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May 30, 1958.
Dear Mr. Prime Minister,

After careful study of your letter I cannot
help coming to the conclusion that the questions raised
in it evidently need further elucidation, and, what is
most important, that a desire is expressed in your letter
to contribute toward the finding of ways to an agreement
between the states concerned on the urgent problems, upon
the solution of which depend the destinies of the world.
Even this alone is a good sign, since this distinguishes :
your approach to the analysis of problems, which have long
Caused profound concern to peoples, from the usually pre-
Judiced approach which is expressed in the constant refusal
to embark on the path of honest negotiations with the Soviet
Union and in the constant, negative attitude towards its

Proposals which we aimed at consolidating peace between
Peoples,

Taking all this into account I express my readiness
o continue an exchange of views and willingly to answer the
duestions which interest you. If this exchange of views
®lps in any degree to recognize the need to find ways for
Sa8ving mankind from the oppressive threat of a new war, and
®lps to draw together the positions of the powers on out-
Standing international problems, then I think there will be
& reason to believe that this exchange of opinions was useful.

The Soviet Government has met with full understanding
the thougnt expressed in your letter that governments, whether
OT not they dispose of the nuclear weapon now, have the right,
Ndeed the duty, to work unceasingly for peace. These words
o yours, in which a legitimate anxiety for the destinies of
the World is evident, as well as your statement to the effect
that, the question of nuclear weapons tests is of grave con-
S8Tn to the Canadian Government, show that, provided there is
the desire, a common language could be found on such a problem
of Ereat concern to peoples as the general cessation of tests
°f atomic ang hydrogen weapons.

It seems to us that, in spite of a number of res-
grvations which cannot be shared by us, the attitude of the
c°v°rnment of which you are the head toward this problem
tgincides in many respects with that of the Soviet Union,

o.2lm of which is the unilateral renunciation of further

tests op atomic and hydrogen weapons.
If the reservations and doubts expressed in your
i;tter are totbe touched upon, it is difficult to avoid an

Pression that they are engendered.in the last analysis by
:ha istrust towargs the Soviet Union which is being con-
8Mtly cultivated in the organization of the North Atlantic



Treaty. For instarce, your letter presents the matter in

such a way as to imply that the actions of the Soviet Gov-
ernment against peace-endangering flights of American air-
craft with atomic and hydrogen bombs to the borders of the
ovoviet Union somehow reduce the meaningfulness of its de-

cision to stop the testing of all tynes of nuclear weapons
from the spring of 1958.

Ignoring for the moment the fact that such
argumentation admits a great deal of artificiality, since
it treats as similar actions which are utterly different
in nature, such as the cessation of nuclear weapon tests
and the clearly provocative practice of American strategic
aviation, the very appraisal of the conduct of the USA
Government in this matter is extremely one-sided.

You must admit that such flights by American
bombers cannot be justified in any way, as there are
absolutely no actions on the part of the Soviet Union which
could be considered by anybody as threatening to the security
of the United States of America or of any other state.

: Has the Soviet Union sent its air force to the
borders of the USA or Canada or of any other country with
a load of atomic and hydrogen bombs, as is done by the USA,
or has it even threatened to take sueh action? Or perhaps
the Soviet Union threatens someone with its navy following
the example of certain other powers? You are well aware
that there neither has been nor is anything like this. Such
actions are alien to us and to our poliecy,

On the other hand, how can it fail to be secn
that the provocative actions of the USA, which are inadmissible
in time of peace, dirsctly affect the security of the USGR
and can at any moment unlease a nuclear-rocket war even by
accident or miscalculation, to whiech I have already drawn
the attention of Mr. Zisenhower, President of the USA?

Would the reaction of the Canadian Government and
people be diffeerent if the Soviet Union took steps similar ../
to those which the American military command permits itselfs .-
and began to carry out flights of its bombers yith atomic .«
and nuclear bombs to the frontiers of Canada? It would hardly

be different., : "afld
- * : ij

, It would seem that the leading states anaday

over the territory of whom American bomgers arem;:kgggcgligbﬁﬁ

with atomic and hydrogen bombs, and on which = . 30
ilities for the servicing of these aircraft a:gs::tgggegac g ¥
should not be indifferent to these flights which also con-
stitutei if the facts are to be faced, a grave danger for
Canada itself. If in the past there were quite a %ew 0Q=; $5VEE
casions when countries were drawn into wars contrary to o w0l
their wishes and intentions, this danger has increased a . 107
hundred times in our-times. It 18 possible that you will . -
deny the truthfulness of this statement, indeed you will . .o0f
probably deny this, referring to the goéd dnteritions ‘of = = o
your people and of your Government, T am not goins to questio®
The igiggemxylggfcgnougrargu?engs. But, Vr, Prine Minister, the’
o ove to be y A
even if the latter is backed by §§§°§§§§ ;g%?vggman logic,“;éiigr

When the destiny anq Security of one country or

another 1s actually made dependent upon those forces which




are out of its control, and in reality a blind chance

that can push the world into the abyss of a new war, then,
irrespective of the intentions of ejither side, it is nee-
essary  to reckon with the grave danger of war. That is why
We say and will continne to say that to take a lizht approach
to actions from which there could he only one step to a fear-
ful tragedy, is to take upon onzself a heavy responsibility
before one's people, before the world, before history. We
state with profound regret that the Government of Canada

8S not refrained from sharing with the Government of the

USA to a certain degree the responsibility for such flights,
48 may be seen in the recent signing of an agreement between

the UsSa and Canada on the unification of the command of the
air forces of both countries.

The essence of the danger which has arisen for the
Cause of peace lies by no means in the absence of inspection
0 the Arctic, which is mentioneq in your letter, but ex-
¢lusively in the above-mentioned flights of American bombers
Lo the borders of the USSK. Only one thing is required to
®liminate this danger - the cessation of such action on the
't of the USA. But it is this very thing that is evidently
N0t desipeq by the USA Government which tries to substitute
the question of establishing inspection in the Arctie Ffon
the duestion of the immediate cessation of flights by its
bompers, The proposal of the Government of the USA is by
30 Means aimed at removing the tense situation in the
Aretie region, despite all the fuss about it made by those
¥ho adVoc;te balancing "on the brink of war" and who ad-
Yocate military preparations by NATO; it is primarily con-
'cerned wWith obtaining military-stratezic advantages for the
Usa to the detriment of the security of the Soviet Union.

e for yourself, the Government of the US4,
w5 p“ttinnggﬁward ayproposai about establishing inspection
%n the Arctic, does not even promise to stop completely the
tlights of bombers with atomic and hydrogen bombs towards
he Soviet Union. Moreover this proposal relates to only
?m Séctor of the borders of the Soviet Union, and other
he28, from which an attack can be made on the USSR, and
re American air bases are locatgd, are ignored.

| American
| Nobody will deny that thege are many
:li‘iitary bases in the countries of Hurope, Africa and other

Loy ) Which are aimed against the USLR and other peace-
‘::mg s134&11:9::.81‘ami which can also be used for an attaclﬁ
¢ ihst our céuntry. Could the Soviet Union under suc

| Mions v steps which would disarm it in the face

| ::bt% dangg:kgragﬁ attack, and which Wodld Pedise 140 L

‘ muﬁbility to strike back in self—defenqe, and only in sg -
rv'ncg?. To expect this from us means to expect too much.

: i
oPp1 In n with what you say in favour o
,ﬁmu. aeriggn?::;:gtion to prevent a sudden attECk&egting
&: Vi:hke' to remind you that the sfvizgycgzgfgggg T eons
2" 88,98 Of the Western powers, alre D »
By bl f aerial inspection in Centra
Dagg e a caant of “the Par & d in the corresponding
3 S well as in the Far sast, an X
h takes equally
USA. This soviet proposal whie (%A
11 parties concerned,
the security interests of a v
in rop such a decision to all appeara g
the L hag Uit gg; ggserhmentig{ gh:tg?g&debégc:hgh%:rgrgf
] i ] nct os v - .
,UB" Ve cazzgtwig?agdpthe American pronosal on aerial
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inspection in the Arctic regions as other than a deliberate
. attempt to divert public opinion from the threat to peace
which is created by the provocative actions of the air force

of the USA,

The statesmen of the USA declare that the American
ailr force will as before make flights to the Soviet borders,
that is, will continue to play with fire, because the USSR
does not comply with their demands about control in the Arctic
region, In other words, there is an attempt to exert.pressure
on the Soviet Union in order to thrust upon it plans which
are contrary to the interests of its security and advantageous
to only one side - the USA. With regard to the Soviet Union
such attempts are, of course, hopeless. If those who re-
sort to them took into account at least the lessons of history
they would probably have long since come to the conclusion
that this method should be discarded, and that it was nec-
essary to consider both the security interests of the USA
and those of the Soviet Union. We call on the USA and the
other members of NATO to adopt this approach, the only one
which is sound.

If the Soviet Union resorted to the methods used
by the USA it would have to act approximately as follows:
since the USA did not agree to its proposal about means of
preventing surprise attack by one state on another, in par-
ticular to its proposal about setting up two zones of aerial
inspection, of which one was to embrace the .astern part of
the USSR and the Western part of the USA, then Soviet bombers
with hydrogen bombs should be sent to the borders of the USA.
You can hardly deny, Mr. Prime Minister, that in such a case
t?egg wsgid be a complete similarity with the present actions
0 e .

What would be the attitude in the USsA towards
such action, as well as the attitude of those who advocate
the above-mentioned American proposal? There is no reason e
to doubt that these activities would have been met with a 5
negative reaction, oi?

I will tell you frankly that in our opini
one of the steps on the part of the USA as wellpas g?,tﬁg
other members of NATO, has exposed with such profoundness
the perversity of these countries on the crucial problems
of reducing international tension and ending the "cold war"
as has the moving of a proposal on inspection in the Arctic
region. The putting forward of this pronosal indicates
how iemoge ?he %ntengionstof its sponsors are from the
genulne desire to reduce the dange
to eliminate the danger of war, #5P A Ailiprlias Agtack and

Now let us return to the problem of t
of nuclear weapons tests. It goes without sayigg ﬁﬁiiaﬁifn

such tests is more desirable than a dscisi
one side. But the 1nsurric1ency of such aogegg:iggdl?zs
not in the fact that it is, as you note, of a conditional
gﬁgzagﬁ:i,tzza:wit gguld be revoked if necessary, but in the

t o0 other powers possessing nuclear w -
the USA and Great iritain - refuse t gy
unilaterally and under an agreement 3 ;nd iy IR e

’ he unilateral cessa-
tion of tests will remain unilateral
! un

disposing of the nueclear Weapon stop te:%inglitfheﬁgnggzn




Permanently and fop all time,
then the result of  such action Will be the same as if
these were taken on the basis of. an agreement. Common
sist in the achievement of this
goal,

We have repeatedly emphasized that if anyone
were to be put at a

disadvantage by the general cessation
of nuclear wWeapon tests at the present time, it would be

ep although it has

puts it into an unequal position in
comparison with these two powers, especially as they continue
such tests,

In your letter you ask for clarification of the
attitude of the voviet Gover

: lishment of a control syste

E tests. You know that in 4 5

3 ward proposals concerning the establishment

on the territories of the USs1

area of the Pacific Ocean, designed at super
Plementation of an agreement

Ll Tl A

-

hese posts to register any nuclear explos
is carried out on the globe. We are
With the powers concerned everything that pertains to this
bProblem - the number of such posts, their exact distribution
on the territories of countries, and other matters. Our
8ppsals for this, however, have so far brought few results,
eXcept for an agreement in principle on the part of the

ion wherever it
brepared to discuss

8 The Soviet Government agrees to appoint special

B SXperts to study the tochnioas details pertaining to control
dver the cessation of nuclear tests, though in its opinion
it was necessary rirst of all to agree in prineiple to stop
Such tests and then to work out common measures on control.
cnnsidering, however, that the Governments of some western

. Powers rocard the preliminary work of experts as useful,

~ the Soviet Government has expressed its readiness to try

Way as well.

i of course, cannot forget the bitter experience
1nh9rent i;eéhe fact that negotiations, which have been
Cap

r r 2ars in organs of the UN on disarmament,
i:dwggcgcﬁo?gngfyour Governments have participated, have
t“n reduced in fact to endless discussions on forms of con-
tro) over commitments which have not yet bean under;aken‘
‘W GOVernments and which, as is now clear, neither tpe USA
® other Western Powers have been ready to assuae,
t\u‘ally, everything must oe done to prevent the repetition

£
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of such an abnormal situation during the meetings of
technical experts on the problems of control over the
cessation of experimental explosions. That is why we
consider that their work must be finished in the shortest
term agreed upon beforehand. I take the liberty of ex-
pressing the hope that this point of view will also be
met with understanding on the part of the Government of

Canada.

I shall not conceal, Mr. Prime Minister, that
we had expected to find in your reply confirmation that
the Government of Canada would use its good influence to
try to induce the Governments of the USA and Great Britain,
with which it has close ties, to end the experimental ex-
plosions of atomic and hydrogen bombs which are carried on

by these states.

Certain grounds for this were given to us by
your recent speech in Toronto, where you expressed the
hope that the Western Powers would soon end the testing
of nuclear weapons. Unfortunately your letter does not
contain this confirmation. Meanwhile any initiative and
any steps by the Canadian Government to promote a solution
to the problem of the general cessation of nuclear weapons
tests, as well as of other problems of deep concern to man-
kind, would be of positive significance. They would con-
stitute a definite contribution to the great cause of
strengthening peace between peoples, towards which the
Soviet Government is consistently and invariably striving.

With sincere respect,

N. KHRUSHCFEV




