTIONS OF THE PRESENT . INTERNATIONAL
SITUATION

Comrade Deputies, we have noted more than once that
the international situation has definitely improved of late.
You all remember, of course, what the international situa-
tion was like several years ago—say, in 1952-1953. Com-
paring the situation in those years with what we have today,
we can draw only one conclusion—the clouds of the war
menace have begun to disperse, though not as fast as we
should have liked.

To be sure, it would be wrong to picture the recent course
of events as a sort of straight line, starting somewhere at
a rather high point of international tension and drepping
to ever lower points. If it were possible to gauge the degree
of international tension in the same way as, say,/fempera—
ture is measured —with a mercury column—the thermometer
would show us several drops and rises. But the general tend-
ency is that international tensions are beginning to relax
and the “cold war” champions are suffering defeat.

The Jubilee Session of the U.S.S.R. Supreme Soviet, held
on the 40th anniversary of the Great October Revolution,
advanced a proposal for an East-West conference of leaders
to ease international tension. We note with pleasure that
the efforts of the Soviet Government to bring about such
a meeting have yielded positive results. ‘

Not long ago we reached agreement with Dwight Eisen-
hower, the U.S. President, Charles de Gaulle, the French
President, and Harold Macmillan, the British Prime Min-
ister, to hold a Summit conference in Paris on May 16. It
is understood that this conference will be followed by
a number of further top-level meetings.

It would be imprudent to try to forecast the possible
results of the forthcoming conference, since those results
will depend not only on us, but also on our partners. It
is important to stress, however, that there are to be serious
talks with the leaders of the major Western Powers with
a view to reaching a mutual understanding -on the more

pressing international issues and eliminating the causes of

international temsiom. As far as the Soviet Union 1is
concerned, we should like the meeting to be beneficial and

fruitful.
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VVe are deeply convinced that, given reasonable consid-
eration for the interests of the parties concerned and general
readlr}ess to meet each other half-way, any controversial
question, however thorny and complicated, can be settled
to mutual advantage and in the interest of peace. And there
are any number of issues of this kind awaiting settlement. To
begin with, there are the issues of general and complete dis-
armament, of a peace treaty with Germany—including the
question of making West Berlin a free city—of a ban on
atomic and hydrogen weapons tests, and of East-West
relations. It is first of all these issues that we have
proposed placing on the agenda of the coming Summit
meeting.

It is only natural that the people everywhere should pin
great hopes on the meeting in question for the strength-
ening of peace and friendly co-operation among the nations.
True, isolated voices can be heard, particularly in some
small countries, expressing apprehension that the Great
Powers, having reached agreement among themselves, may
throw the interests of small countries overboard, ignoring
the views of the states not represented at the conference.
Permit me to state here that these apprehensions are ab-
solutely groundless. As far as the Soviet Government is
concerned, it has never had and does not have any intention
of reaching agreement behind the backs of other countries
on matters directly affecting their interests. We consider
that any attempts to derive unilateral benefits of any kind
at the expense of other countries would be altogether at
variance with the aims of the planned meeting, whose results ‘
should benefit universal peace and, consequently, all coun-
tries, big and small. ’

The meetings, and the frank and very useful talks, which
took place between President Eisenhower and myself at
Camp David, as also those I had with Prime Minister
Macmillan of Great Britain during his stay in Moscow early
last year, suggest that a spirit of realism, frankness and co-
operation will prevail at the coming Summit talks as well.
Recent experience is conclusive proof that personal meetings
and contacts between the leading statesmen are, in the cir-
g:u‘mstances, the most effective and promising method of
improving relations between states and reaching agreement
on outstanding international issues.
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In two months from now I am to visit France at the invi-
tation of President de Gaulle. It will be a great pleasure for
us to acquaint ourselves with the life and achievements of
the great French people, our ally in the common struggle
against Hitler fascism. In the course of history, a feeling of
affection has developed in our country for France and her
people, who have made so important a contribution to world
culture, science and, technology. It is fair to hope that my
forthcoming visit to France and talks with President de
Gaulle will produce positive results both in the way of im-
proving Soviet-French relations and in achieving a healthier
international atmosphere. In our country, General de Gaulle
is known as a man who showed great courage in the days
when France had been defeated and was occupied by Hitler
troops. Many statesmen at that time betrayed the interests
of France and began to collaborate with the invaders. In
those difficult years General de Gaulle fought for the lib-
eration of France from the tyranny of the invaders and for
her national honour. :

Much can be expected from the forthcoming meeting with
President Eisenhower, who is coming on a return visit to
our country in June. The Soviet Government hopes that the
noble cause of bringing an atmosphere of trust into Soviet-
American relations, to which we devoted our efforts at
Camp David, will be fruitiully continued in -Moscow.
(Applause.)

‘After this session of the Supreme Soviet, K. Y. Voro-
shilov, Chairman of the Presidium of the Supreme Soviet
of the U.S.S.R., will leave for India on a goodwill visit
at the invitation of the President of the Republic. At the
same time F. R. Kozlov, First Deputy Chairman of the
Council of Ministers of the U.S.S.R., and Y. A. Furtseva,
Deputy to the Supreme Soviet of the U.S.8.R., will go on a
visit to India at the invitation of the Indian Government.
The delegation has also received, and accepted with pleas-
ure, a kind invitation from the King and Government of

Nepal to visit that country. , _

We believe that these visits will help to strengthen
friendly relations between the peoples of the Soviet
Union and India and between the peoples of the Soviet
Union and Nepal, and will ‘promote world peace. (Ap-
plause,) . : ' s
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; You know that I am shortly to visit Indonesia, where
am going at the invitation of Mr. Sukarno, the President
and Prime Minister of the Republic of Indonesia.

We set great hopes on this trip because our two countries
have many questions in common that unite us. These ques-
tions are the struggle for the further consolidation of peace
the struggle against colonial rule, and the further strengthz
ening of the economic and political independence of the
?zl;;tllgzie-t)hat have won their freedom and independence.

Thg Indian Prime Minister, Mr. Nehru, has invited us
to visit India on our way to Indonesia. I have accepted the
invitation with pleasure because we believe that meetings
with Mr. Nehru and other Indian leaders will serve peace
and promote friendly relations between our two countries.
(zflpplau_se.) Good relations between the peoples of the So-
-viet Union and India are developing and growing stronger.-
I have very good personal relations with Mr. Nehru. The
trip, new meetings and exchanges of views, will contribute
to a durable world peace. (Applause.)

The _Soviefu Government has also received an invitation
from His Majesty Zahir Shah, the King of Afghanistan, and
from the Afghan Government to visit their country as well
during the forthcoming trip. We have accepted with pleas-
ure. I expect to make a stop in Kabul to exchange views with
the King and the Government of our immediate neighbour,

" Afghanistan, with whom we have friendly relations that are

making good progress. (Applause.) ‘

There is an invitation from the Government of the Union
of Burma to visit Burma during the trip to Indonesia. I
shall be pleased to avail myself of the kind invitation %o

- revisit that country. I think that my visit to Burma and an

exchange of views with her government leaders will serve
the progress of good relations between our two countries
and promote peace. (Applause.)

We are also preparing to meet with the President of the
Itallan. Republie, Sig. Gronchi, who will visit the Soviet
Un_lon in _February. We hope that our meetings and conver-
sations with the Italian President will help further to
improve Italian-Soviet relations and bring our peoples
closer together, which will also contribute to a durable
peace. (Applause.)
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in the international sphere, there have lately been tend-
encies favourable to a lessening of temsion. On the other
hand, it is evident that influential forces with whom both
the thaw in international relations and personal contacts
between the heads of state of the East and the West go
against the grain are still active in the biggest countries
of the West, above all the NATO countries. Thirst for profit
urges certain imperialist quarters to continue the arms
race and maintain the state of “cold war”. These quarters
are influential enough and can under certain conditions
injure the effort for easing international tension.

Those politicians who have cast in their lot with the arms
race policy dread a relaxation of world tension and cannot
bear the very thought of relaxation becoming a reality.
| There are, for example, the statements made by Governor
of New York Rockefeller, the well-known American multi-
millionaire, ex-President of the United States Truman and
ex-Secretary of State Acheson. This trio, and indeed some
other people, approach international issues from positions
that are very far from those that found expression in the
Soviet-American Communiqué released at Camp David.
Statements of that sort are standard specimens of “cold
war”. They must to some extent be due to the fact that Tru-
man is an ex-President and Acheson his ex-Secretary of
State, and that both of these “ex’s” find it impossible to re-
nounce the old, now discredited policy “from positions of

strength”, the policy of “containment” and “rolling back”,

and of “brinkmanship”. Other leaders who would like to
gain influence in U.S. politics are trying to follow in Tru-

man’s and Acheson’s footsteps. Yet it should be obvious to .

anyone that falling back on the “cold war” policy bodes no
good. :
The advocates of “cold war” test their voices, making
speeches in one place and another. In their statements,
they sing the old “cold war” tune, holding up the bugaboo
of the “communist threat”. But people who want peace have
long been fed up with this false tune and are irritated by it.
The change in U.S. public sentiment came out, in par-
ticular, during Nelson Rockefeller’s recent pre-election

tour of the country. Speaking before the electorate, he tried,

as it were, to counter the warmth that had sef in in the in-
ternational climate by intensifying the “cold war” draught,

1326

to go back to the worst days, when tension ’

States was very high. But what was the outcome'.?%:yeelflihg;g
Anéel;lcans wh’(,) usually listen to what multi-millionaires
an colql war ad\(ocates such as Rockefeller have to sa
du%{noﬁ lfllﬁa the shrill note he struck. Y
 ftocketeller was plainly eager to ride into Vhi
hoqse on the “cold war” horsegand try out the p?:}seid‘gg?cig?
cha1.r. But the horse began to stumble and Rockefeller
realised that it-would not get him there because it is not
DHOW the kind of horse that will bring you to the White
tooﬁg. fI(;Ire IDEI}el"_(éfore announced beforehand his decision not
o aan Tor | resident. But that step may be no more than a

It is certainly not a repudiation of the “cold war”
;1_ desllre to lay (_iown arms and begin working for int;ar?l(:—;
iona (;o—qperatlon. It is clear that the imperialists will
try again to rally the forces of the “cold war” supporters
Peace—lov;ng people must be on their guard, and must not
relax t_helr. effort to strengthen peace. With still greater
det_ermffngtlop they must expose those who are intent on
maintaining international temsion and the arms race. who
Zﬁsh to furt}_ler their personal prosperity and their c’areers
rough a policy that threatens mankind with terrible danger
o It is hard to believe that there is anyone in the United
tates who does not realise the disastrous consequences
which a new world war would have. Neither millions
nor even billions of dollars can safeguard aggressors a ainst
defeat if they should start up a new war. 8
NgThgse 01rcle§ in the United States, and indeed in the other
o “COIEOHntries,_-Who today advocate the continuation of
fne "o 1;hvv‘e‘u" :’[dﬁﬂd ;cherqselves shackled by contradictions
) te “cold war” policy. On the one hand, these circles
ave an interest in the arms race because it brings them
profits. On the other, they cannot but see that the arms race
increases the danger of a war whose flames would devour
fjtll their fortunes, including the profits made from the arms
race. Hence a number of contradictory phenomena in the
policy of the capitalist countries, which alternately show

~a tendency to international co-operation and to an aggra-

vagion of international tensions.

ne example of these contradictor ies i

v y tendencies is now
furnished, unfortunately, by the stand which the U.S. Gov-
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ernment has taken on the issue of discontinuing atomic and
n weapons tests. o E
hyiitrc;gewell klr)xoWn that for a rather long time—more than
a year—the nuclear powers, that is, the qumt Unlo_n, E:}he
United States and Britain, have been holding talks in Ge-
neva to discontinue test explosions of atomic and hydrogﬁn-
wé\apons. The importance of this problem is obvious to ;Ek-
It would be unfair to deny that although the Geneva t g
are making slow headway, they have, neverthgless,. prod;lce
certain positive results facilitating the conclusion of an
t to end tests. .
agl’i?ﬁ;[’;elr)leing so, the peoples of the world recglved as a good(i
encouraging omen the decision, taken of its own facc(})lr
by each of the negotiating states, to refrain from furt er
nuclear tests. For over a year, no teS‘t.eXplosmns of atomic
or hydrogen weapons have been car_rled out anywhere_;ﬁ
the world. This gratifying fact u_lsp1red the peoples ?jvrll s
the hope that the existing situation could be made fi 2
through the earliest possible conclusion of an appropriate
international treaty putting an end to nuclear tests once
all. ‘
an%jtol(‘m December 29 last, Mr. Eisenhower, the US Presi-
dent, made a statement which implied that the United States
would consider itself free to resume nuclear weapons tes’gs
after December 31, 1959. And although the President’s
statement says that the United States will not resume t_esti
without advance notice, it evidently means that the Un_lte
States may now resume nuclear explosions at any time.
The announcement of this decision by the U.S. Govern%
ment caused regret and alarm in every single country o
rld.
th?t“;g easy enough to imagine what the consequences would

be if any country were to resume nuclear weapons tests

in resent situation. The other nuclear powers would
IbI; zléenl;?elled to adopt the same course. An impetus :ivould
be given to the resumption of an absolutely unlimited race
in the testing of nuclear weapons by any power and in any
conditions. The government that resumed n'u_clear WeaPOES
tests first would assume a grave responsibility before the
pe(I)E 1v?:ould be difficult to reconcile a decision by any one
of the three powers to resume nuclear weapons tests with
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- the commitments made by it before all the members of the

Urnited Nations. For the recent session of the U.N. General
Assembly, expressing the will of the peoples, unanimously
called on the parties to the Geneva talks on the discontin-
uance of nuclear weapons tests to exert still greater efforts
for a speedy agreement and not to resume nuclear weapons
tests. The delegations of the Soviet Union, the United States
and Great Britain voted for this appeal.

I should like to re-emphasise in this connection that the
Soviet Government, prompted by the desire to provide the

. most favourable conditions for the earliest possible drafting

of a treaty on the discontinuance of tests, will abide by its
commitment not to resume experimental nuclear blasts in
the Soviet Union unless the Western Powers begin testing
atomic and hydrogen weapons. (4pplause.)

The statement made by the U.S. President says that the
-prospects for a test-ban agreement have been injured of late.
I must frankly say that we find it hard to accept such an
appraisal. I have already said that the three power confer-

“ence has done a good deal to draft such an agreement. The

Soviet Union recently submitted to the Geneva Conference
new proposals for the solution of three problems on which
there had been considerable disagreement—the composition

. of the Control Commission, the staffing of control posts and

the procedure to be used by the Control Commission in decid-

. ing budgetary and financial matters. These Soviet propos-

als, which are a step towards meeting the Western Powers,
offer an opportunity for further progress in the work of the

- Geneva Conference.

We note with satisfaction that part of President Eisen-
hower’s statement saying that the United States will resume
negotiations in a continuing spirit of seeking to reach an
agreement ending nuclear weapons tests. ,

As regards the Soviet Union, it will continue to seek ways
of surmounting the obstacles which have arisen in the course
of the Geneva talks. It will make every effort to bring about
the early conclusion of a treaty ending all nuclear weapons
tests for all time. We believe that there are opportunities
for this even now, if only all parties will strive for agree-
ment. '

Lately official U.S. spokesmen have claimed that under-

ground blasts can be concealed so as to defy detection by
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any instruments. Let us grant that modern technique some-

times fails to give absolute certainty that all underground
nuclear weapons blasts will be detected. Let us grant that
it is sometimes not so easy to distinguish - underground
nuclear explosions from earthquakes, or explosions of a
voleanic natare. But if an appropriate agreement is signed,
it will naturally have to be carried out in good faith by all
sides. The peoples of the whole world will benefit immensely
from this. All nuclear weapons blasts—underground, under
water and in the air—will be ended. People will be certain
that the atmosphere will not be contaminated by radicactive
fallout. In the meantime progress in science will provide
means of detecting and recording all nuclear blasts with
absolute precision.

But even if today we do not yet have a guarantee that
all blasts are recorded fully and with absolute accuracy,
a test-ban agreement will place great obligations on its
signatories. And it goes without saying that they will all
have to adhere to it strictly. If a party violates its commit-
ments, the initiators of the violation will cover themselves

with disgrace, and will be branded by the peoples of the

whole world. :
As I have said, no nuclear explosions have been carried

out for more than a year—in accordance with voluntary .

commitments made by each side, without an international
agreement. Such an agreement, if it is signed, will presum-
ably make it still more obligatory for all the countries

concerned to abide strictly by the understanding

reached. , .
Therefore, references to the imperfections of the technical

methods of detecting nuclear blasts are not the best excuse
for resuming underground nuclear blasts. If they want to
resume tests of nuclear weapons in the air, on the ground,

underground or under water, let them say so plainly instead

of seeking formal pretexts to justify the step.
Wo wish to re-emphasise that the Soviet Union holds

firmly to the view that all types of nuclear weapons tests
“in the air, on the ground, underground and under water .3

must be discontinued. (4pplause.) If a decision were adopted
“to ban tests only in the atmosphere, this would shatter the
peoples’ hopes of a complete discontinuance of tests. The

peoples want complete disarmament and the disbandment of
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lai armies. The t lete 1
. y want a complete ban on nuclear weapons
. weapons
Sl(% that a lasting and dependable world peace will be assﬁon(?
( ;:Jlonged applause.) e
wareness of the fact that the int i i
] ernational situati
ﬂisioﬁla;lfgefd and t}?at a radical shift has occurred in ﬁlitle;n
. orces between the socialist and tl italist
countries is gaining ground in th ' e
> e Western countri I
appears that the ossified notions of Drospects
.of the nature and pr
of East-West relations, noti : ape von tha
: , Dotions that took sha
years, are right now undergoi ini e et e
S, v going a definite change in th
icscmtr}llterlzs;l,bjilggv(e)f alll probably in the United S%ates. T—'(I)lsl’:
the numerous statements by stat
politicians. Special committe 1 R
_ es, such as those set u
the U.S. Senate, publish voluminous studies on the fugthby
Colll‘life of Western foreign policy. -
ere are now many politicians in th
C e West who h
;eozirig;di Sfll'loriltl ex};;lemeglce t%a’c the old “position of stroeng?cgs
enable, but who have not yet come ¢ i
[ ) ] 0 recogn
the need of a genuine policy of peace and honest co—oEeifﬁ

. tion with the Soviet Union and the other socialist countries.

(I)ffs 1cse féff; %iztzhe cgntlradictory conclusions and inferences
) tern circles stem from confusion in the f

'(g t.he outstandmg'successes and achievements of the govicte;

%VO]? and the socialist camp as a whole. ’

ile in the United States, we saw that the more far-

. sighted of the American statesmen, businessmen and intel-

i)eec;(ialjr,l ({c(zﬁrzegl I}flt']’iing ofdthe workers and farmers, want
uillity, and not a continued ar c
nervous strain. Since the launching of ot m
: s the Soviet i
and space rockets, which d ate Sbiltie o
, emonstrated the possibiliti
‘glm(r)iqeernogezﬁgo%ogg,t’}clhe Aﬁaerioan people havIe) becomeI?iHO;
act that the United States i
vulnerable militaril ety T oS
Lner y than any other countr i '
: | ry. I think
gvxéi (fgﬂ}ril;:pf;ts iljl;nepff fﬁgrmg to 1lntimidate anyone by therég
. y the actual state of affai d it i
not we alone who see it that Cestern staton
¢ _ way, but also West
men, including those of the Uni hatter 1o
ted States. N
what U.S. audience we o "of pontelul oo
1at . spoke of the need of f
existence and disarmament O T <o
! , our statements on these poi ‘
i&iyf metldwnh understanding and, moreover, brIc))?llc?]I‘i
would call a most favourable response and appro?ral

from the Americans.
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Today popular sentiment in the .United States, Bri;c}:;u;é
France, Italy and other countries 1s “such tha& evelxilc (;we
circles "which are still clinging to 2 qold Wfard' pomaslfn are
unable to come out openly against t}ﬁe 1deta toh‘s 1551?1;06 s

i That is why, at thi ge, ;
and peaceful coexistence. ] i g, they
i tuation, regrouping
dapting themselves to the si , .
?gl?c; gangeuvring, and trymg‘:1 to (‘;anaouﬂaﬁg%hgixﬁﬁiilgge%
: iti g an T
heir positions have been undermined, an eir
i]zuzlfvindl?ng in the face of thet {)ﬁog}esldlggjisggggoﬁregrz
i g g “co
for peace. Our task is to strike a 1 ters
1fnr£1entingly, hitting then}ll ]rlar.dlel:5 §n2y1;§1 cfife;;osr(fdaz ;ic; ilsg '
m, and to pillory them 1n tae )
%fli gllgst effectivepweapon in this nobl(a c?’;lsehllsdz?:; éiﬁg
i t and 1is
1i of the Soviet Government :
Ef(éoll?(;;ytowards ending the “cold war tor good. (Prolonged
ap}lzllgcl?lﬁ)years have been rich in internatimial eY’SiI;tr? x(;)vfh;;l;
idati international posi
the consolidation of the interna 0sit
%‘:eodvitgc Union and the other soc1a1]1:lst Coﬁm\f‘?eﬁ}ie‘z%ogilz
that never througho !
every reason to say nov . o 8 Tably

i i ur country been

history of the Soviet state bas our o JToliably
i tualities or encroa
safeguarded against any eveni e Naver before
tside as it is now. (Stormy app! g1 .
{fz;);ntﬁlel Soviet Union’s influence on international iﬁsslri
and its prestige as a bulwark) of peace, been as grea
i . (Prolonged applause. ) o
® '}‘ﬁazlifg‘imentgof fcﬁ‘lc)es in the mternatl_orll\zl alﬁir;ag ziissugﬁz
io¥i Joving states. Marc
the superiority of the peace- e aan aro. th
jed ranks of the countries ch’amplon g
88632; Union, the Chinese Pe?ﬂp_le 8 ?ﬁg&bler?gs ;11;13 I(jgl’;f;
ialist countries. Many couniries of Asla, ! .
?;};jrilca are taking more and more vigorous action to pro

mote peace. (Applause.)

FOR GENERAL AND COMPLETE DISARMAMENT

Comrade Deputies, you know that at its T;;ventigz}llus?;i
Twenty-First Congresses our Party ar_rwed :i\t the cgn lon
that in the present situation ‘ghe?e is ngblgqf](leg ne?:ressary
snevitability of war and that it 1s possib. sary
}cggggﬁr?i];h vgar from the life of human society for all time
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General and complete disarmament is a clear path leading
to the deliverance of mankind from the calamities of war.

On behalf of the Soviet Government, I submitted a pro-
gramme for general and complete disarmament to the
United Nations on September 18, 1959.

Our proposals are simple and clear to anyone. They
are supported by all who strive to make the Second World
War the Jast world war in human history, to prevent a

- third world war from ever breaking out. To prevent another

war, we must destroy the means of warfare and put the
states in conditions where none of them will be able to start
hostilities against another- state. This is precisely what the
Soviet Government is proposing. Our proposals provide -
for the disbandment of all armed forces and the destruction
of all types of weapons.

The Soviet Union is prepared itself and proposes to the
othér countries that they abolish war ministries and general
staifs and do away with military service. To put it in a
nutshell, the idea of our proposals is to reduce practically
to zero the level of the armed forces and armaments of states,
leaving them only strictly limited contingents agreed for
each country, and equipped with small arms, for the main-
tenance of internal order and the protection of the personal
safety of citizens. :

We are satisfied with the fact that at the General
Assembly all the U.N. member states adopted a resolution
approving the idea of general and complete disarmament.
The Ten Nation Committee which is shortly to begin discuss-
ing disarmament questions has been instructed to consider
our proposals.

It should also be noted that our partners at the coming
negotiations, on .whom the results of the examination
of the Soviet disarmament proposals will chiefly depend,

- lent an attentive ear to the Soviet proposals, although

they added reservations to their positive statements, spe-

_ cifically with regard to establishing control. We are some-

what surprised at those reservations because our proposals
provide for all that is needed to ensure reliable international
control over the realisation of general and complete disar-
mament.

When our Government was drafting and discussing” the

- proposals for general and complete disarmament, we were
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familiar enough, of course, with the attitudes of our part-
ners towards control. Therefore, this time too, we worked
out with particular carethe proposals for control to forestall
possible objections and leave no room for reservations on
the part of the Western Powers. Nevertheless, we agaiun
hear the same old groundless contentions to the effect that
the Soviet proposals do not provide for effective enough
control over the realisation of disarmament measures.

If our Western partners [are really intent on ensuring
effective control over disarmament, we welcome that, because
it is what we want, too. The Soviet Unionis for strict interna-

tional control over disarmament. It advocates agreement

" on general and complete disarmament such as will provide
a reliable guarantee that no country will violate its dis-
armament commitments. Our proposals envisage the estab-
lishment of effective international control over disarmament,

which should naturally correspond to the specific stages of

disarmament.[,
If, however, the Western Powers are making reservations

on control by way of pettifogging, in order to delay and
then wreck agreement on general and complete disarmament,
that will certainly frustrate hopes for general and complete
disarmament and is bound to be a bitter disappointment to
the peoples.

There are those in the West who allege that disarmament
is fraught with grave consequences for the economy of the
capitalist countries. They argue that if the production of
bombs, guns, submarines and other means of destruction

were to be stopped, that would lead to ruin and to the loss.

of employment and means of subsistence by hundreds of
thousands of people. But this sort of
people who can see no other way of developing the economy
than by subordinating it to the interests of war preparations.

The least we ean say about assertions of this kind is that
they are utterly unsubstantiated. I had occasion to talk
with many representatives of American business who take
a far less gloomy view of the matter and are confident that

U.S. industry is well able to cope with the task of converting
to the output of goods intended for

the entire ecgnomy

peaceful uses. _
Indeed, there is good reason to expect that the conversion

of production capacities to the manufacture of peace-time
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talk is fit only for.

goods would make it possible to sharply reduce the ta
ievmd on the population, to increasepthe capacity of EXI?:
home market and at the same time to spend more on educa-
tion, health and social maintenance. And would it not in-
crease to a tremendous extent the opportunities of a foreign
trade free from the artificial restrictions prompted by con-
i;(;er?a%ons that have nothing to do with economic advan-
_tager How many countriesi i
an%hnot weapo:;;s! friesin the world need peace-t%me goods
ere can be no doubt that, given disarma
opportunities of selling peace—timegproducts in tin: Iil:'t)}e?glfl
market would increase immensely and world trade would
have _excellent - prospects of expansion.

It is not one particular state or group of states that would
benefit from disarmament, for disarmament would pave
_the way fto a lasting peace and to economic progress in all
countries and for all peoples.

-The Soviet Union has proved not only by words, but also
by deeds, that it is seeking a solution to the disarmament
problem. Immediately after the Second World War, a large-
scale demobilisation of the armed forces was carried out in
our country. In later years the Soviet Union dismantled all
its military bases on foreign soil. '

The Soviet Union went further still. Striving to put an
. end to the arms race and set about taking practical disar-
mament steps as soon as possible, our couniry effected a
- further reduction of its armed forces. It is well known that
- in the last four years the Soviet Union has unilaterally re-

duced the strength of its armed forces by a total of another
2,140,0.90. Soviet troops have been withdrawn from the
Burpaman People’s Republic and the strength of our troops
statl.oned under existing agreements in the German Demo-
cratic Republic, the . Polish People’s’ Republic and the
Hungarian P«_aople’s Republic has beenreduced considerably
I should like to report to the Deputies to the Suprem(;
Soviet on the changes that have occurred in the numerical
strength of our armed forces over the past 30 odd years.
After the Civil War the Soviet Government demobilised

resuit, by 1927 we had 586,000 mer serving i

; i , g in the Red Arm
and N avy. This was also determined to a degree by the insj
ternational situation at that time.
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The Japanese imperialist aggression in the Far Hast
and the advent of fascism to power in Germany were the
reason why we increased our armed forces, which by 1937
were 1,433,000 strong. ;

Then, with the outbreak of the Second World War, which
exposed the Soviet Union to the immediate threat of atfack
by Hitler Germany, our armed forces were increased again,
so that by 1941 they were 4,207,000 strong. v »

Hitler Germany’s treacherous attack on the Soviet Union
and the bloody four-year war that followed compelled us to
increase the strength of our armed forces to 11,365,000 by
May 1945.

" As a result of the demobilisation carried out immediately
after the war, by 1948 the strength of the Armed Forces
of the U.S.S.R. was down to 2,874,000. The Soviet Union
undertook a substantial reduction of its armed forces in
the hope that the Western Powers, too, would be guided
by the idea of preserving peace and friendship and would
strengthen the relations established between the countries

of the anti-Hitler coalition. But our hopes were not realised. -

As a result of the formation of the aggressive NATO bloc in
the West and in view of the atom bomb blackmail at-a time

when we had no such bomb yet, the Soviet Union had, with

a view to strengthening its defence against the eventual.ity
of provocation, to increase the strength of its troops, which
in 1955 reached 5,763,000.

Subsequently, between 1955 and 1958, as I bave already

reported; we reduced our armed forces by 2,140,000, so that
their present strength is-3,623,000. - ;

These, then, are the data on the state of the Armed Forces
of the Soviet Union over the past decades.

A NEW PROPOSAL FOR REDUCING
THE ARMED FORCES OF THE SOVIET UNION

Comrade Deputies, today the Soviet Government is sub-
mitting to the Supreme Soviet a proposal for a further
substantial reduction of the Armed Forces of the U.S.S.R.
As in the past, we consider it possible to effect this reduction
unilaterally, and irrespective of the progress of disarmament
discussions by the Ten Nation Committee or other interna-
tional agencies.
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- The Council of Ministers of the U.S.S.R. is submitting
for your consideration and approval a proposal for reducing
our armed forces by another 1,200,000. (Stormy, prolonged
applause.y If this proposal is approved by the Supreme
Soviet, our army and navy will be 2,423,000 strong. In
~other words, the strength of our armed forces will be below
the level indicated in the proposals which the United States,
Britain and France put forward during the discussion of
the disarmament problem in 1956. Those proposals fixed
the level of the armed forces of the U.S.S.R. and the United
States at 2,500,000 each. We accepted that proposal and on
more than one occasion advanced it ourselves—on the
understanding, of course, that this would be only a first
step in the reduction of armed forces. In particular, we men-
tioned this figure in the Soviet proposals submitted to the
U.N. General Assembly in the autumn of 1956. More than’
three years have passed since, but no agreement has yet been
reached on the matter. Now we propose reducing the armed
forces to a still lower level and we do so of our own accord,
without procrastination, without wasting time and effort and
without the nervous strain occasioned by interminable dis-
armament disputes with our partners.
We are confident that the Deputies will thoroughly discuss

‘the proposal submitted by the Government to this session

of the Supreme Soviet of the U.S.S.R., and will appreciate
the motives guiding the Central Committee of the Commu-
nist Party and the Soviet Government in the matter.

The security of his country, the safeguarding of the achieve-
ments of the Revolution and the successful building
of communism in our country are the prime concern of every

i . Soviet citizen, and all the more so of a Deputy to the Su-

preme Soviet—an elected representative of the people.
That is why the very first question prompted by the proposals
we have submitted is whether the defence potential of our
country will still be adequate when the measure we are sug-
gesting has been carried out. Why is it that, at a time when
our ill-wishers have not yet discarded the very phrase
“policy from positions of strength”, we, instead of countering
strength with strength, are, in fact, willing to reduce our
army and navy and, consequently, expenditure on arma-
ments? What is the reason? Are we not being somewhat
careless with regard to the security of our country?
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We have made a detailed and comprchensive study of the
matter and consulted the military, the General Staff, and
we reply without hesitation: Our defence will be quite ade-
quate and we have taken everythinginto account realistically.

What is the evidence backing this realistic appraisal
and warranting so momentous a decision? What is the evi-
dence on the strength of which the Deputies can adopt this
decision with firm conviction that it will not prejudice the
defensive capacity of our country?

Our confidence in the soundness of the suggested measures
is based on the fact that the Soviet Union is going through
a period of unprecedented upsurge in the entire national
economy. It is based on the unbreakable moral and polit-
ical unity of Soviet society. Soviet scientists, engineers
and workers have made it possible to equip our armed forces
"with weapons that were unknown to man—atomic, hydro-
gen, rocket and other modern weapons. It is our economic
progress; and the achievements of our scientific and techni-

cal genius, that made it possible to reduce the armed

forces. We are also taking into account the growth and con-
solidation of the mighty socialist camp, which is a reliable
stronghold of peace.

Thanks to the triumph of the Leninist ideas, the con-
struction of a socialist society and further progress in build-
ing communism, our country is now making headway in

all spheres—economy, the living standards of the people,

science, technology and culture. Drawing on these achieve-
ments, our scientists, engineers and workers engaged in the
defence industry have created new modern weapons that are
abreast of the latest developments in science and technology.
This enables us to reduce the armed forces without detriment
to the defence potential of the couniry.

Allow me, Comrade Deputies, to express on your behalf, -

and on behalf of the Soviet Government and the Central Com-
mittee of the Communist Party of the Soviet Union, the
most sincere gratitude to all scientists, engineers, techni-
cians and workers, to all who have been giving all their
knowledge and energy to promote the welfare of our country
and increase its might. (Stormy, prolonged applause.)

The Party, the Government and the entire Soviet people

give their warm thanks to the scientists, engineers, techni-
cians and workers to whose knowledge and effort we owe great
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achievements in developing atomic and hydrogen weapons
- rockets and all the other means that have made it pogsibh;

to raise the defence potential of our country to so high a level

which in turn enables us now to undertake a further reduc-
tion of the armed forces. (Applause.)

The Scviet Union has stockpiled the necessary amount
of atomic and hydrogen weapons. As long as no agrecment

- has beenreached to outlaw nuclear weapons, we are compelled
to continue producing them. To be sure, we have to spend

a good deal for this purpose. But for the time being we

cannot fully renounce the production of nuclear weapons;

such a decision should come as a result of agreement between
the nuclear powers.

Our country has powerful rocketry. The present level of
military technique being what it is, the air force and the
navy have lost their former importance. These arms are
belpg replaced and not reduced. Military aircraft is almost
entirely being replaced by rockets. We have now drastically
rgduced, and apparently will reduce still further, or even
discontinue, the production of bombers and other obsolete
praft. In the navy, the submarine fleet is acquiring great
importance, whereas surface ships can no longer play the
role they played in the past.

Qur armed forces have to a considerable degree been
_SWltCht.Bd to rocket and nuclear weapons. We are perfecting,
and will go on perfecting, these weapons—until they are

_“banned. '

T.he Ceniral Committee of the Communist Party and the
Soviet Government can inform you, Comrade Deputies, that
-the weapons we have now are formidable ones, but what is
in the hatching, so to speak, is still more perfect, still more
formidable. (Stormy applause.) The weapon that is being
d.eveloped and is, as they say, in the portfolio of our scien-
- tists and designers is an incredible weapon.

You will all probably agree, Comrade Deputies, that
- today the question of the numerical strength of armed forces
cannot be approached as it was approached but a few years
ago. Suffice it to say that since 1955 the numerical strength
bf_the armed forces in our country has been reduced by a
third, but their fire-power has increased many times over
«d_urmg the period owing to the development and introduc-
tion of the latest types of modern military equipment,
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In our time, a country’s defensive capacity is not ui(;:

termined by the number of Jiaenl'\ir}delr.argﬂzéoojoﬁ?? fl;c Job

cal an )

form. Apart from the general po iti o oten.

hich I have already spoken, a coun y

ga?depends in decisive measure oD thg fire-power and the
ive S. .

of delivery that country comman .

m?;l?s proposed reduction will in no way reduce the fire

ower of our armed forces, and this is the impo-rtant thmgé
Tn fact, the reason why states mairﬁaﬁn aixinis 1:’5;(1)1 (f?fseto
: i i e to )
dequate fire-power, such as will be a ' :
2\npio§gble enemgf) and restrain him flzom attack, or repulse
i tectively should he try to attack.
hu’i‘lheef'teSoirietyArmy today possesses dsui:h arfntamin;sl pzilj
i has ever had. 1 want 10 e~ -
such fire-power as no army ! phac
unt of nuclearweapo
sise that we already have such an am((iJ Tweapons
i v an appropriate I
atomic and hydrogen weapons an ; : el
iver to the territory of a po
of rockets to deliver them 2 clertia,
i dman were to provoke an & L
aggressor——that if some maaman Jprovoke an oL liter-
stry or on other somahsfu countries,
gi]fv Cv?llil;e ghe country or countries attacking us off the face
. the earth. (Stormy applause.) ) _ )
o f’:& fs perfect(ly clear to all sober—'mmded people that TOT];Z
and hydrogen -weapons are particularly dangeri)lus (I)ltries
countries that are densely popula‘ged. Of course,f a n(ég;lworld
will suffer in one way or another in the event of a AR
war. We, too, shall suffer much, shall sustain greaané) Om,j
' ’ ’ i ferri is immense )
' chall survive. Our territory 18 immense
gg‘;uﬁiion is less concentrated in 1ar€gg 1nd%1]sl’ir1%\lre§§n$ﬁsl
i i untries.
than is the case in many other co . .
i ; ¢ the aggressors start up
suffer incomparably more. I. gressors Statt 1P oad of
-t will be not only their last war, end
:):V; ri’tgi:’m for the peoples will see clearly thathciplta%;sl,xrla
isg Source’ of wars, and will no longer tolerate that system,

which brings suffering and calamities to mankind. (Pro-. 1

lause. o .
Zoanggsicgging al)l this, the Soviet people can be confident

and calm—the Soviet Army’s present armament makes qgr
country quite invulnere?lble. .(S torn’;g{l e(i-pfelfaﬁig o, Aftar
Of course, invulnerability 1s a ra ! : , e
‘ nemies—ior some sta
all. we must not forget that our e - ates
: ' making no secre ,
w themselves to be our enemies, B ; secret ol
2]‘17311“ military and political aims—will not mark time
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If they do not yet have as many rockets as we have, and if
their rockets are less perfect, they have a chance to overcome
their temporary lag, to improve their rocketry, and will
perhaps draw level with us sooner or later.

The United States, for instance, has set out to overtake
the Soviet Union in rocket production within five years.
It will certainly do its utmost to help its rocketry- out
of its present state and raise it to a higher level. But it
would be naive to imagine that we will meanwhile sit
back and relax. Indeed, the Americans themselves are
saying: Why, are the Russians going to play dice and wait.
for us? : :

Naturally, we will do everything to use the time we have
gained in the development of rocket weapons and to keep
our lead in this field until an international agreement on
disarmament is reached. (Prolonged applause.)

But a question suggests itself here. Since the possibility
must not be ruled out that some capitalist countries will
draw level with us in modern armaments, cannot they com-
mit treachery and attack us first in order to exploit the
factor of a surprise attack by so formidable a weapon as
atomic rockets and thereby .secure advantages that may

_help them win? No. Modern means of warfare give no such

advantages to either side.
It is possible to attack first. That wouldn't require much

_brains—it would rather require recklessness, and we real-

ise, of course, that some of our probable enemies are prone
to this sort of thing. It is not an infrequent occurrence that
the advocates of the policy “from positions of strength” be-
come hot-headed and reckless in one country or another,
although it would seem ‘that Hitler’s “laurels” should have
a cooling effect on them. But, apparently, their minds are

- s0 befogged that they have forgotten those serious lessons

of history.
Let us suppose, however, that some state or group of states

were to succeed in preparing and carrying out a surprise

attack on a power possessing nuclear and rocket arms. Would
the aggressor—even allowing for a moment that he succeeded

_in striking a surprise blow—be able to put out of action at

once all the stocks of nuclear weapons, all therocket instal-
lations on the territory of the power attacked? Of course

not. The state subjected to a surprise attack—provided it
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is a big state, of course—would in any case be able to rebuif
the aggressor effectively.

- We are aware that our country is surrounded by forsign
military bases. We therefore distribute our rocket installa-
tions in such a way as to have a double and even treble re-
serve. Ours is a vast territory and we are in a position to
disperse our rocket installations and to camouflage them
well. We are developing such a system that if some means
of retaliation are knocked out, we shall always be able to
resort to the duplicating means and hit the targets from
reserve positions. (Applause.) . ’

That should be quite enough to have a sobering effect
on anyone with a normal mentality, on people who are pre-
pared to answer for their actions to the peoples and who
hold the destinies of the peoples dear. There is no vouching
for madmen, of course. Madmen have always existed and will
probably not become extinct in the future, either. The
only thing is not to forget that whereas in the past the
advent of such madmen to power resulted in bloody wars, it
would in our day be a calamity defying comparison.

Just as a mother sees to it when going out that no in-
flammable material, no matches or electric appliances are
left within the reach of a child who may without knowing
it cause great damage to the house and the city, so the peoples
should see to it that the governments, parliaments and
other offices on which the safeguarding of peace depends
should not be infiltrated by people who set themselves in-
sane, criminal aims. The peoples must show great vigilance
to prevent madmen from using rocket and nuclear weapons
against mankind, until a solution is found to the problem
of general and complete disarmament and, consequently, of

the destruction of all means of warfare. (Prolonged applause.)

THE LESSONS OF THE PAST MUST NOT BE FORGOTTEN

Western leaders have not yet renounced the policy “from
positions of strength” and “on the brink of war”. Although
the principal champion of that policy is dead, his warlike
calls have not yet been scrapped, have not been cast aside.
Chancellor Adenauer is particularly active in this respect.

But Herr Adenauer and those who like to repeat with him
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that they will continue the policy “from positions of strength”
should take a realistic view of things. They should look “un-
de’r the roots”, as Kozma Prutkov used to say. (Animation.)
There was some sort of logic in that policy when the
Western Powers had economic superiority and the monopoly
olf a powerful weapon like the atom bomb, although, even
(t) i}eSI%; :3;;;; };Y-as no reason for /pursumg a policy “from positions
Today, however, when the Soviet Union has atomic and
hydrogen weapons, when ouwr country has demonstrated to the
world its superiority in rocket engineering, when the econo-
my o_f ’ghe Soviet Union and the other socialist countries is
flourishing, when the solid unity of the socialist camp is
a reality and when all peoples are striving to join efforts
to emsure peace, the policy “from positions of strength”
is becoming utterly pointless. ) ‘
What does it mean to bank on the policy “from positions
of -strength” now that the relation of forces has changed?
It means to foredoom oneself to inevitable failure, to follow

" in Hitler’s footsteps.

For it was Hitler who pursued the policy “from positions ‘
of strength” in its naked form. When he came to power he
immediately started on a policy of expansion, a policy of
winning so-called Lebensraum. He announced that he would
make war on the Soviet Union and advance as far as the
Urals, that he would subdue other countries. :

The events which preceded the Second World War are
still fresh in everyome’s memory.%Hitler cynically told
those of like mind: “We must cast aside all sentimentality
and be hard. Some day, when I order war, I shall not hesitate
to send the ten million young men to their death.”
Hitler regarded the other nations and peoples as fertiliser
and slaves for the chosen Aryan race which must rule all.

- To disguise these criminal aims, Hitler called his party -

Nat?onz{zl—Socﬁalist. The nazi leader adopted the term “so-
cialism”, v_fhlch is the most popular with the peoples, in
order to win over as many naive and inexperienced people

.as possible.

- In implementing his policy of conquest, Hitler presented

ultimatums, and began hostilities if they were rejected.

n that manner, he succeeded in overrunning many European

~countries. Intoxicated-by easy victories, Hitler made a-
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gangster-like attack on the Soviet Union. Everyone knows
how the adventure ended. It ended with that madman finding
the right solution, for, when Soviet troops were already
fighting in the streets of Berlin, he killed himself as a scor-
pion~does when ringed by fire.

It “should be borne in mind that on the eve of the Sec-
ond World War the Soviet Union was the only socialist state,
a state in a capitalist encirclement. At that time it was
not we who had superiority in economy and in other resources.
Today the situation is entirely different. Anyone who is

in his right mind and has some little ability of calculat-

ing, reflecting, and understanding the developments which
have taken place during the post-war period, is bound to see
a radical change in the international relation of forces in
favour of socialism. It should be obvious that to pursue a
policy “from positions of strength” with regard to the Soviet
Union and the other socialist countries today is to take the
road of fatal adventures. (4pplause.)

This adventurist policy today finds its most striking
~ expression in West Germany. It will be recalled that one of
Hitler's first reactionary steps after seizing power was
to ban the Communist Party and to persecute working-class
organisations. Adenauer, too, has outlawed the Communist
Party of Germany and launched an offensive against the
trade unions and other democratic organisations of the
working people. One disgraceful trial after anmother is held

in West Germany against persons active in the peace move-
ment. Isn’t that the limit? To put people behind pris- §
on bars merely because they advocate peace in accordance -3
with their convictions is an arbitrary and lawless act -even 4

under the West German Constitution.

Lately there has been an increasingly distinct tendency
in West Germany to whitewash and all but exonerate the
bloody Hitler regime. This tendency was pointed out in

apt terms by Lord Russell. In a letter to the Times,

he called attention to the fact that the secondary school
history books published in the Federal Republic of

Germany in 1958, unlike those published in 1949, say
nothing about the Reichstag fire, the persecution of the

Jewish population, the atrocities perpetrated in co

centration camps, and other crimes of the fascist regime

of Hitler. _ -
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In his letter, Russell cit ecif
; , e ed specific facts borrowed f

]tahekGefrnéan newspaper Die Welt. For example, the tzgiﬁ
aolg lf0 (German hlstogy published in 1949 devoted two and
2 %h pages to the Reichstag fire staged by the nazis where-
textbsoklgl?fd tteftbook says bnot a word about it. "I'he old

, ree pages about the persecuti
but the new one gi i Concontration s,

e ne gives only 14 lines. Concentration
were given five pages in the old textbook, but the ne(;?mps
says nothing at all about them. ' o one
. The recent ar_lti—selgnitic fascist actions in West German
igg?s areha typical sign of growing reaction, whose diverse
i Bglé(zsc gve long bﬁen well known to world public opinion
A ades ago, wnen reaction was rampant i ist :
sia, the “black hundreds” oregani oty o Rus-
¢ ganised anti-semitic
Jst{llggept;ari once. Len1r11 and the Bolsheviks, and all %?riggi
e in gener i

practice.P general, vigorously combated that shameful
- In Germany, Hitler did hi ' i )
, is best to kindle anti-semiti '
He suppressed all.freedom and trampled the demnglcrlasl’?il(;'

- rights underfoot. He did all that to he able to start on his

bloody enterprise, that is, t
3 , s, to unleash a war
The Soviet Union has alw i -

. . _ ays championed, as it does to-
El}g;fmendshfp among all peoples, and friendship ‘with tlclle
Ger (f; np;g?lp B.é;;Ve hz;ye \Iziery %i)od, friendly relations with

) ‘ ocratic hiepublic, and we treasure thi
iﬁ?ﬁﬁ;pﬁﬁi a:i do;t]‘]}g everything to have good friendlls
_with  the est Germans as well. But I

grea:sly fdlsappglnted by the activities of the Gvgie?;l(—a
ment of the Federal Republic of Germany, particularly

thoig of Chancellor Adenauer, aimed at fanning the “cold

-~ We have heard Herr Adenauer’s protestations to the

effect that he is not a revanchist and would not tolerate

- a single. revanchist minister in his cabinet. The German

people indeed do not want to have anything in common with

- revanchists. But how are we to re i

nauer’s st_atemer_lts with the fact thag(‘;]’xllzﬂ\?vg’clgggllg; égg—

iairsr]llrggn_t IES] seeking a revision of the state boundaries estab- |
: in Europe after the Second World War and rises up in

arms against any suggestion for eliminating the survivals

of that war, signing a _ -
L y peace treaty with :
’llshlng a durable peace in Eur‘oge? Germany and estab-
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Or take Adenauer’s latest trip to West Berlin and his
provocative statement that nothing would be left of the
Soviet Union if it came to an atomic war. These facts sug-
gest that Adenauer has not learned the lessons taught to
the German fascists, and is taking the road they followed.
We may well presume that Hitler's final “laurels” cannot
tempt Adenauer.

We -must state most unequivocally that if rabid fas-
cists, such as are now being allowed to assume authority
and command, build up the Bundeswehr and command the
NATO armed forces, were to gain the upper hand in West
Germany, and if those vermin tried to crawl out of their
confines, far from being allowed to crawl as far as Moscow or
Stalingrad, as they did during the Hitler invasion, they
would be crushed on their own soil. (Stormy, prolonged ap-
plause.) .

The policy of the Government of the Federal Republic
of Germany shows most dangerous trends. Unless checked
by the forces of peace, these trends may have most deplorable
consequences and may lead to a third world war.

We cannot help wondering why the war preparations of
the Federal Republic of Germany are meeting with support

on the part of France, Britain and other countries that suf- -

fered from Hitler’'s onslaught. How can those countries-en-
courage West Germany to rearm, help her with their own
" hands to build up her armed forces and equip them with mod-
ern weapons? :

Some politicians of West Germany’'s NATO allies say
frankly and plainly, though they do so behind the scemes

and not in public: Please believe us and try to understand

that if the Federal Republic of Germany stays out of NATO,

if it has no army and spends nothing on armaments, it will -

have great economic advantages over the other Western coun-
tries and will become a still more formidable competitor in
trade. The West German economy is strong and it is ahead

of those of the other NATO countries, except the United
States. It follows that, to such Western politicians, eco-
nomic progress in West Germany on peaceful lines is a very
dangerous thing, while the entry of the Federal Republic
of Germany into NATO and its participation in the arms
race is almost a blessing. They are not averse to handicap-
ping their West German rival with the burden of arms and
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triving to exer ssur he trend of U.S. policy.
5 g to exert pressure on the of policy.
i{:;lg llsfhat is actually left of the few restrictions original
ly imposed on West Germany by the Paris Agreemein’gs since
today the Bundeswehr is receiving atomic and rocket ALweaLp—
ons? All that the makers of the Brussl(lalsdanéi Paris %rseg
: i t in the dead paragrap
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hist policy. ' ‘ .
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ion i it, than an “illusion”.
sion is no more, as he sees it, _ : e
ge]?ancellor says the’mt it is now “more ess?ntlal tha’?oeverd
to keep on increasing the military strength of NA an
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WeTShese factsy comrades, go to show agal‘réhli)m:hlg’:figﬁ
i ’ i treaty wi 0
is the problem of concluding a peace h German
i been urged by the Sov
states, whose solution has long ) : g L
: 1d write finis to the Secon
Government. Such a treaty wou , Jinis to 4 o
an emocratic
rld War for good, assure the peaceiu atic
g\;?relopment of the whole of Germany gnd make hei ilelfl}lle
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i iet Government bo
road of aggression. The Sovie 0 hds ¢ ceful
i be an international proble
ettlement with Germany to
:vhose solution brooks no delay, a problem of the utrgost
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1m‘1%7061‘ will do all in our power to hage thlls %).roblten; ﬁgbg:;{
: i ire to find a solution to -
at last. It is our earnest desire : solution fo the er
roblem in common with our allies in t : gg
Z:rzrilnsptloHitler Germany. We proceed on the understanding
(=]

i [ i ill also be settled thereby
hat the question of West Berlin wi _
tgraguwh z?greement. But if all our efforts towa}“ds concludmg
a peacce treaty with the two German states ﬁre stl_li }rllo;u Ifrov?;leer

i s, i i together wi e o
with success, the Soviet Union, gother Otbe
i illi n.a peace trealy
tries that are willing to do so, will sig 7 4
Sxf)lltlllll Hle German Democratic Republic, with all the attend

ant consequences. (Pralonged applause.)
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 PEACEFUL OBJECTIVES OF THE SOVIET PROPOSALS

Comrade Deputies, some of the Soviet citizens, as well
as our friends, the peace supporters in other countries, may
perhaps wonder whether the new big reduction of the Soviet
Armed Forces will not stimulate activity on the part of the

~* military alignments opposing us. The United States will

have larger armed forces than the Soviet Union. If the Fed-
eral Republic of Germany has nine divisions today, it is
going to have as many as 12 divisions before long. The
NATO military command has about 50 divisions at its dis-

posal in Europe alone. Besides, the European countries in .

the North Atlantic alliance have over 30 divisions under
their national control.

That being so, will not the reduction of the Soviet Army
expose our country, and indeed the cause of peace, to dan-
ger? Will it not tempt the aggressive forces, the enemies
of communism, to begin a war against the Soviet Union
-and the other socialist countries and thereby plunge mankind
into a new carnage? Will it not undermine or lead to the
loss of the Soviet “deterrent”, to use the current Western
term? '

We have considered that and can report to the Supreme
Soviet that the defence potential of our country will not
diminish in the least. In present-day conditions, wars
would not be waged the way they were before. They would
have little in common with the wars of the past. In the
old days the nations tried to keep their armies close to

the frontiers so as to raise a living wall, as it were, of sol- -

diers and guns at the right moment. If any country wanted
to invade another, it had to attack the troops stationed thus
on the border. That was how wars used to begin. At first
fighting broke out on the frontiers of the belligerents and -
that is where the troops were massed.

1f a war were to start now, hostilities would take a
different course since the nations would have means of de-
livering their arms to points thousands of kilometres away.

It is first of all deep in the belligerents’ territory that a
war would start. Furthermore, there would be not a single

capital, no large industrial or administrative centre, and
no strategic area left unattacked in the very first minutes,

let alone days, of the war. In other words, the war would
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start in a different manner, if at all, and would proceed in
a different manner.

A reduction of the numerical strength of our armed
forces will not prevent us from maintaining the country’s
defensive capacity at the proper level. We shall still have
all the means required for the defence of our country, and
our enemy will know it very well. In case he does not, we
are warning him and telling him outright: By reducing the

numerical strength of our armed forces, we shall not be di-

minishing their firc-power. On the contrary, their fire-
power will increase many times over in terms of quality.
(Stormy applause.)

If our Western partners decline to follow our example,
they will disappoint not only progressive people, but all
nations as well. If the Western Powers persist, they will
thereby reveal their aggressiveness and their desire to
continue the arms race and preparations for a new war. By
their policy of arms race, they will be exposing themselves
still more in the eyes of the peoples.

Economically, this policy will overload the budgets
of the capitalist states and lead to an increasing tax
burden.

It goes without saying that we shall have to spend a
certain amount on defence, pending agreement on general

and complete disarmament. But this expenditure will be cut -

down as the armed forces will have been reduced. Besides,
this money will be used more effectively. Obviously, such
a situation will benefit our country as it will help us to
increase our economic power and to provide additional
opportunities of promoting the standard of living, increas-
ing our material wealth, building more homes and reducing
the working day. It follows that the large armies in the
- countries of the military alignment opposing us are our
involuntary allies who will make it easier for us to achieve
our main objective, that is, to surpass the most developed
capitalist countries in all fields—science, output of ma-
chinery and implements of labour, production of consumer
goods, and meeting the requirements of the people. (4p-
plause.) ' ‘
I should like to comment on some speculations which are
now rife abroad concerning our disarmament proposals and

which our ill-wishers will in all probability indulge in
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still more following the new &
L i , and so very impressi e-
duIcttlon o‘ff the Soviet Armed Forces. v mpressive, xe

is often alleged in the West that the Sovi i
olte : : e Soviet U

}ylalpts filsalmament because it is having difficulties ir;tnfll(l)iri
it 1fng its Seven-Year Economic Development Plan. They go
?1(? ar as to assert that the Soviet Union put forward its
1sarmament proposals for the sole purpose of releasing
< =3

- funds to fulfil the Seven-Year Plan. Of course, that is

nothing but an invention of the Soviet Union’s ill-wishers
If there are thosg in the West who imaging I’;]faint}?;lsiftsﬂ.
of the Soviet Union’s economy does not permit of keepinv
an army strong enough to assure cur country’s defence sg
mlg:h the worse for those who think so. B
ur economy, as I have already report i i
good progress and has reached an inprﬁgedee%‘ﬁetis liée%l%%
‘prosperity. But we have a still brighter future in store
bgc;use we have fulfilled the programme for the first yea’{y'
of the Seven-Year Plan and, moreover, produced a large
amount of goc_;ds_ over and above it. Consequently, far fro?n
having any difficulties, we have favourable cond’itions for
a substantial overfulfilment of the Seven-Year Plan. Th
allegat'{ons about difficulties in fulfilling the Seven-Y :
Plgn will therefore not hold water. - -
ome may interpret our proposals for a reducti the
armed forces as having been prompted eXclusiVelgrubc;,ft tg.fe [1;1}:—/
cessity of. saving and accumulating means. As you know
economy is always called for and is always of great practii
(_:.al importance. The lower the costs and the less unprodue-
tive spending, the more means can be allocated for réproduc—

~ ing the means of production, for developing the economy and

hence for increasing output and meeting the material and

- spiritual needs of the people to a fuller extent.

The proposal for the reduction of th iet
Forces, which the Government is submittineg t%ozﬁgtSuAi?;lg
Soviet, will save us approximately 16,000 million o 1%000
million rubles a year. It will be a very tangible sa‘}in
for our people and country. It will help us very considel%

- ably in fulfilling and overfulfilling our economic plans.

(Applause.)

To eliminate unproducti ' i -

' _unproductive spending and provide addi-
:fclopal opportunities for economic progress is a tgsk constantlly
tacing any country, not only ours. I repeat, economy is
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always called for and the problem will always attract unflag-.
ging attention. However, the question of a nation’s defence
transcends the concept of cost, as indeed any other concept
in terms of economy. We are no niggards and we shall not
go chasing the rubles at the risk of imperilling the lives of
our people and the very existence of our country.

It is not from economic or budgetary weakness but from
strength and power that we are undertaking a reduction of
the armed forces. In doing so, we are guided by the peace-
ful aspirations of our people. And it should be clear to
anyone that if there arose a situation calling for more
spending on the maintenance of the armed forces, our budget
and our economy would permit of more than another ten
thousand million rubles being set aside for the promotion
of our country’s security. (Adpplause.) Ii our country were
threatened with immediate attack, we could not only keep
our armed forces at their present strength, but could also
increase them considerably. Our budget, our economy, would
be able to bear the strain, and we could still provide suffi-
cient investments to fulfil the Seven-Year Plan.

What is it, then, that now prompts us to propose reduc--
ing our armed forces? We are prompted by the lofty
humanistic ideals which are inherent in our progressive
world outlook and which completely permeate the life of a
socialist society. It is not from positions of strength but
from positions of reason that we approach the matter.
(Applause.)

The reason why we are reducing our armed forces is that
we want no war, do not intend to attack anyone, do not wish
to threaten anyone and have no predatory aims. Today,
inflated armies, as well as military bases thrust far beyond
national frontiers, are meant for attack and are unnecessary
for defence. By reducing the strength of our armed forces,
we show that the intentions of our country are most peace-
able and not aggressive. For no country planning to attack
another country or group of countries would undertake a
unilateral reduction of itsZarmed forces since, to launch
the attack, it wouldfnot only have to use its fire-power,
including nuclear weapons and rockets, but would also have
to increase the numerical strength of its army.

- Comrade Deputies, we are about to decide a matter of
great historic,importance—a reduction of our armed forces—
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g now, ntry’s might as th
guard over the peaceful labour of the Sovietgpeo le <3(3‘57’tstand
applause.) b, Aiormy
Th? Sov1et¥ people will be most satisfied to learn of meas-
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1 resul bl 1 icemen resumi
gﬁ;{s 111i I;nl(lius’sryilat building sites, on collective and sta?:g
, esea » . A- .
s re estabhshzqents and educational institu-
’ Sé)Vl_et and Pa}'ty b(_)dies will have a great deal of work
sgbsga;lréi;fnnegtﬁon twmh the Government'’s proposal for so
) a reduction of the armed forces, a pr
_ ; _ , oposal
1x:zs{'g;ch‘,?VIeaun suri, :si'_lill behunammously approved by t]fe Dpeopié
. expec at the implementation of thi :
will require from twelve to eight, . even twe
v o eighteen months, or even
yﬁars. dFor there_; yv111 be a large number of men to brel 3\122?
¢ adrge hfrom military service. This should be done without
%IEL ue ﬁs’ae, S0 as not to create any difficulties for them
orough preparation will be required to ensure that the

. men released as a result of demobilisation get jobs, that

they obtain proper employment. The task will be easier in

. the case of the privates and non-coms. They have not served

long and are skilled in specific trades which they will be

- able to take up again. Besides, they are young men who

can easily learn the jobs that suit them,
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It is a more responsible and difficult task to provide
employment for officers and political workers, that is,
professional army personnel. These men need most careful
attention. The officers in our armed forces are well trained.
They have devoted all their energies to studying mili-
tary science and the art of war in order to serve our cocun-
try well. Now they will have to learn new trades and pro-
fessions and to use their knowledge in other fields, but
it will be in the interest of the same common cause of achiev-
ing the triumph of the ideas of Lenin, the triumph of com-
munism. (Prolonged applause.)

We must give them our care and affection so that they

will feel at home in their new environment, in the new con-

ditions in which they will be working. We must help them to

acquire skills that will assure them an adequate income.
" Every one of them will be able to choose a job to his lik-
ing, for there are ample opportunities for that. At their
new work places, they should be received as friends, as

brothers, and treated with special consideration. They

should be helped to acquire the knowledge they will need

for making the best use of their energies in their new fields
of activity, which will not be military but will be con-
corned with the fulfilment of the same tasks—increasing the
might of our country, promoting economic and. cultural
progress and achieving the triumph of communism. {(Ap-

plause.}

These men will be takin
tion, but if the situation
yanks of the valiant Sovi
country. '

The men and officers to be
time to get used to their new
to set up special courses for them to acquire new skills.
We shall be developing civil aviation and some of the air-
men will be able to use their knowledge and experience as
Herymen and fliers will be used

fliers. Some of the arti
in new rocket units; many of them can be employed in the

appropriate branches of the national economy.

Tt will be seen that the question is not one of simply
giving an ex-serviceman a job,
that he is not only well provided for, but also derives mor-
al satisfaction from his work, being aware that he is serving
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ot Army to do their duty to the
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life. It might be advisable
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;?giéalasizg%?t'of orgfaniiation of our armed forceéseitarazl;]
) ition of what Vladimir Ilyich I in did i
v eIl
‘zl;gdeiai_rly years of Soviet rule, but it will be inmdi({%fle(iell:ﬁ:l
eom te;i(’)ilés zjlnii in a somewhat different way. We believe that
personnelonad system will be able to provide the necessary
perso) dar} contingents of population trained in the art
v rl and in the handling of modern weapons. '
militg ;;rnlgm??e%d" we can visualise the possibility of our
Thaty w'lsl eing fOI_'med‘ on the territorial principle
ihe men ill get their military training outside their
i trangpox?iiﬁ;si Osilnds, W]:lllenever necessary, appropriate means
: , such as aircraft and oth ili i
ment, will make it possibl remin thy aaor
ent, ¢ to mass the forces i
priate area of our territ I i e e P
B o e ory. I am saying this so that, in
present reduction of ou :
also bear in mind th e e o
; i e problems that ma ise i ’
furbl}‘xlfe,cfalhng agreement on disarmament. v arise in the
emmgntegzalc (glof]ij?iml’;ct(‘zeh of Oﬁl‘ Party and the Soviet Gov-
en at all our soldiers d i
cers, generals and admirals, wh e
cer _ and a rals, o led the Soviet f i
battle with distinction in the years of the Great PO;‘SreiSot?;

War, will welcome the Soviet Government’s proposal for a

%1:};?2 igﬁ?ian?ﬁdtrteﬁluction of the Soviet Armed Forces
‘ _ n tha e ex-servicemen who take up civili .
i)%l;i ewfzxu11111 ;ﬁg};{; ;2%1; peﬁple zs honourably in thg (f?il(jllc%l%?
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glorious Armed F i 2 Sihey B
Sy _ orces of the Soviet Union. (Prolonged ap-
f01~‘7\/;(3}1 eeiiiplresslour profound gratitude to these comrades
o Alloya and sglﬂess service in the Soviet Armed
y suc;: : ow me to wish jchem, with all my heart, the best

ess in their new fields of activity. May they serve
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re, § is | the interests of the
there, just as loyally and selﬂess_ly, '
Woerlgin;; class and of all the working people Qf the ;Sovm’;
Union for the triumph of communism. (Siormy applause.

PEACEFUL COEXISTENCE IS MADE IMPERATIVE
BY REALITY ITSELF

Comrade Deputies, we are submitting the proposal for ta_
further reduction of our armed forceﬁ. 011: :ge eSV;ir ?:tnfl?ﬁgi’s
us international negotiations at whic e ]
?Jrogramme calling for general and complete d1sar€:a£:r;th ;r;
i i can no ‘
four years will be considered. Everyone
we arznot only putting forward a ;frograr_iim:;e foﬁ ;f;eﬁleegﬁnzﬁg
i 2,
mplete disarmament, but are also unilater
gg CI;I‘I‘Y out the impo;tant measures t]11shp%*ogr..airln1;:1121 kcjlﬁ
i i -~ i teps that wi
for, that is, taking far-reaching s .
i t problems. We
er to reach agreement on disarmamen 3 °
az(l)i’t use words lightly, and back our proposals with prac
ical steps. _
1ncIn in%)ernational affairs, there ha;rf tb(_a;an ilﬁs?l?dcss a‘ﬁ
i i i it w
a proposal being made in the hope tha A !
cirréungstances be turned dov;ln léy ’qhg %t]:{(:)rns;ieg tslilec}?)ti]gr
- ; ;
fair practices are alien to the Soviet Unlor
sociarljist states. We are prepared to carry 1§1to eﬁelcttewc]{nii
is set down in our programme for general and comple s
armament fully and consistently from jche day an ap}'e) o
priate agreement has been reache}(li.tthiltl 1sg$g§is§ ‘}V:cﬁlitate
ce creating conditions that will g faci °
ESZEI;? agreemeﬁt and will, as it were, anticipate its llmtp'les.
mentation. Can the governments of the NATO (iom}c }fége
claim credit for any action like thz}t? Unfortunately,
are as yet no grounds at all for saying they can. wed
We are undertaking a further reduction of our glrl e
forces and we earnestly hope that other countries wi .
likewise. :

The question may be asked why ;veif are nov; urﬁel:)t@l;mf%ez .
i ces of our.
unilateral reduction of our armed Ior r Iree
will while in the past we broke many a lance in striving

for a solution, in agreement with the Western Powers,

i trength of the armed
Lo tl roblem of reducing the str h of the 4
;grcelse t%at is, a solution on the basis of reciprocity. Are
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hot we making a concession? Will this move of ours
not be interpreted as a departure from our own earlier
demands?

I must tell you, Comrade Deputies, that we have taken
account of the possibility of our decision being so inter-
preted. Nevertheless, the Government has found a unilateral
reduction of our armed forces to be a timely measure—for
the following reason.

The Soviet programme for general and complete disarma-
ment was, as [ have mentioned, submitted to the United Na-
tions last September. The U.N. General Assembly resolved
to refer our proposal and the disarmament proposals of other
countries to the Ten Nation Committee for consideration. It
is now four months since the Soviet proposals were submitted,
but the Ten Nation Committee has not got down to business
as yet, although five of its members—the Soviet Union, the
Polish People’s Republic, the Czechoslovak Republic, the
Rumanian People’s Republic and the People’s Republic of
Bulgaria—have on numerous occasions signified their readi-
ness to_carry out this decision of the Fourteenth Session
of the U.N. General Assembly without delay. It had been
agreed with the Western Powers that the Ten Nation Commit-

- tee would meet early this year. Then the date was shifted to

February—certanly not on our initiative—and now -cur
partners have suggested postponing the meeting to March
15, which we have had to accept.

Let there be no mistake. I do not want to say anything
bad either about the Ten Nation Committee itself or about
the important job it is about to undertake. The Soviet Gov-
ernment is greatly interested in the Committee working as
fruitfully as possible and accomplishing the big tasks fac-
ing it. But a good deal of experience has been gained in
the course of post-war disarmament talks and we should be
less than frank if we omitted mention of our apprehensions
at this stage. If that regrettable exXperience recurs in the
Ten Nation Committee, the newly-established body which is
to consider disarmament issues, the progress of negotiations

will be very, very slow and, probably, much water will have
been drunk at the meetings of the
headway towards a disarmament agreement. If the matter of,
say, burying a dead man were to take as much time as the
discussion on the termination of the arms race has taken so

Committee before it makes
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far, then the corpse would have decayed long ago and there
1d be nothing left to bury. _
WO'f}‘lhe Soviet dis%rmament propos;ls Wl];l E};rdl\gfolr)ledt?ggzgr
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undesirab].;e turn. In that case, while c(langaege%) eln o nipe(ilged
iati to our desire,
tiations, we should, contrary | rpeliec
intai t a strength not calle )
to maintain our armed forces a ; Sy
i i i ts of our country’s defe
strictly speaking, by the interes country’s defence.
i vithou i hat we would insist a g
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in present-day conditions would inevitably become a world
war. : '

We have every reason to say that the steps which the
Soviet Union takes unilaterally to ease international ten-
sion have, and will continue to have, a tremendous effect on
the international situation.

Presumably, the peoples and public opinion in the West
will bring greater pressure to bear on those NATO circles
that would like to continue building up armed forces and
armaments. Every time the question of increasing military
appropriations comes up in the parliaments of capitalist
countries, those of their mermbers who are closer to the
people will have good reason to point to the example set by
the Soviet Union, which reduces its armed forces. Any sober-

about the “Soviet military threat” will run dry. But it is
quite safe to say that the number of people who listen to

the “cold warriors” will shrink very considerably. (4p-
plause.)

destroying means of warfare.

The Soviet Unio
helping each other so that the economy of all the countries
will reach the level of the more developed ones. Further-
more, the socialist countries consistently implement the
principle of rendering assistance to economically under-
developed countries. The working people of the socialist
tountries sincerely want the peoples fighting for their
freedom and independence to establish an economy of their
own and to stand firmly on their own feet, so that they will
not depend for economic progress and a higher standard of
living on khand-outs from rich capitalist powers.

The Soviet Union has been helping other countries ag

much as it can. I believe there is no need to list the coun-
tries receiving aid from us or to name the projects being
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carried out there with our assistance, since it would be a
very long list. :

The reduction of our armed forces, that is, the reduc-
tion of expenditure on armaments, will provide even better
opportunities for promoting our economy and, consequently,
increasing assistance to the so-called underdeveloped coun-
tries.

Now as before, we declare that if agreement is reached
on general and complete disarmament, which will release
enormous means, it will be possible as a result to render
greater assistance to all economically underdeveloped coun-
tries. .

Peaceful coexistence of all countries irrespective of
their internal order, of their social systems, is the funda-
mental question today, the question of questions in inter-
national relations. It is only through peaceful coexistence
made secure by disarmament that the high road to a durable
peace lies, the road to mankind’s deliverance from the
nightmare of devastating world wars. Not only the broad
masses of the people, but also many statesmen and political

leaders of the capitalist countries are realising more and

more the necessity of peaceful coexistence.

But there are also those who deliberately distort the
idea of peaceful coexistence. Some of the more stubborn
adherents of the “cold war” are even trying to frighten
the peoples away from peaceful coexistence by representing
it as a kind of diabolical invention of the Communists.

We have repeatedly emphasised that peaceful coexistence
s not someone’s invention but an indisputable fact indicat-
ing the existence of two social systems—socialism and capi-
talism—in the world today. These two social systems are
competing in the economic field and are engaged in an ideo-
logical struggle. This is only natural, it is a necessary
stage in the development of society. The point at issue
is how the question of supericrity of one or the other system
shall be settled, whether through peaceful competition or
through military conflicts. v

The dispute between the two systems can and must be
settled by peaceful means; it is impermissible to settle
controversies between states by force of arms. The struggle
of world outlooks, the struggle for the minds and hearts
of men, will continue even in conditions of the peacgful
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that since the Communists proclaim their faith in the vie-
tory of communist ideology and the ultimate tr}umlﬁl of
socialism and communism throughout the wprld, it fo (})1WS
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will themselves weigh all the facts and when they have
appreciated the essence of Marxism-Leninism, they will
of their own free will choose the more progressive sccial
system.

As for seeing which system is more progressive and just,
that is going to be easier from day to day. Millions of peo-
ple see the evils of capitalism and feel the heavy burden and
utter iniquity of that system of oppression, and as time goes
on they will see them better and feel them more. The peoples
of the capitalist countries see that capitalism means glaring
contrasts between the opulence of the few and the hard life
and semi-starvation of the working man, that it means mil-
lions thrown on the streets as unemployed, and constant

- uncertainty as to the future on the part of those who still

have work. The working people of the capitalist countries
know well what it is to fall ill and have no money for treat- .
ment, no meney to call a doctor and pay for medicines sold
at outrageous prices, what it is to be unable to send their
children to school.

And when people in the capitalist countries compare
their living conditions with those in the socialist coun-
tries, where the people have long forgotten all these troubles,
the conclusions that cccur to them are not hard to guess.
When they compare thelow rate of economic development in
the capitalist countries with the rapid progress of the nation-
al economy of the socialist countries, the imperialist pol-
icy of “cold war” and arms race with the peaceful foreign
policy of the socialist countries and their struggle for disar-
mament, they realise which social system is more just and
progressive.

While today capitalist propaganda still succeeds in
scaring some little-informed people with communism, we can
say with confidence that it is a strictly temporary phenom-
enon. When these people have seen what is what, they will
be ashamed of their present error, and not every grandfather
will make bold to confess to his grandchildren that there
was a time when he was against cecramunism.

Some of the more far-sighted ideologists and policy-mak-
ers of capitalism ‘are already coming to realise that the
social system under which they live and which they defend
is historically duomed. They are afraid of it, and try.to
stave off the inevitablé. They do their utmost to gloss over
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the facts, and avoid calling a spade a spade in the hope of
befogging the minds of the masses.

Take the calls for extending “aid” to the economically
‘backward countries that are coming more and more frequently
from Western statesmen and politicians. It is necessary
to feed the starving in those countries, they say, of they
will claim their rights. To be sure, these calls -are accom- '
panied by a variety of fine words about generosity, humanity
and so on. But what do they actually indicate? Certainly
not Christian love of neighbour, but a most ordinary and
selfish fear on the part of the monopolists. A

Tor decades and even centuries, the imperialists and
colonialists plundered the countries of Asia, Africa and
Latin America which they now have so “generous” an infen-
tion of helping. They extracted untold wealth from the bow-
~ els of those countries but deliberately kept those who ex-

iracted it for them in poverty and ignorance, and exploited
them mercilessly. That is why dozens of countries in Asia,
Africa and Latin America are poor today and rank as econom-
ically underdeveloped. It is not at all because the soil
in those countries is poOTer than elsewhere or the popula-
tions less capable and industrious, but because foreign ex-
ploiters profited by their labour and resources, and waxed
rich at their expense. The result is a situation where the
annual per capita pational income in the colonial powers - &
ranges between approximately 1,000 and 2,000, while in .
the backward countries it is a mere $100 or even less. ,

The time has come Wwhen the robbed are beginning to
realise who robbed them and who is to blame for their
plight. ‘And they are already raising their voice in remind-
er. That is why the colonialists are beginning to sense
that the hour of reckoning will come soon, and are trying
to extricate themselves somehow from this situation.

The existence and progress of the Soviet Union and
the other socialist countries are DO doubt playing a tre-
mendous part in the growth of the self-consciousness of the
colonial or former colonial and semi-colonial countries.
Their progress is there for all to see. Once these countries—
China and some others, for instance—were themselves
exploited and economically backward. But today they have
changed beyond recognition. They hawe made immense
progress in economy and culture, and in the building of a

164

-new society. The socialist states ther s i

o t hereby graphi -
Siffaetg Otiniea la(ivatntages of somalism asa mOIge j?lstc:ildy pdr?)mr(;];—
S capital*s{s em+.1 And there is no escaping these fact§ for
the Marxisjc-LgepU' emen. No matter how much they distort
our Marxisi eninist theory, no matter how much they rz-
sighted.y Thg pSeoples are beconging more and more clear-
ghted. throsvrv : ]fe, ?Tnd become increasingly convinced, that
i gy Lo n egdgm the tyranny of thg exploiters .can7 they
PO , peace and happiness. (Prolonged ap-

T . . s

\ nilv?r 13.1:1(;111511:;1;161.dtcap1t.a115t society is being succeeded by
a oow, Just = ﬁe‘y which provides equal conditions for alyl
and offers all teqeﬁts to every working man. The road of
s new soc :1'3{ is strewn with the magnificent flowers of
advance,is%rre ;i S)Jrﬁ,ibailéulédaﬁge and peace, a'lnd its victorious
S e . Such is the law of historical progress.

O S 3

C . )
tion(;mfiiif t]ieputles, I have submitted to you, on instruc-
prral el e Central Committee of the C.P.S’.U. and t];3
armed forZ:sm%lem’ new proposals for the reduction of dul(?
country Wil %{puttlpg these proposals into practice, our
. make an important contributi :
world peace. ion to a durable
The Soviet peo : '
s > ple are confident of thei
’gllilll; iplendld communist future. That is f;ﬁfgg%fﬁ and
and f01? pllzgss' é’.‘)ldlyy ﬁI:Iqu and vigorously for ’disarmanggg;
Soviet PI;op‘l?é i:igllcgndltmns for peaceful coexistence. The
0 e i S
an% ?131&1'17 also to take :lffsyzlg?g for other countries, big
socigt;wéﬁg Iénswervingly the road of building a communisf
the gre’at ci\ us((;v(l)? Union will continue firmly to -uphold
plause.) Peace among the nations. (Stormy ap-

Long live peace th o
longed applause. Al i‘;.s‘oel.l)ghout the world! (Stormy, pro-




LAW
ON A FURTHER CONSIDERABLE REDUCTION
OF THE ARMED FORCES OF THE U.S.S.R.

Passed on January 15, 1960
preme Soviet of the U.S.S.E.,

(Gazette of the Sw
Ne. 3, 1960)

Having carefully studied the present international si-
tnation and thoroughly weighed all circumstances, the
Supreme Soviet of the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics

considers it possible and advisable to undertake a further
considerable reduction of the Armed Forces of the U.S.8.R.
In adopting this decision the Supreme Soviet of the
U.S.S.R. proceeds from the fact that the great trivmphs
scored by the Soviet people in building communism have
ensured an unprecedented growth of our country’s might and
have given rise to basic changes in the international situa-
tion. The might of the socialist camp as a whole is like-
wise influencing this situation on 2 steadily growing scale.
Tn these conditions, with the understanding and support
of all peace-loving forces in the world, the peaceful policy
of the Soviet Union and the other countries of the camp of
socialism has secured a certain improvement in the interna-
tional situation. For the first time in many years, tension
in the relations between states belonging to different so-
cial systems has begun to relax. An extremely important
contribution towards the relaxation of this temsion was
made by the historic visit to the United States of America
by N. S. Khrushchov, Chairman of the Council of Ministers
of the U.S.S.R., and his talks with President Eisenhower

of the U.S.A.

The foreign policy of th
Leninist principle of peaceful coexiste
different social systems. Guided by this
Soviet State has, from the very
consistently and perseveringly wo
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intain t! atrv's defensive capacity on the
to maintain the countrys de :
rebl)lired level and preserve the ngcessary_Armed Forc]oii
of%he U.S.S.R. and armaments antil international agreeme
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th the greatest military mig :
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MESSAGE

Or THE SUPREME SOVIET
OF THE UNION OF SOVIET SOCIALIST REPUBLICS
TO THE PARLIAMENTS AND GOVERNMENTS
OF ALL THE STATES IN THE WORLD

Adopted on January 15, 1960

(Gazette of the Supreme Seviei of the U.S.8.R.,
No. 3, 1969)

The Supreme Soviet of the Union of Soviet Socialist
Republics has decided to address a message to the parlia-
ments and governments of all the states in the world on a
question of vital importance that concerns the interests
of the whole of mankind.

Without waiting for the question of disarmament to be
agreed upon on an international level, the Supreme Soviet
of the U.3.8.R. has decreed a further large reduction of
the Armed Forces of the U.S5.S5.R. We have passed a Law on
veducing them by another third, namely, by one million
two hundred thousand men. The armaments of the army and
navy and also military expenditures will be reduced.

When the Law we have adopted today will have been put

into effect, two million four hundred and twenty-three

thousand men will remain in cur army and navy.

It will be recalled that during the discussion of the dis-
armament problem in 1956, the U.S.A., Britain and France
proposed that the Soviet Union and the United States of
America should each have two and a half million men in

~ their armed forces. The Soviet Government, it goes without

saying, accepted their proposal on the assumption that it
will only be the first step in disarmament. But as soon as

" the Soviet Union accepted the proposed figure, those who pro-

posed it turned it down themselves.

Three years have passed since then. Efforts to reach
agreement with the Western Powers proved unsuccessful.
The question arises: What next? Our Government, which
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has, prior to this, already reduced our armed forces and mili-
tary budget several times unilaterally, has decided to take
a new courageous and noble step, that of again considerably
reducing our armed forces without further delay.

In passing the Law on a Further Considerable Reduction
of the Armed Forces of the U.S.8.R., the Supreme Soviet of
the U.S.S.R. proceeded from a realistic evaluation of the
international situation mow taking shape. Indeed, there
has been a marked relaxation in tension in the relations
between states. The prospects for strengthening peace are
now much greater. The indisputable truth that peaceful
coexistence of states with different social systems is a his-
torical fact and a vital necessity in the modern stage of
human development is being increasingly appreciated by

_ the peoples and by political leaders and statesmen.

Meetings and contacts between leading statesmen are .

becoming an effective method of decreasing tension and
settling the most complicated international issues. The
visit paid to the U.S.A. by N. S. Khrushchov, Chairman of
the Council of Ministers of the U.S.S.R., and his talks
with President Dwight D. Eisenhower started a new page in
international relations—peaceful talks aimed at settling
outstanding international problems left over from the Sec-
ond World War or engendered in the years of the arms race
and the “cold war”. The only possible way of settling out-
standing issues is through negotiation. This is one of the
principal conclusions that was recognised and recorded in
the Joint Soviet-American Communiqué of September 27,
1959. An atmosphere of frankness, a direct and open state-
ment of one’s positions and a comstructive approach with

regard to mutual interests, which marked the talks between -

the Chairman of the Council of Ministers of the U.S.S.R. and
the President of the U.S.A., are an example which has to be
followed if there is a genuine desire to achieve a sweeping
improvement of the international situation.

The Supreme Soviet of the U.S.S.R. expresses the hope
that a similar constructive approach will be displayed at
the coming conference of heads of state, on the convocation
of which agreement has now at last been reached. The
peoples expect that this Summit meeting will lead to new
positive improvements in international relations and will
help to solve the problem of disarmament.
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to direct large additional resources into housing construc-
tion, public health and education, increasing the incomes
of the working people and aid to the economically under-
developed countries.

Implementation of the great programme of general and
. complete disarmament, put forward by the Soviet Union,
would allow turning immense material and spiritual forces

towards the creation of a life worthy of man.

In the past four years alone the Armed Forces of the

U.S.S.R. have been unilaterally reduced by a total of
2,140,000 men, and now we are again reducing them by a
further 1,200,000 men. In the course of these years the
Soviet Union has completely withdrawn its troops from the
Rumanian People’s Republic, substantially reduced its
armed forces stationed in the German Democratic Republic
and the Hungarian People’s Republic, and dismantled its
military bases in the territory of other states.

The Soviet Union is systematically, from year to year,
reducing the allocations on military requirements from the
State Budget of the U.S.S5.R. In 1960 the share of these
allocations only added up to 12.9 per cent of the total ex-
penditures of the State Budget of the U.5.5.I. as against
19.9 per cent in 1955.

We sincerely believe that the adoption of the Law on
a Further Considerable Reduction of the Armed Forces of the
U.S.S.R. by the Supreme Soviet of the U.5.3.R. will be a
major contribution towards further improving the interna-
tional situation. -

Today, when talks between states on the question of
general and complete disarmament are at hand, particularly
great importance attaches to practical unilateral steps to
reduce armaments. Such measures by states would help to
create an atmosphere of trust and would contribute to the

~success of the forthcoming talks. They are all the more
necessary because in spite of the relaxation of internation-

al tension that has been achieved there still ave forces in.

the world that are trying to hinder the discontinuance of
the universally hated “cold war” and arms race. West Ger-
many is being rearmed and the supply of atomic and rocket
weapons to her is fraught with grave consequences to the
cause of peace in Europe and in the world as a whole. In

some countries demands that the long-bankrupt “irom posi-
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REPORT

by Deputy A. A. Gromyko, ‘
Minister ,g)r Foreign Affairs of the USE)P;,S o
“On the Geneva Negotiations” Delivered at the Firs §s
of the Sixth Supreme Soviet of the U.S.S.R.
April 24, 1962
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to fulfil this great task is being -

plainly—with the intention of contributing to the solution
of the disarmament problem and to the discontinuance of
nuclear weapons tests.

Spokesmen of the -other policy—the delegations of the
Western Powers—brought to Geneva an entirely different
“kind of goods. The poliey of those powers is aimed at en-
suring that the Committee encounters turther obstacles in
its effort to reach agreement on disarmament and that,
moreover, its meetings are accompanied by the thunder of
nuclear explosions.

True, before the Commitiee began its work the heads
of the U.S. and British delegations held in the lobby heat-

ed discussions about disarmament. From what they said one

might have imagined that they had all but brought with
them a draft agreement on general and complete disarmament
ready for signing and were going to hand it to us right
in the corridor of the Palais des Nations, even before the
Ministers took their places at the conference table, as if
to say: “Here’s the text, let us sign it and put an end to it.”
But, of course, nothing of the kind happened.

As regards France, whose government declared, before

~ the Committee began its work, that it was interested in

solving the disarmament problem, she has simply left her

- seat at the conference vacant. This is said to have a deep
meaning. If so, it must be so deep that common sense cannot

fathom it. -

What did the Committee begin with? On the instructions
of the Soviet Government our delegation submitted, at the
very first meeting, a concrete draft Treaty on General and
Complete Disarmament Under Strict International Control.-
The draft is based on the memorable programme which N, S,
Khrushchov, head of the Soviet Government, proclaimed from
the rostrum of the U.N. General Assembly two and a half

years ago. Mankind will always be grateful to the Soviet

Government for putting forward that historic programme in-
spired by humanism and by the desire to deliver the peoples
for ever from the calamities of war.

It would be no exaggeration to say that the submission

. of our draft Treaty was the outstanding event in the work
" of the Eighteen Nation Committee.

Some people on the Committee told us frankly that

while they had looked forward to new major proposals on
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the part of the Soviet Government, they had had no idea
that it would come forward with a document specifying the
whole process of disarmament, from beginning to end, in
such clear and. precise terms, in almost mathematical lan-
guage. The interest arcused by our proposals throughout
theworld was so great that the spokesmen of the Western
Powers did not this time venture to affect indifference.
Indeed, they would hardly have succeeded under the circum-
stances.

When the Eighteen Nation Committee had just begun its
work a U.N. report was published in Geneva pointing out
that the world’s military spending is about $120,000 mil-
lion a year. This amount nearly equals half the sum spent an-
nually by way of capital investment throughout the world.
You may recall that the armed forces of the countries of
the world, the war industry and the industries catering for
it employ approximately 100 million people. The Soviet
Government solemnly proposes ending this folly.

You are familiar with the draft Treaty on General and
Complete Disarmament, Comrade Deputies. I will therefore -
say only a few words about it. It is a Treaty whose every
section and every paragraph is replete with specific com-
mitments on the part of states with regard to disarmament
measures and to corresponding measures of control.

As soon as the Treaty became operative, the arms race,
which today involves dozens of countries, would begin to
decline—armaments would start to flow continuously from
the arsenals and stores to be destroyed under international
control, until the armouries and dumps were completely emp-
tied. In a mere four years no more nuclear bombs, no tanks
and artillery, no navies and no air forces at all would be left,
the armies would be completely disbanded and all military
institutions—from general staffs to military commissariats—

would be abolished.

It is proposed to break up and eliminate the whole war
machine in three consecutive stages, within which disarma-
ment and control measures would be so distributed as to
prevent any state from gaining unilateral military advan-
tages in the course of disarmament.

At the very first stage, that is, in less than two years,

a danger would be removed which has caused concern to

the peoples of all countries ever since Hiroshima—the
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obligations to be assumed by the Chinese People’s Republic
under a disarmament agreement can only be discussed and
settled with the C.P.R. participating. We made this clear
to our conference partners at the cutset of the Committee’s
work. : _
Geneva, whose very paving stones could tell of the sad
experience of fruitless attempts to initiate disarmament,
witnessed  for the first time discussions launched with a
strong desire on the part of the overwhelming majority of
the delegates to reach agreement on disarmament.

Our draft Treaty, which alsc expresses the peace poli-
cy of the other socialist countries, aroused the liveliest
interest’ and won support for its fundamental propositions
among the neutralist countries represented on the Com-
mittee.

We saw that the Indian delegation was striving to steer
a course similar to ours when its head, Mr. Krishna Menon,
stated at the Committee meeting on March 206: “We think
that either a treaty or a draft of a treaty ... covering the
whole of this picture must emerge from this Conference.”

Next day Dr. Fawzi, Foreign Minister of the United
Arab Republic, declared that “the draft treaty submitted by
the Soviet Government ‘on general and complete disarma-

ment’ seems to represent some steps in the right direction”.

 We were gratified to hear Mr. Wachuku, Foreign Minis-
ter of the young African state of Nigeria, say the follow-
ing: “My delegation and indeed my country, Nigeria, be-
lieve passionately in peace, and will work unrelentingly
toward the achievement of general and complete disarma-
ment.”

Similar considerations were clearly discernible in the
statements of the representatives of almost all the neutralist

countries. - .
What about the Western Powers? What was their stand

in the Committee?

The United States and its allies submitted no draft trea-.

ty at all by the time the Committee had begun its work,
nor was that an accident, of course. Apparently, they find
it rather difficult to pass from general, occasionally fine-

 sounding phrases about the benefits of disarmament fo-
the statement of specific undertakings that could go into

the articles of a treaty on gemeral and complete disarma-
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As in the past, the U.S. Government advocates estab-
lishing control for the sake of control, or for the sake of
reconnaissance. to be exact. The only difference is that this
time it says no one sbould worry that the control bodies
would at once extend their activity to the whole territory
of a country. To begin with, it says, let us divide every
country into sections, or geographical zones. As soon as
armed forces and armaments began to be cut—if only by 10
per cent—we would open those sections to enable the control
personnel to enter any one of them at any time they wish,
and to exercise their control not only over the armed forces
and armaments being reduced, but also over those remain-
ing. And it is represented as something entirely new that
the control personnel would not inspect all the zones at
once, as if it could make -any real difference to us that
that kind of control over disarmament, that is, virtually
international espionage, would be effected in one zone of the
Soviet Union, say, early in May and in ancther late.in May.

But that is nothing new at all. NATO generals simply
want to use those sections as a means of organising a sort
of X-ray examination of the whole area of the Soviet Union.-
Here are some revealing illustrations.

The U.S. Assistant Secretary for Defence, Mr. Gilpat-
ric, made no bones about declaring, when the Eighteen Na-
tion Committee had already begun its work, that as far as the
Pentagon was concerned, the important thing was to “deter-
mine precisely” the system of targets on Soviet territory,
adding that this would make it possible to prepare more dev-

astating blows with less expenditure. And here is ancther |

utterance in favour of recomnaissance on Soviet soil: “The
reconnaissance of targets is becoming the decisive factor
in air warfare.” This statement is straightforward enough
and as blunt as any Blimp can make it, and it comes from a
man who seems to be versed in the strategic problems of
NATO. He is Helmut Schmidt, a West German military
expert—the blabbing kind, it is true, but an expert never-
theless.

As you see, the proposal for inspection by zones is not
very original. Yet the U.S. Secretary of State, Mr. Rusk,
tried to make it out to be almost a concession to the Soviet
demand that control measures be coupled with disarmament

measures.
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Much the same was proposed at Geneva b |
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Incidentally, when Secretary of State Home was in

Geneva he spoke a great deal about the need to seek ways - |
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%ondbetween East and West. But he had hardly rg’surned to

ondaon when, in a speech he made in the House of Lords the
.ver'y ‘%ext ‘day, hesaid no more and no less than ‘the follow-
i)lég.a ension ér}?y be Fart of our human condition. It may

pre-conaition of progr i io1

would Msgnate prog ess,‘and without ten51_o_n we

The question ‘arises: which Briti ini =

[ 1 : ritish Minister are we t

beheve? Is it to bethe one who in Geneva advocated bringj(3
:lmg the positions of East and West cleser together and
essening tension, or the other who addressed the House

‘of Lords?

Eighteen months ago Comrade Khr i

: ushchov said at th
15thGSess1on of the U.N . General Assembly that the Soe-)
viet Government was willing to accept any Western proposals

“for control over disarmament provided the Western Powers

accepted our proposals for general and complete disarmament.
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Where is the reply of the Western Powers to that statement
of the head of the Soviet Government? There is no reply.

During the Geneva discussions our conference partners
from the West also made direct attempts to secure for them-
selves unilateral advantages in disarmament to the detri-
ment of the security of the Soviet Union. The United
States, for example, proposes reducing nuclear weapon de-
livery vehicles, and basic conventional weapons, by 30 per.
cent in three years. For one fleeting moment this may seem
to be a disarmament measure, after all. But the question
asks itself at once: what are the types of armament by
means. of which the U.S. Government expects to scrape to-
gether the 30 per cent cut?

The idea was already clear when the U.S. Secretary of
State declared in the Eighteen Nation Committee: “We
propose that strategic delivery vehicles be reduced not
only in numbers but also in destructive capability.” The
aims of the U.S. Government became clearer still after
it had submitted to the Committee the outline I have men-
tioned. First and foremost it is interested in missiles
having a range of 5,000 kilometres or more, that is,
intercontinental and global missiles.

" As for things like U.S. military bases and troops on
foreign soil, inciuding those not far from the frontiers of
socialist countries—bases and troops having bomber air-
craft and rocket installations—the U.S. Government again
lost sight of them as of something of a trifle. The U.S.
proposals put off their abolition to the last stage, the third,
and what is more, they give no indication at all of the
length of that stage, which may be taken to last.ten, twenty
or fifty years. In other words, no time limits are set for the
dismantling of foreign military bases and for the withdrawal
of troops from foreign scil. One wonders what becomes of
American efficiency and punctuality when it is a question
of fixing the time limits for the abolition of foreign mili-
tary bases and the withdrawal of foreign troops.

Plainly, this proposal, which is aimed at undermining

the defence might of the Soviet Union while leaving the
military fist ¢f NATO clenched, envisages anything but

agreement.
Surely that is not fair partnership in disarmament talks.

For we are told, in effect, that the rockets at U.S. mili-
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tary bases will be trained on us as in the past, and bombers
will stand by there with their motors running and with
loafis of nuclear bombs on board, and as for us, the Soviet
Union, we are expected to rely on the peaceful intentions of
NATO and scrap our intercontinental and global missiles.
How can this stand of the Western Powers make for confi-

v .
dence, and can we consider that they are taking a serious

approach to disarmament problems? We certainly have
no grounds for such an opinion.

One cannot help recalling at this point the stand of
the main participants in the disarmament talks in the
League of Nations. At that time the Western Powers admit-
ted of disarmament, if at all, only at the expense of the

- Soviet Union. Indeed, they would have had nothing at all

against the Soviet Union disarming. But whenever it was a
question of reducing air forces, navies and other armaments,

~ they could not come to terms even among themselves. Brit-

ain, France, Germany and Italy made of the negotiations a
sort of game in which everyone was trying to fool everyone
else. The British, as we know, have never really liked
submeu_"mes. That is why they sought to bring about the
scrapping of submarines, which France showed off. The
French, on the other hand, urged the scrapping of battle-

ships, the pride of the British Admiralty. Either side tried

on various pretexts to keep intact the armaments in which
it was strong. , :
M. Briand, then Foreign Minister of France, who saw

perfectly through the stratagems used by the two parties, -

once said sarcastically: “The British Admiralty builds

battleships to fish herring in the Channel, and we build

our submarines to explore the floor of that strait.”
The U.S. representatives who have put forward their
proposal concerning missiles are evidently not in a joking

mood, but their stand is not far removed from what M. Bri-

and' ridic}lled so wittily. They seem to say: “We don’t like
Soviet missiles—they fly too far and hit their targets too
well. They should be destroyed. As regards our atomic bomb-
er bases scattered all over the world, they should be re-
tained.” But what for? Surely not for weather observation?

To that we could say, if we followed M. Briand’s ex-
ample: “Remove your bases, destroy your aireraft—they
smoke too hard in the sky. As regards our missiles, we will
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keep them because we need them to measure the temperature
above the clouds.” _

The U.S. Government is becoming more and more insist-
ent in stressing in the Committee the necessity of banning
the use of outer space for military purpeses. We have no-
ticed that it has been particularly insistent in proposing
~that since Comrade Khrushchov's statement about the making
of a global missile in the Soviet Union. Of course, a ban
on the military use of outer space would be a good idea,
and the Soviet Government has also made proposals on this
score. Qur draft Treaty on General and Complete Disarma-
ment contains a special provision to the effect that the
launching of rockets and space devices should be carried

out exclusively for peaceful purposes. But this cannot -

be decided in isolation f{rom other disarmament

measures.
How does the U.S. Government visualise the decision

of this question? To judge by the utterances of the U.S.
representatives on the Committee, this question, too, is
being raised by the United States with an eye to getting
at intercontinental and global missiles and depriving the
Soviet Union of its more powerful means of defence and of
retaliation against an aggressor.

Can we consider such a proposal to be aimed at a
disarmament agreement? No, we cannot, in this case
either. : v

The Eighteen Nation Committee has yet another U.S.

- proposal, which calls for discontinuing at the first stage
the production of fissionable materials for military pur-
. poses and for each party turning, say, 50 tons of such ma-

terials to peaceful uses. Credulous people may at first imag- -

ine that this proposal either leads straight to disarmament
or, at any rate, circles somewhere about it. In reality it
has nothing in common with disarmament. :

For it is well known that the countries concerned have

already accumulated such quantities of fissionable materials -

that even if their stocks are somewhat reduced, a great many
nuclear bombs and charges can still be made from these
materialis. Needless to say that the atom and hydrogen
bombs already manufactured will not at all be affected by
the measure which the United States proposes, and they will
continue to be fully ready for use against peoples. :

184

Note that in this case. too, th i
. il , ; the United States is t
11is ramified network of military bases on foreign so(i)lkiil—)
c I;lrdﬁ.ng .areas-adjoining the Soviet Union ’

18 1s, in substance, all that the Wéster

1 . , n Powers
ﬁlloposmg to us at Geneva. You will see, Comrade Deputiize

ha.t 1»lthe U.S. proposals in the Eighteen Nation Committee
which are backed by America’s NATO allies, imply anything

but general and complete disarmament. It would be more

. armament is the withdrawal of troops from foreign soil—

naturally, with the simultane i ing

1 , ous dismantling of forej
ﬁllllltary bases. Implementation of the Sovietg proposzilgsn

e s%qkesmen of the two powers contend, would lead to
%omet ing terrible: the U.S. troops would pull out of
tl'lﬁOIi))e across the ocean, while the Soviet troops would
]Sjolme §1n Eufopéz, aﬁthough they, too, would have gone

om Polan i i

Hanoans » the German Democratic Republic and

We may well ask: where i

i : should Soviet t
co%llng back home but in the Soviet Union? roops be on

€ opponents of the Soviet proposals re ;

I & S posals resort to yet an-
other argument. There ig little point, they say, in rfa{;tech?rrllg
agreement on a treaty on general and complete disarma-
]J;nent, beqause the _legislative bodies of some Western

owers will not ra.tlfy the treaty anyway. They may
;gree to the adoption of certain measures, but we had
meet;:;a;r not 1ﬁ’§rﬁduce at all the whole set .of disarmament
es, which are expected i
Dy, Toams p to be carried oqut over a
It is known, for exampl 1 :

s ] , ple, that the U.S. Congress is n
cons%del."mg a programme in which the growth ong.S. arngz
;Jgentsbm .the next five years is meticulously scheduled

c}ge y stage. It follows that the U.S. Congress can adopt
a hve-year armament programme but does not see its way

- to adopt a four-year programme for general and complete

disarmament,
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But such a state of affairs is hardly acceptable in inter-
national relations.

From the very first days the participants in the Gene-
va discussions were faced with the problem of organising
their work in such a way as to make it fruitful. Since the
Soviet Union was the only one to have submitted a draft
Treaty covering the entire process of disarmament from
beginning to end, most of the members of the Eighteen
Nation Committee inclined, naturally, to the opinion that
the order of discussion in the Committee should follow that
document, article by article.. ‘

The delegations which do mot like our draft took this
fact into account, even though reluctantly. But the Com-
mittee had scarcely got down to discussing our draft when.
the Western delegations began to urge us to let various
groups of technical experts to work on the Treaty, to let
them study and discuss it. But anyone who is more or less
familiar with what the work of experts means when they are
assigned disarmament questions knows well that it is the
surest way to ruin the enterprise. It is not for nothing
_that the technical experts who in the past were drawn into
disarmament pegotiations have become the butt of jokes.
They are said—also by themselves—to be people who every
year are -learning more and more about less and less. If
the Committee were to take that road, none of the
Ministers attending at the initial stage of the Committee’s
work would probably live to see the end of -the experts’
discussions. Besides, it would take more than one gene-
ration of experts to handle the job.

Vhat has occurred in the Eighteen Nation Committee
since it began its work is added evidence that contrary to
the will of the peoples, certain circles in the West are trying

to set up more and more and ever higher barriers to.

disarmament. It is known that behind the policy of block-
ing disarmament are small but influential monopoly

groups.

Those groups fear disarmament only because they fear

that they may be deprived of the fabulous profits they are
making from the manufacture of destructive weapons. For
them arms production is a gold conveyor belt which may be

said to deliver simultaneously nuclear bombs, rockets and -

bombers as well as dollars, pounds sterling and francs,
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which accumulate in .
phich ‘ the bapk accounts of arms manufac-
Along with draftin ‘
) Ing a treaty on general and compl
glgaaor‘f?;m;rllt, th? EilghicleenlN ation Cobmmittee is disclﬁgsie;;
oposal which calls for effecting even n Vi
. - . . - OW, - 2
gpt Waltlng till tl}e_negotlatlons on genebral and comwié?e
t1s.al.Imame_nt are finished, a series of steps to ease.vgorld
ens101f1, promote international confidence and create a
‘?}112;2 Stz\;ggr%ﬁle atm-cilsphere for disarmament. What are
! Lhey are the prohibition of w '
establishment of denucleari - yoregenda, the
arised zones in various wnarts of
ta]r11<i1 Sglgi)f;{l thp tpreveFtlﬁ)n of the further spread ofpmucsleél)ljz
, nclation of their use, and so on. Thes ’
’ . e pr
brought a fayourable response from most of the arl’zigip “O SH%S
in the negotiations. d P
ThTaléel the_ proposal .for establishing denuclearised Zones
g Le egates of .the independent countries of Asia Africa;
;ghcy aglfn Slé;tnprlga ar%gsreatly preoccupied with the U.S
toning U.S. nuclear arms forei
Sr. Dantas, Forei iniste i roing. Tt
T, , gn Minister of Brazil, voicine th
: ' , at sen-
H:gelgcé ?gt}}iﬂy ._posedp X:Led (question: who is t§ decide eonn
) ol those arms? And he answered his i
saying that it would not be the countri e those s
: ntries where those
were stationed but the countries whicl “His
he ich owned them. Hi
svpeech' expressed.legmmate concern over the securityHCIE
countries if foreign generals were to order the use of nu-

- clear arms stationed on the territory of countries lacking

such arms. That concern was sh i i
con . ared, in particular, by th
;i}(leieig’éi;ssoff ?t}l}l}lp%‘a, Nigeria and Burma, who sdppzrteg
‘ establishing atom-free zones in Africa and
_ th
Ereas_. The Mexwan Government has adopted a dec?sioeli
bzgirgéli%l;he 1¥1tlport of nuclear arms into Mexico thereby
on its own, so to s i e i
brgiomg on s o ay, to implement the idea of
The detailed pro ‘ i .
posal of the Polish People’ i
. ple’s Republ
for in. atom-free zone in Central Europe likewise afouselc(l;
grea 1élterest among the Committee members. It was justly
ssessed by many delegations as a useful idea, as a wise
meoasure _for the promotion of Eureopean peace. 7 ’
. %efof the proposals under discussion is the Soviet pro-
govail . ar banning war propaganda, a proposal which the
et Government has been putting forward over a number
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of years. It is encouraging that mqstof the deledgat;(.ms
have already pronounced themselves in favour of adop Eng
an international declaration outlawing ‘war propagan f.
But, unfortunately, the U.S. representatives are trying 2
raise obstacles. They have no arguments to advan}fe .adgam:ist
our proposal for banning war propaganda, anfil:l esi eséal
would be rather awkward to conter}d against such a proposal.
Nevertheless, they do contend against it, and yvhat is ino;elz
in recent days it has occurred to them that if agpeaiD On
war are to be banned, perhaps a ban could also et pu 0f
Marxism-Leninism. (Laughter.) The U.S. _Secre a%?y pn
State, Mr. Rusk, made no such statement during h1§ S 3317\/1 1r
Geneva. But later on his deputy in the .delega;clmn,b .
Dean, who must be a daredevil, made up his mind to ai)r'?
away, so to speak. Even Geneva old-timers can remember
hi uite like it. ' '
no:uftillarlltgisqtblte situation as regards the talks in the Eighteen
tion ittee. ) :
NaYt}oOlf g?llfrélele, Comrade Deputies, that there is no rea;
son to think the Commitee has come close to working ou
i ent measures. ) _
re%a((iilsﬁflrfagsk been: merely to expose certain c1rcl_§s oi
the capitalist powers and thei.r policy on d1sarr{1&menT,h:ge
would not have had to stay in Geneva for so long. e
days would have heen enough to reveal that ’chqset ml]é‘f*hf
are as unwilling to disarm as ever. But our task flsd’? ga_
for disarmament, to demonstrate the necessity (})1 %aan}xllat
ment, in particular to the Western Powgrs, and that is w ‘
our country and our allies have been doing. i1 stan : .
While the Committee is only past the initia sfabe 101—
its work, it is obvious already that the pressure o %)ep -
lar demand for general and comp}etg disarmament is Iéngo
ing a fresh breeze into the negotiations. _Those ofpp%se o
disarmament are clearly on thg defensive. A achorC ;)1_
this, comrades, is the truly titanic effort mgde by the ent
tral Committee of our Party, by the SoY1et G(;lvernmel :
and Comrade Khrushchov to draw the attention of the fpeop (:v
to the disarmament problem and reyeal the danger o alp(? _
war. A factor for it is the magnetism of our peace c%)of 1nZé
our great plans for communist construction, ap(ildoutl'h e.i 0
might, all of which protect, like a steel shie " eblldl
pendence of many countries of the world that today boldly
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join their voice to ours in calling for peace and disarma-
ment. (Adpplause.) We welcome that voice, which merges
with the voice of the Soviet state and its allies in the
struggle for disarmament and peace.

I would like to state,. Comrade Deputies, that the offi-
cial visit which I paid to Yugoslavia by decision of the Gov-
ernment to reciprocate the visit which Comrade K. Popovié,
Foreign Secretary of the Federal People’s Republic of Yugo-
slavia, paid the Soviet Union last year, provided further con-
firmation of the fact that the views of the Soviet Union
and Yugoslavia on disarmament are essentially identical.
Our views on a number of other important worid problems
either coincide or are akin. This is good, of course, it meets
the interests of both countries and of the further develop-
ment of Soviet-Yugoslav Cco-operation. (Applause.)

Prominent in the Geneva discussions is the problem of
banning nuclear tests. This is understandable, for the U.S.
Government, as well as the British, brought the Eighteen
Nation Committee their own prepared solution of the prob-
lem, namely, to carry out the new series of nuclear weap-
ons tests in the atmosphere they have scheduled, The sole
purpose of their assertions that they desired to end nu-
clear tests—including the joint statement which the United
States and Britain made on April 10 last—was, as Comrade
Khrushchov pointed out in his message to Mr. Harold Mac-
millan, the British Prime Minister, on April 12, to stave

out, from the latter half of April onwards, a series of atmos-

b

pheric nuclear tests in the Pacific area is condemned almost
universally. ' :

We see the clear and consistent  position of the Soviet
Union winning ever greater understanding and support

‘among those who sincerely want to put an end to experimen-

tal nuclear explosions. What is the essence of our position?
As you know, the Soviet Government has proposed immedi-
ately to conclude an agreement ensuring the immediate
discontinuance of the testing of all atomic and hydrogen
weapons, and to use for control the various countries’ na-
tional systems of detecting nuclear explosions.

Such an approach makes it possible to end nuclear weap-
ons tests without any further delay, and for ever. It is
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based on scientific data tested by experience and prla_ctgfe
and indicating that all nu(ﬂ(laar ixplosmns can be reliably
' d ans of national systems.
de}[‘eﬁggs ;:x;n gre opposed to the discontinuance of nuclﬁai
tests maintained something to the contrary, saying t at
nuclear explosions, particularly un(.igrground ones,fcgntno;
be detected unless there is a raml.fled network of inter-
national ecntrol posts on the territory of t.he cour}tmei
concerned and wunless whole batt:ahons of 1nternat10%aq
inspectors are sent to those countries. We have known &b
worth of their contentions in the past as well. Comhl“:zse
Khrushchov, speaking at the election meeting on Marc 5,
told how those who had kept up a false note on nuec ga};
tests had been shown up for what they were. The Sovﬁet
Union carried out an underground.explosllon. And see wha
happened. The same day, the U.S. Atomic Energy C(i)ralnﬁf—
sion announced that the United States had recorde . e
explosion. That was done by means of the national sys c_a;;}nl
which the United States hlas at 1tts_ dlsposal»sand not wi
id of any international inspection groups.

th(%nalﬂliso Meszage to the British Prime Minister, Mr. I\é[}?cg
milian, Comrade Khrushchov dxsprovgd the assertion tha
the demand for setting up internatlona} reconnaissance
posts on our territory was prompted by1 the desire totproi
mote international conﬁdence.' Were the gqvernmggps 0
the Western Powers really anxious to prorpoge confi Vbnceg,
there are many problems whose sclution would help it, a ovE
all general and complete disarmament and‘the cone uﬁlgn o
an international treaty to that end._Bu'y so far 1’5 tﬁ‘aLe 12
no sign of the Western Powers advancing to the solution o
this problem. .

There is good reason to regard the discontinuance of

nuclear tests as part of the problem of general and lg:omplet(i
disarmament, since it is only in the conditions 'oﬂhgejneral
and complete disarmament that the factors Vzhlu 1fmp§—
‘countries to manufacture more and more new uypis 0 no !
clear weapon will finally disappear. In rgallty, %We\i:l7
this issue has developed into an independent one, an nzla_L y
countries, including the Soviet Union, advocate en m%
puclear tests now, without waiting till a treaty on Ggr'ene;’g-
and complete disarmament is concluded. The Soviet Gove

ment is prepared to sign at once an agreement discontinuing
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nuclear tests, as we proposed on November 28, 1964, and the
Western Powers know well that the Seviet Union wonld
implement such an agreement in good faith. -

At the same time, the Western Powers cannot say that
they are unaware of the consequences their nuclear tests
will have if the Western Powers do carry them out contrary
to the will of the peoples. The Soviet Government has
warned the United States and Britain in no uncertain terms
that the Soviet Union will be compelled to reply to such
actions on the part of the Western Powers by testing such
new types of its nuclear weapon as may be required under
the circumstances to strengthen its security and that of its
allies and to preserve peace. (Applause.) We will reply in that
way to all nuclear tests by the West—in the atmesphere or
underground, in outer space or under water. (Applause.)

The Soviet Union does not want the nuclear arms race

to be either continued or intensified. It wants it to be end-
ed. The overwhelming majority of the countries of the
world want the same. This was reaffirmed in Geneva a few
days ago, when India, the United Arab Republic, Burma,

Ethiopia, Nigeria, Brazil, Mexico and Sweden, alarmed by -

the intention of the U.S.A. and Britain to carry out a new
major series of nuclear explosions in the atmosphere, sub-
mitted proposals for the solution of the problem of ban-
ning all nuclear tests for all time. Not everything is clear
and precise in their proposals, but there can be no doubt
about one thing, which is the most important: the proposals
of the neutralist countries are prompted by what has been
proved both in theory and in practice, namely, that control
over the discontinuance of nuclear tests can be exercised
by means of national detection systems. '
‘The Soviet Government has carefully examined the pro-
posals of the neutralist countries and has come to the -con-
clusion that they can constitute a wuseful basis for an
agreement on the discontinuance of all nuclear tests. It has-
therefore declared in favour of making those proposals the
basis of subsequent discussions. Tt is now up to the West-
ern. Powers to speak up. There is an impression, however,
that they cannot bring themselves to give a positive reply
to the proposals of the neutralist countries. :
Comrade Deputies, in reporting to the Supreme Soviet
on the Geneva negotiations, I must deal specially - with a
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question which was not on the Committee agenda but never-
theless held a prominent place in the exchange of views at
Geneva.- Along with the meetings on disarmament at the
Palais des Nations there took place Soviet-American meet-
ings and talks on whose content nothing was reported .at
the time by mutual agreement. Those meetings usually drew
crowds of the journalists, and as the press was being kept
on a starvation diet with regard to information, journalists
attacked the participants in the meetings with the question:
“Did you lunch on disarmament or on the German ques-
tion?” '

Now that that round of exchanges of opinions is over,
I can say that we “lunched” chiefly on the German prob-
lem or, to be precise, we talked about the conclusion of a
German peace treaty and normalisation of the situation in

" West Berlin on that basis.

The Geneva meetings were a continuation of the contacts
between the Soviet and U.S. Governments of which Comrade
Khrushchov spoke at the election meeting. The talks were
useful. As a result, we were able to adopt a joint Soviet-
American communiqué pointing out that some progress had

been made in ascertaining areas of agreement and areas where -

there is disagreement.
What lies behind these general formulations? Allow

me, on instructions from the Soviet Government, to report
to the Supreme Soviet on the stage which the exchange of
views with the U.S. Government on a German peaceful set-
" tlement has now reached. It should be borne in mind, how-
ever, that these discussions are what they call closed in
character and that they have not yet been completed,which
means that it is premature to mention certain aspects of
the questions under discussion.
The present situation—the fact that while seventeen

years have passed since the end of the Second World War and -

major changes have come about in Germany and Europe,
a German peace treaty has yet to be concluded—is fraught, as
Comrade Khrushchov has repeatedly stressed, with a grave

menace of conflicts and clashes between the powers that.

would have terrible consequences for peace. The Soviet
Government’s proposals for a{German peace treaty are aimed
at removing this menace and at safeguarding peace and se-
curity in Europe on the basis of a realistic appraisal of
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the situation, primarily of the fact that there exist two
sovereign German states, the German Democratic Republic
and the Federal Republic of Germany.

Thg Soviet Government has declared on more than one
occasion, and we did our best to convince our interlocutors

.at Geneva, that the best thing to do would be to conclude
- & single peace treaty with the G.D.R. and the F.R.G., or

a separate treaty with each of the two German if
that smtedlthe Western Powers better. It has alwayss;?ljc:ssselc{
that qnly in the event of the Western Powers themselves
shunning an agreed decision of the questions relating to a
German peaceful settlement would the Soviet Union and
a number of other countries have no choice but to sign—even
without agreement with the Western Powers—a peace trealy
with the German Democratic Republic that, like any other
beace treaty, would do away with the survivals of occupa-
tion, including those in West Berlin. And if anyone still

believes that the Soviet Union can be made to abandon this -

course and renounce the conclusion of a German peace treaty
he must have lost all sense of reality and is likely to be
bitterly disappointed. The Soviet Union stands for peace
and a peace treaty. If in view of this policy of the U.S.S.R.
a}nyone were to undertake actions directed against peace
taere can be no doubt that they would be repelled with the
greatest determination. (4pplause.) '

The statement which Comrade Khrushchov made from

" the rostrum of the Twenty Second Congress of the C.P.S.U.,

saying that the Soviet Union does not hold to any fatal
deadhne for the conclusion of a German peace treaty, was
inspired by the desire to facilitate the search for a mu’tual—
ly acceptable arrangement. That step, which the Soviet
Union took with due regard to the Soviet-American contacts
that had been developing since the Vienna meeting of the
izad% OJED g(l)ver’nment of the US.S.R. and the U.S.A., had
ts effect also during the subs ow
2 Gorman oo s trea%y. équent exchange of views on
The U.S. Government, like the governments of certain
other Western Powers, declares that while it will not be a
party to a peace treaty, it wishes to find jointly with us
an agreed solution to a number of important problems in-
volved in the elimination of the survivals of the Second

“VVorld War, including the situation in West Berlin and
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access to' it. Conversations with Mr. Dean Rusk, the U.S.
Secretary of State, showed that there is a desire_to sgek
a rapprochement of the positions of the'tjwo parties with
due regard to the conditions actually prevailing in Germany,

although it is perfectly clear that there are still many-

obstacles to be overcome.

Specifically, the point at issue is that simultaneously

with the conclusion of a peace treaty with the German Demo-
cratic Republic by the Soviet Union and such other coun;
tries as may wish it, an agreed solution should be found
to a set of questions arising out of a post-war peapeful
settlement. What are those questions? We have 11sted
them. ‘ . . _

There is the question of normalising the situation in
West Berlin by ‘abolishing the occupation reglmenthere
and replacing the occupation troops by the troops of neu-
tral countries or the United Nations for a definite period.
In this way West Berlin would be transformed fl_’om a m111—
tary outpost of NATO and a centre of suvbver_smn against
the G.D.R. and other countries into a free city of peace
and security.

There is the question of proper respect for the soveréignty

of the German Democratic Republic, failing which no
agreement could be reached with the Western Powers on ques-
tions they are interested in, as the Soviet Government has
stated more than once. : .

There is the question of giving appropriate legal form
to and confirming the existing frontiers of the two German
states, including the frontier between the G.D.R. and the
F.R.G. : ‘ )

There is the question of not arming either German state
with nuclear weapons: _

And lastly there is the question of concluding a non-
aggression pact between NATO and the Warsaw Treaty
Organisation. . . ‘

These are the more important questions which must be
resolved if the good wishes for the promotion of European
peace are to be something more than good wishes. It stands
to reasen that the Soviet Government has raised these ques-
tions with the U.S. side and still raises them, and that
they were discussed at Geneva as well. I will refer to them
briefly. _ :
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There is hardly another spot on the globe where the
danger of a conflict between the big powers is as great as
in West Berlin—on account of the changes that have oc-
curred since the last war.

The Western authorities in that city try to proceed in
such a way as if nothing at all had happened since the sur-
render of Hitler Germany. It seems that they are still fond
of the occupation barriers propped by the occupation troops
of the three powers, although life has long since broken
up the occupation regime both in the east and the west
of the country, a regime which no one had established
for ever.

There is no discounting the fact that the land and air
communications used for intercourse with West Berlin run
across the territory and through the air space of a sovereign
state, the German Democratic Republic.

West Berlin is not a part of the F.R.G., and none but
the rabid revenge-seekers in West Germany and pecple who
have lost all sense of reality consider it a part or a Land.
of the F.R.G. Nevertheless, the West German authorities
continue grossly to interfere in the affairs of the city, and
carry on from the territory of West Berlin activities hostile
to the G.D.R. and the other socialist countries.

The aim of the Soviet proposal to grant West Berlin
the status of a free city is to bring the situation in West
Berlin into line with the requirements of today and with
the interests of peace in the centre of Europe. Let West
Berlin be free in choosing its way of life—the Soviet Union

-is willing to respect the social system that has taken shape

there. Let West Berlin be a viable city with a stable and
prosperous economy—the Soviet Union is willing to con-
tribute to this. Let access to West Berlin be unhampered —
the Soviet Union says yes, we too are in favour of this.

Let us assume, write some Western press organs with
reference to the Geneva talks, that the status of West Ber-
lin will be changed and the city made an independent polit-
ical wunit, a- frée city. Who will guarantee, they ask us,
that its new status will be respected and that Western in.
terests will not be imperilled? And they hasten to add that
the presence of U.S., British and French occupation troops
in West Berlin is indispensable if agreements are to be
put into effect. ) :

195



Some people are even trying to infer that the decisions
adopted by the Allies in Potsdam days agthor'lsg the three
powers to occupy West Berlin for an indefinite period.
To this the Soviet Government replies: the U.S.S.R. has
never signed any agreement providing for a per.petlllal occu-
pation of Germany or West Berlin. All occupation is a tem-
porary development, and the relevant agreemer@ts_»sgy S0
-in plain terms. Where is the document sanc’gfymg the
occupation of West Berlin for an indefinite period? There
was 1o such document, nor could there have been.

As regards the undertaking to conclude a German peace
treaty, it is signed by the Soviet Un}oq, as well as by the
governments of the United States, Britain af}d F;gnce. Andy
the Soviet Union will not shirk its duty in this matter.

Applause.
( %ﬁe tim)e for occupying German territory is past and
the survivals of military occupation must be rempved.

Concerning guarantees for West Berlin as an mde?end—
-ent political unit, you will recall that the Soviet GoT,v'ein—
ment has put forward its own proposals and C?mrade Khru-
shehov repeatedly explained them in person to Wes}tern l.er?ld—
ers, including the U.S. President, Mr. Ken;13dy,1 the B_ritlsh
Prime Minister, Mr. Macmillan, and the French Presxd_ent,
M. de Gaulle. The Soviet Government proposes as a variant
solution of the problem of guarantees that token contin-
gents of neutral or U.N. troops be stationed in West Berlin

r a definite period. . -
fOThe exchangg of views at Geneva helped to clarify the
question of ensuring unhampered intercourse between West

i i ich tern
Berlin and the outside world, a matter to which the Western

Powors say they attach particular importance. The So.‘v'u;t
Government has clearly shown that this can be done——lt. 15
only necessary to agree to observe the generally accepm~
standards of international law with regard to the German
Democratic Republic. In other words, respect fior_'juhe
sovereignty of the G.D.R. is a necessary condition
for unhindered access to and exit from West Eerlmd.
Failing . this there can be no agreement between us an
Vest. o

th%V&E}y of note as a positive circumstance is the state-
ment of the U.S. side that it sees no obstacle to combining
free access to West Berlin with the demand that the sover-
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eignty of the German Democratic Republic be respected.
That is a step forward. :

.As you know, Comrade Deputies, from Comrade Ulbricht’s
speech published in our press; the Government of the G.D.R.
has declared that it will be agreeable-—provided the troops
of the three powers in West Berlin are replaced by neutral
or U.N. troops—to the establishment of a special interna-
tional body concerned with access, which would act as arbi-
trator in the event of complications over the practical im-
plementation of agreements on free transit to West Berlin.
Needless to say that such a body should have neither admi-
nistrative functions on the territory of the G.D.R., nor inter-
fere in its internal affairs, since that would be incompat-
ible with the sovereignty of the G.D.R. Obviously, in
this case as in a number of other cases, the Soviet Union
and the G.D.R. showed a desire to bridge the moats sepa-
rating the views of the two parties on the questions under
discussion. : ;

This, in rough outline, is the state of affairs as regards
the situation in West Berlin, which must be normalised
through the conclusion of a peace treaty.

There is no need to dwell at length on the importance
of giving appropriate legal form to and confirming the exist-
ing frontiers of the two German states, inciuding the
frontier between the G.D.R. and the F.R.G., for this is self-
evident.

The Soviet proposal for the conclusion of a German peace
treaty maintains that it is impermissible to arm either
German state with nuclear weapons. The Government of
the G.D.R. itself holds that neither the G.D.R. nor the
F.R.G. should have such weapons. As regatds Bonn, its
appetite for atom and hydrogen bombs shocks even the NATO
allies of West Germany and sets them thinking.

One must really forget all about the lessens of history
to connive at the Bundeswehr’s claim to nuclear weapons.
We are certain that when the Soviet Government proposes
making a provision that nuclear arms shall not be trans-

ferred to either German state directly or through third

countries, or through the military organisations of which

‘they are members, it expresses not only the interests of

the security of our own people, but also the vital interests
of the peoples of all Europe, and not only Europe.
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- At present we can say that the U.S. side realises the
importance of resolving this guestion. This is a positive
fact if, of course, this sign of sound thinking is not out-
weighed by other tendencies.

Naturally, in exchanging views on post-war settlement,
which is to serve as the foundation of European peace, one
item on the agenda had to be the question of concluding a
non-aggression pact between NATO and the Warsaw Treaty
Organisation. The situation in Europe as a whole, . but
above all on the territory of the two German states, where
the armed forces of NATO and Warsaw Treaty countries are
staticned in close proximity to each other, calls for easing
or, better still, eliminating the dangers stemming from this
proximity. v :

We may state that during the Soviet-American exchange
of views mutual understanding was reached in principle
on the need to conclude, in some form or another, a non-
aggression pact between NATO and the Warsaw Treaty Or-
ganisation. This is a useful advance. _

You may ask, Comrade Deputies, what are, taken as a
whole, the resulis and prospects of the Soviet-American
contacts on the questions relating to a German peaceful
settlement.

It is too early to sum up the results.: Although there
are certain signs which give hope that agreement can be
reached, the experience we have gained over long years of
negotiations with the Western Powers on disputed interna-
tional issues prompts the Soviet Government to be reserved
in its appraisals and forecasts until the matter is concluded.

It was agreed at Geneva that following reports to their
respective governments and consultations with their allies
the two sides would resume their contacts on the German
problem and related questions according to the proper pro-
cedure. Of course, we pointed out to our partners that talks
are not needed for the sake of talks but for the solution of
important international problems on whose settlement the
future of the world hinges in large measure. :

The Soviet Government thinks it necessary to emphasise
that it favours sericus negotiations and further contacts

with a view to submitting the concrete results of the ex-

change of views to the heads of government for considera-
tion. If the other side keeps to the same line and proceeds

198

from a sober appraisal of the situation in Germany and in
Europe as a whole, results can be achieved which the peoples
look forward to and which would benefit the whole of world
development. '

Comrade Deputies, such are the main results of the Ge-
neva negotiations on disarmament, the discontinuance of
nuclear tests and a German peaceful settlement.

Thg Soviet Union pursues a peace policy. Every year
and, indeed, every month sees not only the beacons of our
economic and cultural development plans, but also the
beacons.of the foreign policy of the Soviet state, whose
banner is inscribed with the words “Peace and friendship
among the peoples”, shine brighter and farther than ever.
Our country will continue to follow this tried and tested
course under the leadership of the Communist Party, of
its Leninist Central Committee and N. S. Khrushcliov
First Secretary of the C.C. C.P.S.U., head of the Soviet,
Goyernment, who daily and directly guide all the foreign
policy actions of the Soviet state. (Applause.) '

Allow me to express confidence that the foreign policy
of the Soviet Government on general and complete disar-
mament, nuclear weapons tests and a German peaceful set-
tlement will be unanimously approved by the Supreme
Soviet of the U.S.S.R. (Prolonged applause.)



RESOLUTION

OF THE SUPREME SOVIET OF THE U.S.S.R.
ON THE REPORT MADE ON APRIL 25, 1962
BY DEPUTY A. A. GROMYKO,
MINISTER FOR FOREIGN AFFAIRS OF THE U.S.S.R.,
ON THE TALKS IN GEKNEVA

(Sittings of the First Session of the Sixth Supreme Soviet
of the U.8.8.R. Verbatim Record)

Having heard and considered the report made by Deputy
A.A.Gromyko, Minister for Foreign Affairs of the U.S.S.R.,
on the talks in Geneva, the Supreme Soviet of the U.5.5.R.
resolves:

To approve the foreign policy of the Soviet Government.

Printed in the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics

ERRATUM

p. 37 Reads Should read
la.st 1’ine cessation of nuclear cessation of muclear
weapons be approved. weapons tests be approved.
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