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KHRUSHCHEV REPORT bN”tpAms" K& WITH KENNEDY
Moscow Dome#tid sewlcb 1 Hussidh :L'roo MT 15 J‘une 1961--L

(Text) Dear comrades, N fr:,ends ‘As you know, I returned recently from
Vienna, where in the course of two days I conferred and talked with
the U.S. Presidant ‘John Kennedy In our press, as 1n the press
throughout the 'world ‘much material was published on this matter.,

Many of you are already acquadnted with the memorandums' which were
handed to President Kennedy in Vienna. They are a note about the
discontinuance of the testing of atomic and hydrogen weapons, and a
note on the conclusion of a peace treaty with Germany and the settle-
ment, on this basis, of the question of West Berlin. Obviously many
of you have read President Kennedy's radio and TV speech, which was
published in full in our newspapers., Therefore , the Soviet public is .
well informed of the point of view expounded by the U.S. President in
his assessment of our meeting. Today I want to express same thoughts
and impart my considerations about our meeting and talks with
President Kennedy 1n Vienna.

As you knov, the meetlng was preceded by an exchange of opinions o
through diplomatic channels and by an exchenge of messages: between the
U.S. President and myself. We sgreed on the meeting being held in
Tienna on 3 and 4 June., This meeting offered a good opportunity for
establishing first personal contact and for an exchange of opinions
on basic problems between myself, as chairmen of the USSR Council of
Ministers, and the new U.S. President.

On the way to Vienna we spent several days with our Czechoslovak .
friends, and of course had very thowough talks with the President of
the Czechoslovek Sociel ist Republic, First Secretary of the Communist
Party of- Czechoslovakla Comrade Antonin Novotny , and with other
Czechoslovak leaders.

I have had an opportunity to visit fraternal Czechoslovakia several
times, and I have always' received an exceptionally warm and cordial
reception there. It was the same this time. Everywhere we were
welcomed like old friends » like. blood brothers linked by common
interests and aims.  Teking this. opportunity, . I would like to once
again thank the Government of the Czechoslovak Socialist Republic and
all our friends~-the dear. Czechs and Slovaks--who welcomed us with
such hospitality and warmth during our visit to their wonderful
country, which is marching conﬁdently along the path of communist
construction. This is how relations among all our socialist countries
have grown; the great common cause of building a new socialist world
has brought us closely together, uniting us into onre closely knit family.
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While defending and protectlng the ‘Interdsts of their peoples, the
leaders of our countries are also defenumg ahd protectmg the
interests of all the peoples of the socialist eoun‘criesk the great
cause of socialism, and dn enduring peace ¥t eapth. ¢ “&v7

On our way G -Vienna for otir ‘meéeting with ‘the U,S. Probidents we
naturdlly fhought first of all about how this meet:mg would reflect
not only upon relatl ons' between our two countries but on the -
relations between the countries of the socialist world-and the-
capitalist countries. We consider such meetings essential because
under modern conditions questions which are not capable of solution
by normal diplomatic methods urgently demand 8 meeting of head.s oi»‘
governments.

Such meetings are essential, of course, on the condition that these
heads of govermments ere striving to insure peace between states.

For our part, we are doing everything in our power to lessen inter-
national tension and to solve the basic questdons in relations between
states. :

Before dealing with the concrete questions which were discussed

during our talks with the U,S. President, I should like to express

my sincere gratitude to the Pederal president of Austria, Mr. Schaerf;

to the Pederal chancellor, Mr. Gorbach; esnd to the vice chancellor,

Mr. Pitterman, for what they did to see that the Vierna meeting might

take place under the most favorable conditions for both countries.

W° are grateful to the citizens of beautiful Viemna for their kind and
ordial attitude toward us, representatives of the Soviet Urnlon.

Now, dear comrades, allow me to expnand our point of view on the
questions which were discussed between Iresident Kennedy and myself.

I would like to express some considerations about how, in our opinion,
one .can best solve all the controversial or unsolved problems in the -
relations between states which have become ripe--one can even say
overripe-~and uvrgently call for solution.

One such cardinal question is that of general and complete disarmament.
It is well known that the Soviet Union has been persistently and
consistently working to solve the question of dissrmament. The Soviet
stvate has been ralsing 1t before the world for decades. I recall :
that as far back as 1922, at a G2noa conference, the Soviet Uanion, on
the initiative of the great Lenin, proposed general and complete
disarmament. In 1927 we raised this question at the League of Nations.
At that time it was impossible to achieve the solution of this problem,
and the imperialists subsequently unleashed a world war. '
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Since World War II, which brought such untold sorrow and misery to the
peoples, we have. doubJed -our efforts to achieve the speediest solution
of the disarmament problem. In the Unlted Natlons ahd outside it we
are using every opportunity to achieve a positive solution to the
disarmament problem and to avert the 'L“vrea.i- of & rew world war.

The Soviet Union. took paxt in the work of tde U.N. Atomic Energy Commission,
which vag instructed.to work out an é.greemen'c on the banning of nuclear
weapous. We also conducted negotiations within the commission on conventional
armaments. Starting with 1950, when a joint di sarmament commission was
formed, the Soviet Unicn took active paxt in its work. For four years in
London and New York our representatives sat in the subcommittee of that
commission. . Mapy proposals were advanced, many speeches were heard;

bu't the solufion of the disarmament problew has not advanced & single step.

Last year the 10-nation committee on disarmement met in Geneva. This

time its composition differed from the bodles that preceded it. It
cansisted of representatives of fivn. soclalist and five Western powers.
But the unwi llingness pf the Western powers to accept disarmament also

.ied to the failure of, this comnittee to achleve any positive results. -

It 1s sald that 1f all the paper used in the committees and subcommittees
on disarmament were thrown into Lake Geneva the lake would overflow.

A lot of paper has been wasted but no pra.ctica.l solution to the disarma.men'b
problem has been achieved.

The question a.risem ,» why did all these committees and éub'_committees

fail to achieve successes in their work? This was because the Western
powers were clearly not ready for serlous negotiations, did not want-~and,
o pub it frankly, still do not want-~disermament. It 1s understandable
that no government can openly adopt this sort of attitude in the face

of the peoples; the Western powers are afraid to declare outright

and honestly to the public that they do not want businesslike negotiatlons
with the Soviet Unlon on the problem of disarmament. The capitalist
monopolies are making profits from the arms race and are interested in

its prolongation. But to cover up all this they obviously need at least a
pretense of negotiations. Hence they have chosen the diplomatic approach:
without refusing to directly take part in negotiations, they at the same
time will not agree to accept concrele proposels on disarmament. They

are dragging their feet, as the saying goes. A complete system has been
worked out to prevent the attainment of the goal, to make sure that

the problem of disarmament ends in an impasse.

The proposals for complete and general disarmament which were submltted

by myself on behalf of the Soviet Government for examination by the U.N.
General Assenbly provide a good basis for solving the problem of disarmament.
These proposals of ours, if accepted, would relieve the peoples of the
heavy burden of the arms race aund the threat of s nuclear rocket wax of
axtermination forevex.
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We have declared, and I categoricelly repeat this now: If the Western
powers will agree to complete and general disarmement, the Soviet Union -

is ready to accept any system of control which they would like to put
forward. Desplte this, the Western powers allege that the Soviet Union's
stand on the question of control is an obstacle to an agreement on disarma-
ment, that they cannot come to an agreement with us on these guestions.

'I repest once more: the Soviet Union 15 for strict and effective inter-
national control:. We are ready to aacept your proposals on control,

Mr. President of the United States, provided you accept our proposals on
complete and general dissrmement. Then there will be no deadlock in

the negotiations on disarmament.

We want honsst disarmement. We want to secure equal conditions for all
states during disarmament, so that no one can ever take advantage of
disarmement to obtain advantages to the detriment of the security of
other countries.

Cur proposals provide for strict. control on each stage of implementation
of the dilsarmeament agreement. We consider that if complete disarmement is
implemented, then the most thorough control will be needed. The control
organs should have access everywhere without any so-called wveto, without
any prohibition, without any restrictions. There should be access at

any time and at any place, and we are ready to provide this for the
control organs. Only on the condition of complete and general disarmament
under the strictest control is it possible to achieve confidence and
cregte the necessary conditions for peaceful coexistence of states when

no country or group of countries could secretly axm to atback other
countries. .

This 1s our general point of view. What clearer statement can one make
to the Western representatives to stop repeating that the Soviet Union
will not accept controls? All thése fabrications asbout how the Soviet
Union allegedly does not want control shows only one thing: how freely
the people are deceived in the so-called free world. But our world, the
world of the socialist countries, is excellently informed and knows that
we stand for effective control. But in the free world, with its free
flow of information, soclety can be freely deceived and obviously

false assertlons repeated to lead the people astray.

On 19 June talks are to begin in Washington between the Soviet Union
and the United States on the question of disarmsment. One hopes that
this time we shall finally meet with a constructive approach from
the United States.

Now I would like to talk about another question on which I exchanged

opinions with President Kennedy: that of the banning of nuclear weapon
tests.
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We have been holding talks in Geneva for nebrly three years with the
United States.and Britain on this question.. At the very béginning

of the talks, we introduced a draft treaty f¥v consideration by the
Western powers. . Although this, breéaty aflswers the intérests of all
those taking part in the talk ,- #nd that in the course of the talks
we have met the Western po?:eib halfvsy oh a number of their wishes,
the talks have not: produce gy cdncreté results. Now new
difficulties have arisen. .Tﬁg Western povwers are resolutely refusing
to accept our proposals on the forms of control. .

What is ‘the esgsence of our proposals? Allow me to give a concrete
summary of them.

In the beginning we considered it possible to agree with the Western.
povers' proposal that the executive hody of the control system of
the test ban be; headed by one man, appointed by agreement of the
sides. The events in the Congo, however, have made us cautious;
they taught us gense, as the saying goes§ The Government of the Congo
asked the United Nations for help in the struggle against Belgian
colonialists who were seeking to restore their colonial domination
over that country. In this connection the Security Council and
General Assembly adopted a number of good decisions. But what
happened after that? Mr. Hammarskjoeld, who claims to be a neutral
person, bLaking advantage of his position as U.N. secretary general,
interpreted and put into practice these decisions of the Security
Councll and General Assembly to suit the.colonialists. Was this not
proved by the base murder of Premier Patrice ILumumba--head of the
same government which had asked for the help of the U.N. armed forces
against the outrages of the colonialists? The tragedy of the
Congolese people has clearly shown the consequences which may result
from the arbitrariness of the U.N. executive body in the person of a
single secretary general. Everything must be done to prevent a
repetition of such actions. This is demanded by the interests of
the peoples and the interests of the preservation of peace.

It is precisely for this reason that the Soviet Government has
arrived at the firm conviction that control over the observance

of a nuclear weapons test ban treaty must be implemented with the .
participation of representatives of the three existing groups of
states--the socialist countries, the member countries of Western
military alliances, and nations following a neutral policy--and at
that, the representatives of these three groups of states may adopt
only agreed decisions.

The Soviet Union has never demanded, nor does it demand, any
exceptional status for itself'. We do not seek to dominate the
control commission, but neither shall we allow anyone to dominate
us. We demand for ourselves precisely the same rights as the
other parties to the treaty will have. We want to insure that
there are no abuses on the part of the control organization.
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What do the Western powers want? They want'to impose: a, "neutral"Mﬁereon
of some kind on us ag the soleuinterpreter and executor: of the, tréaty. ’
In other words, they want to foist a new Hammarskjoeld: off on:-ugrin - dzth
this post, one. that would .supervise dontrol over all our\territory s
Frankly speaking, -they. wanb dudh a man to allow them to; ponduct .
espionage within our. territ¢ry in the interests of.the West, ::To this,
of course, we cannot agree; and will never. agree because thxs concerns
the security of our,. country, | B TV P

It is clear to everyone, of course, that the ending of nuclear weapons
tests alone will .not be enough to prevent a nuclear missile war. We

can ban nucléar weapon tests, but the existing stodks will remain; the
production of these armg may continue, and, tonsefuently, tHeit
stockpiling.will go on, Thus, the danger of a nuclear migsile war

will keep mountzng. It is quite obvious that the ending of nuclear
weapons tegts alone will not.act.as some sort of a dam to bar the way

to the armg race., .(Here Khrushchev paused and asked for a drink, saying:
I must have a drink; this is a good drink--Ed, )

Judging by everything, it is difficult‘to reach agreement on the ending

of nuclear weapon tests at the Geneva talks due to the position taken

by the Western powers, The main.thing at present ia to solve the queation
of complete and general disarmament without delay., We told the U,S,
Pregident: Let us Jointly solve both problems--the problem of tesis

and the problem of complete and general disarmament. Then it will be
eagier to reach agreement on the getting up of an executive control

body. Under conditions of complete anfl general disarmement, the question .
of international security will appear in a new light: ‘there will be

no armies and no danger of one gtate attacking another, Under these
conditions the Soviet Government will be ready to accept the Western
powers control proposals., We shall agree to the provision of & control
system without pestrictions by any side, including the country in

whoge territory 1t is carried out. This will remove any danger of

control being used for spying against a gtate, This is perfectly

logical, because if there are no armies and no arms race natvions will

have no military secrets; and then the Western repregentatives will be
able to enter any dcor, any plant, or institute in our country just

as our representatives will in their countries,

In evaluating the possibilities of an agreement to end nuclear weapons
tests under conditions of no agreement on complete and general disarmament,
it 1s impossible to ignore another important factor: at the time when
negotiations to end nuclear tests are going on between the three
powerg--the Soviet Union, the United States, and Britain--France is
staging tests in defiance of the protests of world public opinion

and governments and ignoring repeated decisions pagsed by the United
Nationg, decisions urging states to refrain from such tests,
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Thus a peculiar situation exists: Whlle e are seeklng agreement with the
Western powers in Genevéj an 8lly of these paowers--~France--is continuing
its testing of nuclezr arms) and declaring that the Gemeva talks do not
put it under any obi gétiohx Consequently, France, a member of NATO,

this aggressive militarie Bloc which does pot conceal that it is directed
ageinst the Soviet Union, can perfect nuclear webptud: in the interests

of its Western allies.

Moreover, we must recékon with the fact ﬁhat France‘s example mdy be
Foliiowed by other countries when they hqve the appropriate scientific and
technical prerequisites. Of course, we can understand the peculiar logic
of the Western powers, which apparently do not have confidence in their
allies in the military blocs and wibh to insure their independence by
relying on their own nuclear weapons. French President de Gaulle says, for
instance, that he wants to have his own!nucleer arms to enable France to
conduct an independent policy. But other countries ensnared in the Western
blocs may state that they also do not wént t0 place reliance on the nuclear
test ban treaty if the states possessing nuclear weapons retain them

after the signing of such an agreement, They obviously can repeat the
arguments now being used by France to jJustify the holding of tests, can
strive to develop thelr own nuclear weapons and join the so-called

nuclear cilub. Naturally this kind of logic i1s harmful to the cause of
peace. It can be used and already is being employed by those circles

in the West which do not want to renounce nuclear weapons and are
continuing to put their stake on these weapons of mass annihilaticn.

All this brings us to the conclusion that we must link the solution of
the question of ending nuclear weapon tests with the problem of compléte
and generel disarmament. In the prevailing conditions it seems no
other way out can be found.

During the exchange of views with the U.S., President, we set forth in
detail our viewpoint concerning the interdependent solution of the
problem of complete and general disarmament and the ending of nucleax
weapons tests. We should like the U.S. Government to understand our view
correctly. This woauld help to find a basis for egreement.

The peoples @xpect the governments to expedite the solution to the question
of complete and general disarmament in order to dafeguard peace. This is
why world ovpinion is demanding that the governments which show no intersst
in the solution of this problem stop sabotaging and dregging cut the talks.
It is high time that the disarmement problem be lead out of the labyrinth of
empty talk where it hes remeined for so many years.

Permit me now to turn to the German question which ocucupied an important
placé in our talks with President Kennedy.
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The Soviet Government has repeatedly stated its position on this,hﬂﬂ ]
question. The Western powers cgnnot complain that they are ngh:familiar ’
with our proposals.. We have done and are dojng everything tofco %‘ e
the Governments of Britain, the United States, France; andxthe oﬂhér .
nations which took part with us in the war against Hitler 'Germany," %hat
the absence of a peace tresty with Germany has creaﬁe a deeply abnormal‘ﬂ
and dangerous situation in Europe. CILE L

It has always been recognized that peace treaties should be concluded at
the end of wars between states. This has already become a custom and,

if you wish, s-standard of international law:  Instances of this can also
be found in international prdctice after the end of World War II. Peace
treaties with Italy and -the other states that fought on the side of
Hitler Germany were signed more than 1l years ago. The United States,
Britain, and the other countries concluded a peace treaty with Japan in
195L. But the goverrcments of the same countries do not want to hear
about -the conclusion of a peace treaty with Germany.

Can such a situvation contlnue in the future? The peoples of Europe are
vitally interested in the conclusion.of a peace treaty with Germany. It
has been long awaited by the peoples of Polend, Czechoslovakia, and all
the other states bordering on Germany. This treaty is essential to both
German states: the GDR and the Germen Federal Republic. The population .
of these countries live in the hope that a line will finally

be drawn through World War II and ithe Gerwan people willl mailntain
relatlons with neighboring nations on the basis of mutual

conf'idence.

The gquestion seems to be clear., A peace treaty with Germany is
indispensable. Moreover, of course, there can be no question of any
new changes of borders. We proceed from the premise that a peace treaty
with Germany willl fix what has already been esteblished by the Potsdam
agreement. The GDR Government has repeatedly stated that it recognizes
as final the eastern border of Germany along the Oder-Neisse line,
established by this agreement, and regards it as a boundary of peace
between the German and Polish peoples. Indeed, the governments of the
Western powers obviously also understand how senseless it would be to
raise the question of revising Germany's boundaries now. Their
representatives have often told us this during our conversations.

President de Gaulle, for instance, publicly stated that the German
people "must not question the present frontiers in the west, east,
north, and south,” Even Chancellor Adenauer, this "cold war" herald
and specialist in stirring up passions among states, came out vwith a
statement to the effect that the German Federal Republic is not
striving to alter the frontiers through war or the use of force.
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Then why not sign a peace trmty if eyeryone clearly realizes that
the present frontiers of Cermsay tapbnot be altered without war and,
as the Western governments dec.lm ¢, they do not want war. A simple
operation, it would seem~-to consolidute what sctually alreedy exists
ard what has long been demanded by the pecples.

What is it then that is keseping the Western govermmentd from this
reasonuble step? She reason cbviously lies in the fact that certain
people, while paying lipservice to peace actually want to keep the
smoldering cozls of World War ST alive so they can choose a suitable
moment to fan the conflagyation cof a new war, For this purpose more
and more new divisiona arve being Fformed in West Germary, and Choncellor
Adenaver is demanding stomic weapons for his army.

What is the purpose of all this? After ell, naither a large srmy nor
atomic w=apons aiz needed to retain what West Germany possesses today.
There are forces there which still covet what does not belong to them
and cannot resign themselves to the existing borders. What would an
sttempt to change the frontiers at present mean? It would mean war,
and a thermonuclear war. at that.

This is why the position of the enemies of a peaceful settlement with
Gerrany cennot fail to put the pecples on thelr guard. They have the
»ight to esy: If you ere for peace, irove it by deeds--sign a peace

treaty and pursue your policy in corforaity with itv.

In his talks with me; President Kemnedy and, as a mavter of fact, also
other Western representatives referred to the fact thet the Westorn
powers have some sort of obligations to the residents of West Berlin,
and that these obligations cunnot be affected even by the conclusion

of a German peace treaty, It is natural to ask, however, what these
obligations they feel must be maintained are, since thay all stem

from ths surrender of Hitler Gexmany and the temporary allied agreements
and, consequently, can only be valid until a peace treaty is signed.
Moreover, there are no special allied commitments with regard to

West Berlin.

The allied obligationrz appiied to the entire territory of Germany, and
its was precicely thoese egreemants that wewe grossly violeted by the
Western powers. They turned West Germany into a militaristc state,
founded & military bloc directed against us, and in this bloc Federal
{fermany plays a primary part. The generals who comnanded Hitler's
troops, who committed atrocities in the Scoviet Union, Poland,
Czechoslovekia, Albaniz, Yugoslavia, France, Greece, EBelgium, Norway,
and other countries now hold commanding positions in FATO,
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It has always been the case that &fter the signing of a peace treaty the
conditions of cepitulaticn lose force on the entire territory which the
treaty covers, and throughtut this territory the occupation terms are
lifted. Consequently, West Berlin, which is situation on GDR territory,
will, sfter the signing of the peacestiasty, be free of all the conditions
established 88 8 result of the capitulation of H:l.tler s Germany and the
introducticn 6f the occupation regime there.

It must be said that when the q_uestion of & peace treaty with Germany
erices, end consequently the question of normalizing the situation

in West Berlin, the representatives of the Western powers in many cases
abandon legal grounds and begin to invoke guestions of prestige. But
these attempts fail to stand up to criticism.

I should like to mention & fairly recent case., We fought with the United
States against Japan; our pecples shed:blood together. The Soviet Army
routed the mein nucleus. of the Japeuese Army-—the Kwantung Army in
Menchuris. The Sovist Union, together with the other countries that
fought against Ja.pan, took pert in drafting the measures for contralling
Japan's postwar development. The Far East Commission was set up in
Washington, and en Allied Council for Japan with hesdquarters in Tokyo was
created. In these bodies Soviet representatives took a most attive part
as members with wquel rights. Then & peace treaty with Japan wes
concluded. Our allies disregarded the views of the Soviet Union and signed
a separate peece treaty with Japan. I shall not dwell on the reasons
which at that time determined the position of the Soviet Union on the
question of a peace treaty with Japan, since now we are speeking of a
different matter--of the way the United States treated its ally 1n that - -
case.

It unileterally ebolished the Allied Council for Japen and deprived the
Soviet representatives of all rights. Our representatives were

virtually suspended in midair--they were pushed out of Tokyo by every means
although we had certain rights and cbligations which stemmed from the
capitulation of Japen and were stipulasted in the corresponding agreements.
So you see that then the Americens disregerded both the rights of the
Soviet Union and the international esgreements. Leaning on its superiority
in atomic weapcns, it sought to dictate conditions not only to conquered
Japan, but also to its sllies in the war against Japan.

More than two years ago we published our draft of a peace treaty with
Germany. It contains nothing deterimental to the interests of our former
allies, or, incidentally, to the Germans themselves. The Soviét Union,
which suffered greater losses than all the rest of the allies in the
anti-Hitler coalition together, proposes the conclusion of & peace
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treaty to nnrmf:,llm. the el un.h.rm in. Buréne, to ncrmalize raiptione with
both German states. . But the United ’taueb, Britaid, snd ¥Fradee, together . .
with the German Poderad Rapvbl:i.c 4 dv dot wanrt to c=i(g§n a peace treaty. They
want to preserve an indeﬁ hite Bnd dangcrous situstion. They are

rofualng to abolish the remnsnts of the last war through the conclusion

of & peace treaty, and are indisting on kocping the occup:’tion regima

and their troops in West Berlin. :

BEvery person of gound mind understends that. the siganing of a pzace treaty
is the way to improve relations between states. The refusal to siga a
pesce breaty and the p°rpetuation of the oeccupation- regime in Weet Bexrlin
are directed at contiming the cold war, end vho can sey where the border
lire lios between a cokd war and a war in the full sense of the word?
Is it not clear that a cald war . is a period of preparction 2ol an accumulation
of forces for war? I em saying all this so everyone will understend
the gravity of the darger incurred Ty any further delay in the conclusion
cf a Cerman peace treatys.. -

When we sguggest sij. gning a peace treaty with Germary and burning Weet Berlin
into & free city we are accused of wanting, allegedly, to deprive the ‘
Western powers of access to this city. But that is iacormect end -
growadless. . The granting to West Berlin of the status of a ffee 'c.i‘c-y, _
would mean that all the countries . of the world wishing 0 raintsin cconomie
and cultvral %Zies with this city would heve the right end oportunity

to freely erereisc these hties, Of course; agresment wold hova tL e
racshed with the countyy across whose twerritory the coowmnietionz Thn
lirie west Beriin with the outside world pass. This is nermal. Cuherwian
the sovoreignty of the state inside which West Berlin is situated weald
b Jeopardized. T : : :

The governments of the Western powars claim thet they have Dicsdged tn defend
the Yreedom and well-being of tha popuwlation of West Berlin., um the
Pour~pover agreements on Berlin, however, nothing is said of Lhese
obligaiions of the United States, Britaln, and France. The idee of

laewrng  fresdom for the population of West Berlin can in itsclf

ArcuEE uc ob joctions from enybody. It 1s vrecisely the Sovieb Ualcn

whinch 16 progpocing that the political exd sociel regime fin Wazeb Beriia

be the kind its pcpulation wa,uts..

That means that. no attoupt wor 214 ba made agbinst the freedom of West Berlin )
nor woild there betany obbtac.!.es to aceess to the city., Ws repested i

the past and repeat again A peace treaty will create all necessary
acnditions for iacuring the liverty of the free city of Wast Berlin an

its wihampered commmnication with the outside worid. WNaturally, in solwving
the cuzstioa of aceess to West Berlin it is esseptial tc abide by fine
,;r(:wally acoepbed inhernationel norms; thev is, to uss the tewrlioy of
the country unroug“ which the rosds of access pass only under agreemort
with 1its government.
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Such a situation 1s recognized e8 nowrizl by everyone. The.

- ho dd it be "0,151'1a,’r\ed a,bn\,rzra,!. to a5k the econsand of ths

RV *Jas« i,iu'onp'h its territer ~v To Wegt Eeriin?. Affter o1y a
woutes. to West ’"—W.un Tase wough “1s terxitory,. tne witarwayy

also un, tbrmvh_ ermto 5 as dd. tn\. ghr "ou""' C*on_eqaanuly
e,fvpv th\~ Nelom! l_uswn of ‘# peaze treatis,. the corliﬁtr e vrlshmg O Main-
+ain ties with West Bérlinwill have to.rveach agreement with 'the eua
on ways Of atceBs to West Berlin and comminications with this eity.

é',q’ s%irg enythirg unusial.. It has been thiz wey in . -
L xe! -.u..:ldns JFPavieen equal Ls,*es for hundreds of years._. parhaps evan
mw 1undréd Of years. e &id not: invent this, it qot oly =xlshs
_PlSC‘ de Jur° - end. has Jong been the

W‘aeu ’rue m,vmi‘ Goverament suggeste coneluling & peace tzoazf 2

‘ ag the snuatloa in Wegt Rerlin on this basie, 1t caly wanis
_pc:u.e_-, it wants fo wamcve Pfrow ielaticas between sta..es everythiag
thabt gives wise to friztion and could cause a dané,erous confiich.

‘It Is not the .sncialist countries bLuk the Western powers whish are
throwving e cb'ﬁlen'@ o the world when, coatrary tC commensense,
they declare they will not recogrize the conclusion of e pense treniy
and will sezik Yo preserve the occupabticn regime in West Derlin, 2
they-~if you plesse-~-conquered. That is not a poli
is trampling ¢a the mort elemsutary acrme in velabicus uetue
1t is a2 deslre tu precarve a state of extraue temsior in Lolawmadnd oo

>

reasbicas, wid aoreoTer, it 13 a threat of war.

oy of pau

sl A"on 413, our friends d¢ nol vast war ead we wl
ui—.'.:.“ one.  Bes w2 will detvend our so*.erf‘ignty, aad Sulfill ouw
se,,cre-l duty to defend our freedom and independence. IFf any ¢
vivleies the peace snd erosses the ooxﬁas»--cruwa, air,
of snother it will assune fall respensihility for the comsequs .
c,iv toe aggressior end will raceive a proper rebuif. , . 1

ished manJ comrments on our meeting and Lot
. é‘.mougr these comments therve ara masy wsensible
statbo ! The United Statkes, B O WREN e 17,
noe Ho mertiom uh\. GO0 ad ThE OBasl 5050 &Y el 'Grli.m Pk Then are
hate-ridden persons, lecking cummonsensz, who oppose nzgoiiublons

with the Scviet Union awmd call for a crusale against comnunism. Ty
&Y OIS 1/.1ng new provocaticns. ail the time.. . It was by no means

azcidental thet munerous I‘a.'..f.l’:"b of. revenge-seekers, at. which
h\.lllgerer.; gpecches were maie by Adensacr and .ha'", lzaders oF the

Boim govermant, were timed in Federal Germany to cdineide with the
Vierma mzeting. R o A T c
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The opponents of a normelizstion of the interaationsl. situath icn have

launchad a néw, lerge-scale provocation in West Pariin: . Bluce the

Degirning of June committees of the West .Cerman parliemeén®: have heen

meeting there, and a sessien of the Bundesrat is scheduled for 16

June, although West Berlin neve:r was and is not at pr esent & part

of the German Federal Republlc. Evidently tHere is s shorbape of = ... ..
Tebensraum in Wes 't Germa.ny itself for provocatlons. v

The gths of folly to which persous blinded by their hatred for
scc1allsm can go is showa by the statement of the Cansdian A"nn“if‘an
irterparliementary group publiished a few days ago. sse perliiamertarians
are howling like hyenas and threatening nuclear war. *nej heve not

seen war on thelr territory. I do not know whether they have persorally
taken part in a'war or not, but it is absolutely clear that they have

no idea what a modern thermonuclear war is 1like if they are pushing

their countries, and with them others 1iuto a ccuilict. Any war now,

even 1f it begins as a conventional, nonmuclear war, can develop

into a devastating nuclear rocket wer. The peoples should put straizht-

3

Jackets on these madmen who are pushing i.owam war.

The .peoples of Furope know what war is. We ha.Ve ‘had to take pzrt in two
world wars. Twenty ycars ago a war was forced on the Soviet pepple 5

the most bloody and difficult war in our history. Tie encmy reached

the threshcid of Moscow; he reached the Volga and occupied end
devastated a consideranble part of Soviet territory. Bat tho Sovied
Tnion withsicod the drive of the epemy and won that war. Ve cane

o deriin ziyid punished those who unieashed the wor. ‘

We 0o uot want another world war--we went peace. The Soviet pzople hems
achieved p'ood mutual understanding with the Germans of the (321, The '
vest o pelations have develcped between the Soviet Uaion and the (@
The ccnvietion has grown that we should be friends, not enemias, and
that tais friendship is useful and advaantageous to both pecpies. Lhe
Soviet people wish to have good relations also with the Germeus of
West Germany. Our people want to be friends with thz French. - We fonght
tegether with them against Hitler's CGermany, and cach of us has learnsd
from his own expaerience what fascism weaons, whst war means.

We want friendship with the British, the Americans, the Norwegians,
and other peoples of the anti-Hitler coalition with whom we debhu
for pesace on earth. We have no reason to quarrel with any peopl_e , ve
want to live in friendship and concord with all peoples.

To that end the Soviet Union is proposing to sign a peace treaty with
Germeny jointly with other countries. 'This peaceful £3vep is called

a threat and even an act of gggression! Such talk can only coue from
those who are se=king to slander or distcrt our intentions ond to
voison the minds of the peopies with lies.

UNCLASSIFIED -




‘We call on all dbdnt“i . vhat icught aga“n

UNCLASSIFIED

3B14 BT NIERNATICUVAL AFPAIRS
SR : 6 Juae 1901

We ask everyone to nadersiand us vorve“c:(Jn the conelusich ~T a3 peace
treaty with Geumsiny cgnmo* he. noshponed: i any hoademg a nna~,.ai setbBis
1n Europe must be attelned 2 obile. yﬂaro.i"

cmept

G rieny to bake past in

the peace conference whcn agreement is reached on its. convemt*oa. .The
question now is o ‘whethexr to sign a peace “treaty or not,. -bub whetler

the peace treaty will be slgned wita the two existing Cc.man statesee.

the GDR and the Germap Federsl Republice=o with only. ohe of Lbhe Gogman
ctates; whether all countries that fought against. Germaay wmli pavc cipste
1n the peace setZlepent ox on-y a pwrt of them.

The‘aovernmwnt~ ox sone counscies havp aq4ubnced in eﬁvamwc,“h
wiil rot tase part im.a peace ecnferehce, The Soviel iilopn -
courae, regret 1t if some countries evade: the ¢ sigeing of o ¢exman poace

Treaty- for ve have always wabted and still want ;11 countoies of the
auti~iNtler coalltion T taks part 1a the peaceful setilement of the
Geyman queshlon. Bub eveld If certaln couniries refuse to take rart in
The negotlations on the conclusion ¢f a peace t“esty, tiis will nob shop
us, &nd together with the other countries which desire it, w2 sball slgn
a peace treaty with tke two German states, Shovid the Gerpu: Foderal
Republlic nok asgree to wslgn a peace treaty, we shall sign It with thc GDR
alone, which has long declared 1ts desire to conchiude g poace btresh:

and has agreed to the formatlion on Its territory of the fiee ity .f
West Reriin,

There ave zoga In the Wesd who threaten us; sgylis; thav 17 w: sigh o
peace lreaty It will Lot be recognized and that even ayms wiil we bmought
Into ylay e prevent Its Duplepmentation. FBvldently they forget that
tires are dilfferent now., JIf in the past the pesitlon of steebgbh molicy
wa s useless agglinst the Soviet Uinlon, it is now more thza ever doumed

tn fullure., The Soviet Union is sgalnst the .use of force 1o melations
between states. We stand for the pescefui settlement of coniroverusial
gquestlons bdetween states., We are capable, however, of givirg a props:
»eburf i to aky use of force, and we have what is needed to Gerend ow
lnterestse

Durdling the meevlng &% Vienne Tkere wes alsu an exchange of views of the
sXtustlon in Laos and on a pesceful settlement of the Laotlan fuseiloile

The comaunigue says on this mebter that the U.S. President sud ‘the Soviet
Premler reayfirmed thalr support of = newlral and lndependent Laos wpader
a government chosen by the Laotians: themaelves s, and gloo of the -
Intertational agreements for inswring thls newtrallty -and in&ependen*“‘
and in this conbection Thew adwitted the 1uwort34ce of an effeqhiive '
cease-Tire In Lacce :
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The. Laotlans are a peace~loving peoples Having taken the road of
iandepenient development, this country thremtened no-ons and wes nhot

a source of tensiob. That lasted vntil the imperialists decided %o

turn Leos into a milltary springbomrd; lnto a base for preparing
aggressinile An uncisiby wag crgablzed against the legitimete governmert
of Prince Souvanna Phouies The rewels récelved arms and nilitary
advisers from the Unlted Statés, -Peses in 'the country was dlsrupted

and a war shsited, & war which bécause of outside interference threatened
to develop 1nto a bLig conflagration, An extremely dangerous situatlon
for peace developed in southeast Asla.

Tae Americah side does not hide now that the responsibllity for the
dangerrous events in lLesog 1lles with the previous U.S. adainistratlion and
that 1ts policy in thet-part of the world has not always bedn wise.

In Mawch of this vear, Mr. Kennedy stated that the government he heads

" will seek %o create a-peutral and Independent Taos. A4s far as the
Soviet Uhion 1s concerned, we have stood and stand tolay for Laos being
anu indevenient and neuvtral 'state abd not a tool in the hands of military
blocs so thyt no one chould interfere In the domestic affalrs of that
country. Thus, before the meeting In Vienna there existed sufficlent
grounds to find a basls for agreement on a peaceful settlement in

Laos.

Dwring the discusalons with Presildent Kennedy on the Laotian question

1%t sppeared that our approach was sinller. I declared that to setltle
this grestion 1% was essential %o insure the forwation of an -independent
aad neubtral Laos. A% The same time 1t was necessary to distinctly:
separate externsl problems from domestic ones. The domestic policy of
Laos cannot and showld not be determined elther by the USSR, the United
States, or other countrles., IIf aby countries are to determlne how Laos
will live and what government 1% wlll have, then there wlll not be an
indeperdent, neutral Laos, but a Laos governed from outside. That Is
lmpernissible. The three polltlcal forces acting In Lasos must themselves
form a governuent which will uphold the principles of Lladependence anhd
nevtrality. The Soviet Unlon will welcome such a pollicy and will do
everythlng In 1ts power for 1t.

I told Presldent Kennedy all thfg,aand 1t seemed to me that the President
reacted with understanding to what T told hime He declered that oun

two ccuntries should Influence the correspondling politlcal groupings in
Lacs to achieve agreement on the formation of a single governhment and

1ts program on the basls of recoghlitlon of independence and neutrallty.
We conslder such an approach reasonable,

We are firmly coavinced that no one should interfere in the domestic
affairs of Laos, because the Interference of any one side could be
Fraught with very dangerous consequencss, It 1s eszentlal to approach
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the settlement of the Laotlan problem carefully and cautlously and nok
allow anything which could complicate Yhe possibility of a peaceful
settlement in Laos.

In thls connection.we drew attention to the fact that the use of American
officers as milltary advisers tp the rébel troocps meant interference in
the domestic affairs on the part. of a certalm political grouplng. Such
an approach rubs counter to recognition of the policy of neutrallty of
Laos and is open interference In Its domestic affairs. The sooker the
American slde renounces sUch interferehce, the better. If the present
policy of connivance with the rebels continues; thea the course of events
could lead bo bad cohnsequences.

It 1s all the more impermissible that certaln persons in the United States
have not given up their plans for bringing Marlnes loto Laos and waging
war there with the help of speclal milltgry. units. In the United States
these units are fof softe- reason or other called guerilla units. In
reality they are nothing but” subversive and sabotage troops Gesighed

to be used against the” pe0p1es of those countries whose reglmes do

not sult U.S. ruling circles. It can be 881d 1n advance that those who
seek to try such methods have not weighed a11 the consequences for
themselvess

If the U.S. Government really wants peace in Laos, It should promote

" the speedy success of the talks i1n Geneva, No one should delay these
“talks under various invented pretexts, claiming, for instance, that in
ILaos there has been a vliolatlon of the cease-fire agreement. If. there
have been such cases, then It was not the patlcnal petrlotlc forcés that
were responsible, The Amerlcan side and Its military advisers in Laos
are well aware of this.

We shall continue our efforts to insure a peaceful settlement in Laos

and we Wrge all the other states taking part in the talks in Geneva %o
do the same. We are proceeding from the concept that if one really wants
peace ahd not war, then relatlons between states with different soclal
systems must be bullt on the basis of peaceful..coexlstenhce.

It emerged from our talks with President Kennedy that we lnterpret the
peaceful coexistence of states differently. The President's 1dea Is to
build up something like a dam agalnst the peoples movement to eastablish
soclal systems 1n thelr countries which the ruling circles of the
Western powers deem unsultable, If one tekes such a view, then one

must conclude agreements and assume obligations to control other stakes,
to prevent any changes of existing systems there, even If the peoples
rebel ggalnst these systems. Thus, 1f the peoples of a country want

to change their soclal and political system, this cannot be permitted.
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Naturally this concept is completely wrong ahd We; of course, cannot
agree . with it. It is in no one's power to halt the peoples wish for
freedom. -All.regimes which are’ ‘built on the: bbpre551on and exploitation
of peoples:are unstable and cannot -exist forever. No matter how cunningly
the system:of: exp10¢tation ahd oppression 1s built, the peoples will
5t11l win freedom and ovbrthfow the ‘oppressors.

i : .
The changing of the SOClal and polltioal 11fe of socxety is an,
inevitable process. It does not depend qn agreement between stditesmen.
If anyone should display such folly and seek to get agreement on this
question, he would thereby display his own worthlessness and lack of
understanding of the events and the changes taking place in the world.

It is 1mposslble to erect an obstacle to ‘the peoples' movement for
progress and a better life.  This has been proved by the entire course

of human development. In its time there was slavery; this was

replaced by feudalism, and in. turn by capitalism. Ope system replaced
another, because the new system was more progressive. One could cite the
example ofithe United States itself which emerged in the struggle against
the colonial yoke of Britain. The American people waged & bitter
liberation struggle and won independence by force. In its time. the
United States considered such a course of events normal.

Yet now when the peoples rise. to struggle against reactionary regimes
and their oppressors, the United States tries to interfere in the
affairs of these countries to preserve the old regimes. The
representatives of imperialist states want to find a way to prevent
liveration ideas, the ideas of Marxism-Leninism, from spreading further.
When the people of a capitalist or colonial country, displaying their -
discontent with the existing system, seek to change it and establish =
new system corresponding to their interests, the governments of the
imperialist countries immediately announce that it is

communist scheming, the hand of Moscow, etc. They are not averse to
using fabrications as a pretext for interfering in the domestic affairs
of other countries.

The asslstance of imperialist atates to reactlonary forces in other
countries is fraught with great danger and could lead to great
complications. The Soviet people and other freedom-loving peoples
firmly stand for noninterference in the domestic affairs of any country.
This is an essential condition for insuring peace. Every people has the
right to independence and free national existence, and no state should
interfere in the internal affairs of other countries. A class struggle
is underway 1ln the capitalist countries. The peoples are fighting
against their oppressors, agailnst reactionary regimes. It is

impossible to regulate these processes by agreement. He who would ssek
to reach an agreement on this guestion would only show that he does not
understand history and does not understand the lews of development of
society.
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We believe that the most important thmng that the Western powers, and

particularly the United States, should recognize is that soclallsm is nowal:l

firmly established in. the world and ng one ¢dn change this fact. It is’
common knowledge that the ruling circlgs of the Western powers have win ;f'”
the past and still harbor plans for abolishing the sociallst system. W
But these attempts failed in the. past and will fail again. "It is..
essential to proceed from the fact that two social systems exist in the
vorld and to build relations between the :socialist and capitalist systems
in such a way -&@s. to. insure. peaceful cooperatlon betveen them: This is
the only sens1ble path tQ. be taken in relations between svates to
safeguard peace. That. 1s ‘what- b wanted to say, comrhdes, about our talks
with the U.8. Pre51dent I, must polnt out that on the whole I was
pleased with these talksx If you were to ask me if it was worthwhile to
agree to this meeting. and.hold it,.I would reply without hesitatlon: this
meeting was worthwhile;amoreaver,.it was'necessary

In our talks with the U, s. Prgaident, neither side evaded bringing up and
discussing the most -acute Questions. It can be said that we had frank
talks. We listened attentively to the position of the U.S. Government

and set out in detail the posltion;oﬂ the Soviet Government on a number

of major international problems. That. in itself 1is quite important.

Of course, no one thought .that we would reach complete agreement--after
all, the paths followed by our two countries are far too divergent to
expect that. But I have the impression that President Kennedy understands
the great responsibility that lies with the governments of two such
powerful states. I .should like to hope that the awareness of this
responsibility will remain in-the future so that outstanding

international problems can be solved and that the rocks that bar the way
to a stable peace and better relations between the Soviet Union and the
United States can be removed. At present, relations between our countries
leave much to be desired, and this situation is not the fault of the
Soviet Union. But we would like bo believe that there will come such a
time when Soviet-American relatlons will improve, and this will

favorably. influence bhe entire international situation.

In Vienna we worked according to what might be called a planned
time-table. The realization that we represented the great Soviet Union
lent us energy and made our task easier. We knew that our leninist
foreign policy enjoys the wholehearted support of the Soviet people and
the pecples of the soclalist countries. The sympathies of hundreds of
millions of people throughout.the world are on our side. The Soviet
Government will continue to consistently implement its Leninist policy of
peaceful coexistence, the pollcy of strengthening peace and friendship
between peoples. . S

Thank you, dear comradeé;, GQodbyéL‘fGéqdnight.
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