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ON THE EVE OF TIIE TOUR

On the Exchange of Visits Between N. S. Khrushchov,
Chairman of the Council of Ministers of the USSR,
and President Dwight D. Eisenhower of the USA.

(Official Announcement Published on August 4, 1959)

The President of the United States has invited N. S
Khrushchov, Chairman of the Council of Ministers ot the USSR,
to make an official visit to the United States in September 1959,
N. S. Khrushchov has accepted the invitation with pleasure.

The President has also accepted with pleasure the invitation
of N. S. Khrushichov to make an official visit to the USSR later
in the autummn of this vear.

N. S. Khrushchov will spend two or three days in Washing-
ton and will tour the United States for approximately ten days.
He will have unofficial talks with the President, which will pre-
sent an opportunity for an exchange of opinions on problems of
mutual interest.

During his tour of the United States, N. S. Khrushchov will
have an opportunity of personally sceing the country, hier people
and getting acquainted widi their hfe.

President Eisenhower will visit Moscow and will also spend
several days touring the Soviet Union. This will provide another
opportunity for unofficial talks and an exchange of opinions with
the Chairman of the Council of Ministers of the USSR on pro-
blems of mutual interest.

During his tour of the Soviet Union President Lisenhower
will also have an opportunity of personally sceing the country,
her people and getting acquainted with their life.

Both governments express the hope that the forthcoming
visits will contiibute to better understanding between the USA
and the USSR, und promote the cause of prace.



N. S. Khrushchov’s Reply to Letters and Telegrams
Received on the Eve of US Tour

In connection with my visit to the United States of Aine-
rica 1 have received many letters and telegrams from Soviet
people, and from citizens of other countrics, including Americans.
These letters and telegrams express the hope that my visit will
serve to improve relations between the USSR and the USA, and
that the exchange of views with Mr. Eisenhower, the President
of the Umted States, will be a good start in improving the inter-
national situation.

Mankind is now living in a wonderful time. It is a time
when science and technology, economy and culture are flourish-
ing, when, indced. the fantastic is becoming reality. Our visit
to the United States coincides with two immensely important
events: the world's first space rvocket has heen successfully sent
to the moon from the carth by Sovict people and the world's first
atomic icebreaker, the Lenin, has set out on her maiden voyage.

How many fantastic novels, tales and poems have been
written about flights to the moon! For ages people have dreamed
ot iterplanctary flights, and at last we are about to see this dar-
ing dream come true. For decades scientists have striven to build
a ship which could break her way to the North Pole, and at last
such a ship has been commissioned.

How can we, Soviet people —and not only we, but all
people of goodwill — help rejoicing and admiring the great feat
of Soviet scientists, engineers, technicians and workers, who cal-
culated to the minute and second and accomplished the marvel-
lous flight of a rocket from the earth to the moon? How can we
help congratulating the Soviet scientists, engineers, technicians
and workers who built the world’s first atomic icebreaker, which
will stay at sca for months, crushing the ice of many centuries?

The exploit of the Soviet conquerors of outer space has
ushered in a new era, when man, possessing a most profound
knowledge of the laws of physics, chemistry, mathematics, ustro-
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nomy and other sciences, has created a force capable of sending
a powerful spaceship from the earth to another heavenly body,
and of directing it exactly to a predetermined point.

Why were the Soviet people the first in the world to success-
fully solve such a ditlicult and truly grandiose problem as send-
ing a rocket to the moon—a problem with many unknowns?
This triumph became possible because these same Soviet people
had with their own hands, their heroic labour, in a historically
short period, succeeded in solving the supreme social problem
They have built a socialist society and are confidently building
communism.

The unparalleled flight of the Soviet rocket to the moon
and the commissioning of the atomic iccbreaker Lenin convin-
cingly show that, acting upon the historic decisions of the
Twentyfirst Party Congress, our people are successfully deve-
loping the material and technical basis of communist society.
Only people who deliberately close their eyes and refuse to look
reality in the face can doubt the boundless possibilities for
human progress offered by communism.

Soviet people are pleasantly stirred and tremendously im.
pressed by the news of the rocket flight to the moon. They are
proud of their scientists, engineers, technicians and workers, who
were the first in the world to send to the moon a container with
scientific instruments and a pennant with the coat of arms of
the Soviet Union, thereby winning priority for our country. Ow
priority, the Soviet Union's priority, of the first successful rocket
flight to the moon, is thus firmly established.

We realize, of course, that the triumph of our space con-
querors is a feat of the entire Soviet people, a victory for the
entire socialist camp. It is an outstanding contribution to the
development of world science, an achievement of world  signi-
ficance.

The commissioning of the icebreaker Lenin, whose engines
are now being powered by atomic energy, is likewise of symbolic
importance. 1t is no mere coincidence that the Soviet people, who
were the first in the world to start up an atomic power station.
should also be the first to commission an atomic jcebreaker. We
have thereby again strikingly demonstrated that Soviet people
are fully resolved to use atomic energy for peaceful purposes.
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Our atomic iccbreaker Lenin will break not only the ice of
oceans, but also the ice of the cold war. She will blaze the road
to the minds and hearts of nations, calling upon them to turn
from the competition between states in the arms race to a com-
petition in uscs of nuclear energy for man’s weal, to warm his
body and soul, to create cverything that he needs. We are ready
to co-operate with all nations in the peaceful uses of nuclear
encrgy, and would be happy if this call were taken up by all
governmetits.

The scientists of the Soviet Union who built the rocket and
sent it to the moon, have given me a replica of the pennant taken
there by the Soviet rocket. 1 shall be happy to present this re-
plica to the President of the United States, Mr. Eisenhower. May
this pennant be a symbol calling on Soviet and American scien-
tists, engincers and workers, on our peoples to join their efforts
in creative work, in the struggle to improve relations between
our countries, to win peace among all the nations of the world.

1 should like to assure my dear compatriots and everybody
else who has sent me friendly letters and telegrams in connection
with my visit to the USA, that for my part 1 shall make every
effort to justily your hopes. I do not doubt the good intentions
of the President of the USA. In inviting me to visit the United
States, he, too, evidently strives to find a common language for
a settlement of controversial international questions and an im-
provement of relations between our countries.

Ouar main objective must be to secure peaceful conditions of
life for all people on earth.

I thank you, dear comrades and foreign friends, for yow
good wishes.

N. Knrusiiciov
September 14, 1959



SEPTEMBER 15-16

In Washington
N. S. Khrushchot’s Speech at Andrews Field

N. S. Khrushchov, Chairman of the USSR Coun-
cil of Ministers, kis family and his party arrived in
the USA on an official visit on September 15.

At Andrcws Ficld near Washington N. S.
Khrushchov replying to the welcome speech by US
President Dwight D. Eisenhower, said :

Mr. President,

Ladies and Gentlemen,

Allow me at this moment, as 1 step on American soil for the
first time, to thank Mr. Eisenhower for his invitation to visit your
country, and to thank all of you for the warm welcome you have
extended to us, representatives of the Soviet Union.

Russians say that “cvery good thing should be started in the
morning.” Our trip started this inorning in Moscow, and we are
happy that our first mecting with you on American soil is taking
place in the morning of the same day. As you sce, our countries
are not so very far away from cach other.

It was with great pleasure and  gratitude that T accepted
the invitation of the President of the USA to come to your coun-
try on an official visit and I shall be happy to talk with states-
men, businessmen, intellectuals, workers and farmers, and to
acquaint mysclf with the life of the industrious and enterprising
American people.

For our part, we shall in the near future be happy to receive
Mr. Eisenhower, the members of his family, and his party, in the
Soviet Union. We shall accord the President a most cordial
reception and afford him every opportunity of seeing the life
of the Soviet people.
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We have always held that mutual visits and meetings of
government representatives are useful. Meetings and talks be-
tween statesmen of our two great countries — the Soviet Union
and the United States — are of special importance.

All nations are decply interested in preserving and consoli-
dating peace, in peaceful coexistence. War augurs no good to
anyone. Peace is of benefit to all peoples. That, in our opinion.
is the cardinal principle which statesmen of all countries should
*act upon, in order to meet the hopes of the peoples.

We have come to you with an open heart and with good in-
tentions. The Soviet people want to live in peace and friendship
with the American people. There is nothing lo prevent the rela-
tions between our countries from being built up as relations
between good neighbours. The Soviet and American peoples, as
well as other peoples, fought well together against the common
enemy during the Sccond World War, and crushed him. In
peacetime we have more grounds and greater opportunities for
friendship and co-operation between the peoples of our coun-
trics.

On the eve of our meeting with you, Mr. President, Soviet
scientists, engineers, technicians and workers gladdened us by
launching a rocket to the moon. The path from the earth to the
moon has thus been blazed and a container weighing 390 kilo-
grams, with a pennant bearing the coat of arms of the Soviet
Union, is now on the moon. Qur earth has now become some-
what lighter, and the moon several hundred kilograms heavier.
I am sure that this historic achievement of peaceful Sovict science
gladdens not only Soviet people, but also all the people whe
value peace and friendship between nations.

An atomic-powered icebreaker has been commissioned in
the Soviet Union a few days ago. We rcjoice at this concrete
expression of the desire of all peoples that nuclear energy be
used for peacctul purposes only. We know, Mr. President, that
you hold dear the idea of the peaceful utilization of nuclear
energy, and note with satisfaction that in this sphere your aims
coincide with ours.

We do not doubt that the splendid scientists, engineers and
workers of the United States, who are working to conquer outer
space, will likewise deliver their pennant to the moon. The
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Soviet pennant, as an old resident of the moon, will weclcome
your pennant, and they will live in peace and friendship just as
vou and we on earth must live in peace and friendship, and just
as all the nations of our common mother-earth, which rewards us
so generously with her bounties, must live in peace and friend-
ship.

Permit me in these first minutes of our stay in the United
States to convey heartfelt greetings and very best wishes to the
Amecrican people from the peoples of the Soviet Union, from the
Soviet Government und from myself.



N. S. Khrushchov’s Speech at White House Dinner

President D. Eisenhower of the USA and his
wife Mrs. Eisenhower gave a dinmer in honour of
N. S. Khrushchov, Chairman of the Council of
Ministers of the USSR and his wife N. P. Khrush-
chova on September 15 in the evening.

During the dinner President D. Eisenhower of
the USA and N. S. Khrushchov, Chairman of the
Council of Ministers of the USSR, exchanged
speeches.

Mr. President,

Mrs. Eisenhower,

Ladics and Gentlemen,

I want to thank Mr. Eisenhower for his good wishes. We
have come to the United States with the best of intentions at
the President’s invitation.  We want to reach an understunding
on improving our relations. Our countries are very strong. They
must not quarrel with cach other. 1f small countries quarre],
they can do little more, to put it figuratively, than seraten each
other. And in a day or two cosmctics will cfface the traces of
that quarrel. But if strong countrics were to quarrel, such as the
United States and the Soviet Union, it would not be our countries
alone that would suffer enormous damage, but other countries
as well would inevitably be drawn into a world-wide fray.

We are confident that our two states and our peoples can
live in friendship and work in common for an enduring peace.
You have mentioned the fact that it will soon be 150 years since
diplomatic relations were established Dhetween the United States
and Russia. I should also like to say a few words in this regard.
[ think that when the US Ambassador presented his credentials
to Emperor Alexander I, the Emperor did not trust him much,
because the US Ambassasor represented a republic. while Alexan-
der 1 was an absolute monarch. Yet, in spite of this, diplomatic
relations were established between our countries.  There was
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mutual understanding between the United States and Russia, and
contacts between them grew stronger.

QOur countries have never wugcd war against cach other;
indecd, they have never had any major quarrels, with the excep-
tion of the well-known events in the early yecars of Soviet power.
Of course, T don’t lay claim to a profound knowledge of history,
but 1 feel sure that this is precisely how matters stand.

Now the times have changed.  Russia has changed.  We
believe that our socialist system is better than yours. You think
that your system is better than ours. What are we to do?
Should we push the controversy over whose system is better to
a fight between us on the battlefield?  Would it not be better
to let history scttle the issue? 1 think that would be more rea-
sonable.  If you agree with that, we can build our relations on
a basis of peace and friendship.

Yours is a rich and strong country. I have read many of your
speeches, gentlemen of the Senate and House of Representatives
present here. And although I have met you for the first time
today, you are old acquaintances of mine thanks to your speeches.
(Animation.)

The time has come to stop and think, and to make every
effort to improve the relations betwecn our countries.

We want nothing from you and you need nothing of what
we have. It is true that for the time being you are richer than
we.  But we want to be as rich tomorrow as you are now, and
richer still the day after. (Animation.) And what is wrong with
that? After all, we want to carn it all by our own labour, not to
take wealth away from anyone. I must say that I was pleased
with the meecting and exchange of views we had with the Presi-
dent today. When some of our journalists approached me after the
meeting and inquired about my impressions, T told them that
there would be a joint communiqué and that they should go by
what that communiqué said. But I could not help telling them
that I would inform my Government that my impression was
good and that, in my opinion, a good beginning had been made.
God grant that the end may be better still.

I should like to propose a toast to the health of the President,
to the health of his wife and to all of you, esteemed ladies and

gentlemen. (Applause.)



N. S. Khrushchov Meets Journalists at the
National Press Club

N. S. Khrushchov met American and forcoign
journalists at the National Press Club in Washington
on September 16.

N. S. Khrushchov’s Address

Mr. Chairman,

Ladies and Gentlemen,

I am pleased to meet prominent US journalists at the begin-
ning of my visit. 1 have had more than one occasion to sce that
journalists are very inquisitive people.  They want to know
everything about evervthing at  once, and have a very lively
imagination. I have received so many questions that T would
have to stay here six months to answer all of them. How about
that, would you object if 1 were to stay here six months? Tiramk
you in advance. But I must return to Moscow to reccive your
esteemed President in our country.

In addressing you, I will do my best to satisfy your curiosity
and to tell you briefly about some problems connected with my
US visit.

In one of my talks with journalists in Moscow I called them
my travelling companions. Indeed, many of you will be my
companions on this tour of the United States. 1 should like you

very much to be good, active and objective companions.  For
it will be largely up to you journalists to supply people with
truthful information about our stay in the United States.  You
will hear my interviews and specches and report them. T ask
you, ladics and gentlemen, to try to understand me correctly
and to report correctly what T say. If 1 should happen to make
a slip, ask me to repeat what T said and T will answer you gladly,
because T don’t want a misconstrued word to clash with what T
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meant to say and what I strive for.

1 have been asked what results our visit may be expected to
produce.  We arrived in the US capital only yesterday. It
would be premature to try to anticipate the results of our trip.
After all, even in lmu.lstmq the next day’s weather, the meteo-
rological service comes up against considerable diflicalties, and
political forecasts are no less diflicult. But to judge by the
first day of our mectings and interviews in Washington, 1 would
say that the Larometer points to “fair.”

\we have almost a fortnight hefore us. We will acquaint
oursclves with your country, with the life of your people, and
will have talks with President Eisenhower on matters of inte-
rest 1o both parties. It has been long since 1 last met your Pre-
sident, whose outstanding qualities are highly appreciated in
the Soviet Union.  We kept in touch mainly through our Am-
bassadors or by exchanging messages.  But, of course, such con-
tacts cannot replace personal contacts and frank talk.

1 am sure that you do not expect me to tell you all I have
said, or imtend te say, to the President. But T will have to tell
you something, or vou will not have a proper idea of the Soviet
stand on the major international issues.

First of all. T wish to stress that we have come to you with
the best of intentions and with an open heart.  We have come
with sentiments of friendslip for the American people and a
sincere desire to achieve better relations between our two coun-
trics and promote peace all over the world. That is the main
object of our visit.

We should like to reach an understanding with your Gov-
ernment on questions of vital importance. Such questions are
many. But I should above all like to mention the questions of
relaxing international tension and eliminating the “cold war’, of
disarmament, a German peacce treaty, world trade and better
relations between our countries.

I think the main subject of our talks with the President will
be the problem of eliminating the “cold war” and promoting
peace, of casing international tension. Recently your President
said that thought should be given to the question of how much
longer the arms race and the state of tension in international
lddhons could continue and whether the world had not reached
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a point where there might be an explosion.  We fully share the

dissatisfaction with the existing state of world affairs and the
concern voiced in that statement.

If we turn to history, we will note easily enough that so far,
unfortunately, wars and  extermination of man by man have
invariably accompanied human socicty.  And although mankind
had continuously advanced along the path of progress, wars be-
came more destructive with its every step forward. They took an
increasing toll of human lives, and their flames spread to larger
and larger arcas.

In the twentieth century, mankind has already gone ﬂlmugh
two world wars, and the sacrifice made in these wars is in no
way comparable to the past. Now that man has learned to con-
trol the energy of the atom and developed missiles capable of
covering thousands of kilometres in a matter of minutes, the best
aircraft, battleships and tanks used in the Second World War
seem little more than toys compared with the latest means of
waging war. In these circumstances, it would be sheer madness
to allow a new world war to mature.

To preserve peace and rule out war from the life of society
for all time is the lofty goal which all peoples want to achieve.
The present age has produced new means of mass annihilation,
but it has also brought home to the peoples the necessity of
preventing war and ensuring peace. Tt is to this lofty goal that
the powerful peace movement has dedicated itself. We are con-
vinced that in our day war is not inevitable. Man can and must
be relieved from fear of its horrors.

The best and most dependable way of making war impossible
is to put all states without exception in a position in which they
will have no means of waging war, or, in other words, to solve
the disarmament problem. To be sure, disarmament affects the
most sensitive interests of states, the interests of their sceurity,
and invades the sphere of such secret information as any state
finds difficult to part with, especially at a time of international
tension and mutual suspicions.

Without anticipating what 1 intend to submit to the General
Assembly the day after tomorrow, I can tell you that T intend
to concentrate on the disarmament problem. The Soviet Gov-
ernment contemplates placing before the United Nations a pro-
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posal which, we hope, will play an important part in settling the
most crucial problem of our time.

There are also other pressing international problems.  You
are aware, of course, that the Soviet Union attaches great im-
portance to the conclusion of a peace treaty with Germany. Tt
is high time once and for all to settle issues inherited from the
Second World War if we do not want to see the day when a
third world war breaks out.

Why do we insist so strongly that a peace treaty be finally
conclnded with Germany?  We do so for the simple reason that
the absence of a peace treaty is poisoning the relations between
dozens of countrics.  Unless the survivals of the last war are
removed, it will be impossible to provide for a durable peace
in Europe. We cannot be sure that these survivals will not fer-
tilize the soil for a new war. 1 fully rcalize the importance of
fertilizers in turming, but T am against fertilizers of that sort in
politics.

We are deeply convinced that the situation must not be
tolerated in which, fourteen years after the Second World War,
the countries which fought against Germany, have not yet con-
cluded peace with that country, und, consequently, the occupa-
tion regime is still maintained in West Belin.

There are Americans who sometimes reason as follows:
Europe is far away from us; there are two German states on
the territory of Germany, onc of which is even an ally of the
United States and, as all know, there is no harm in having an
extra ally. So, they say, we can get along just as well without a
peace treaty.

Pardon my saying so, but such reasoning is fit only for reck-
less people.  Judge for yourselves, your country has twice in the
lifctime of a single gencration had to send its sons to battle-
fields in Europe to fight against Germany. And what will hap-
pen if your present ally, West Germany, provokes a third war?
As matters stand today, it would no longer be a question of
sending the bread-winners of American families to war theatres
far removed from American shores. The territory of any belli-
gerent would become a war theatre. Modern means of annihi-
lation are such that war may spread instantly to the entire globe.

You must understand that it is by no means for any fear of
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the German militarists that we remind you of the dangers of not
havmg a peace treaty with Cerm.my. We are strong enoug,h to
muzzle the revanchists and, if necessary, to bring them to their
senses. But you will admit that there is no ignoring the fact
that certain West German groups are nurturing plans of bringing
the Soviet Union into conflict with other powers, of aggravating
relations between them and keeping the world in a state of
international tension.

It is known that post-war development in Europe and in
Germany has led to the establishment of two German States.
Both these states exist irrespective of our wishes or our attitude
to them. We must reckon with that. Realistic policy is the most
correct policy. The only thing to do is to accept the fact that
there exist two German states, that is, to recognize the status
quo which has taken shape in the German question, instead of
dragging out the elimination of the survivals of the war, and to
conclude peace with the two German states.

To admit of just one possibility—the conclusion of a peace
treaty with a unified Germany only, which, to be sure, would be
best—means, in effect, to dismiss the question of a peace treaty.

The conclusion of a peace treaty would also be instrumental
in ultimately settling a question such as that of Berlin, which iy
causing continuous friction in the relations between the powers.
It is alleged sometimes that a year ago the Berlin question did
not cxist and that the situation in Berlin was not bad. Buat must
we really wait till a seemingly insignificant incident in Berlin
starts the guns barking? We maintain that measures for the
prevention of conflicts should be taken in good time.

Neither the Soviet Union, nor the German Democratic Re-
public has any hidden motives or sceret designs concerning West
Berlin. No one wants to annex West Berlin to the German De-
mocratic Republic, any more than to change its social and eco-
nomic order.

The communiqué released after the talks between the 1leads
of Government of the United States and the Federal Republic
of Germany late last month said that President Eisenhower had
reaffirmed “the pledge of the United States and its allies to pro-
tect the freedom and welfare of the Berlin population.” Very
good, that formula accords with our own intentions. The Soviet
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Union has declared that the most reasonable thing to do in the
present circumstances is to proclaim West Berlin a free city, We
have proposed in the past, and propose now, that the inde-
pendent existence of West Berlin be ensured through the most
reliable guarantees known in international practice, with or
without UN participation. That ought to assure the freedom
and welfare of the people of West Berlin,

We take it as a good sign that at the Geneva Foreign Mini-
sters” Conference, the attitudes of the three Western Powers
and the Soviet Union came somewhat closer together and a
better understanding was achieved of each other’s intentions and
views. But there are still some outstanding questions on which
agreement has to be reached. If I were to tell you that these
duestions will not be touched on during the forthcoming conver-
sations, you would not believe me anyway.

We know that the Americans are a freedom-loving people
and that they are prepared, as in the past to stand up for their
convictions, for the right to live as they choose. The same senti-
ments are dear to Soviet people. Reserving this right for one-
sclf, one cannot deny it to others, whatever one’s opinion as to
whose political and social system is better. The peoples must
decide the question of how to live, what ideology, what views tc
adhere to, on their own, without outside interference

The Soviet Union is for the development of international
rclations along the principles of peaceful coexistence. These
principles were bequeathed to us by Vladimir Ilyich Lenin, the
great founder of the Soviet state. And we are faithful to these
principles.  We hold that differences in world outlook should not
impair relations between countries.  Close economic and cul-
tural contacts should be established between all countrics. That
will help nations and statesmen to know and understand cach
other better. It will facilitate the establishment of mutual trust
and peaceful co-operation.

The Soviet Union and the United States are faced with the
choice ecither of having the latest achievements of scientific and
technological thought—the discovery of the secret of the atom,
the making of rockets and the penetration into outer space—
placed at the service of man’s peaceful future and prosperity, or
of secing them used for purposes of destruction and annihilation,
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so that, as a result, the carth will be covered with graves and
ashes.

The Soviet people have long since made their choice in
favour of peace.

Is this not conclusively attested by such facts as the building
in the Soviet Union of the world’s first atomic power station,
which for five vears now has been supplying power for peaceful
uses, or the launchmg into outer space of the world’s first arti-
ficial earth satcllites and the first artificial planct, made and
fired into the universe by man’s genius?

Is this not attested by the outstanding success of Soviet
scientists, engineers, technicians and workers, who prepared and
accomplished the world’s first space trip from the earth to ano-
ther heavenly body, the moon? A powerful container with scien-
tific and measuring instruments and pennants displaying the
Soviet coat of arms have been delivered to the surface of the
moon. This peaceful feat of the Soviet people greatly extends
the horizons of human knowledge and shows what glittering
heights mankind will reach if it concentrates all its energy on
peaccful pursuits, on the achicvement of peaceful aims.

Before we left for the United States a mighty atom-powered
icebreaker, the Lenin, was commissioned. She will soon begin
to crush the thick ice of northern seas, clearing the way for
peaccful ships carrying most peaceful cargoes for peaceful
people.

We are certain that the American people, too, are for peace.
But if our interests coincide in the key issue—the problem of
guaranteeing peacc—we should fall into step and work, joining
our cfforts and energy, for a decisive change in the international
climate. Let us, therefore, sce how we can establish Soviet-
American co-operation.

As far as the Soviet Union is concerned, it is prepared to
consider any proposals likely to promote the establishment of
good-neighbour relations between the USSR and the USA. This,
of course, calls for an effort by both parties, or, as people say in
your country, both parties must meet cach other halfway.

To be sure, this cannot be done overnight; it would be naive
to expect that we could wake up one morning to find all contro-
versial issues settled and all differences removed. The misunder-
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standings and prejudices born of the “cold war™ are too nume-
rous. But the Soviet Government believes that if we work toge-
ther with a will, it will be quite possible to disperse the dark
clouds in the relations between our countries.

Cowmpare the present international situation with what it
was, say five or six years ago. There are unmistakable signs of
a relaxation of the “cold war.” The “cold war™ must be helped
to disappear as quickly as possible. The press. which lias ap-
parently not for nothing been named a Great Power, could do a
great deal towards this goal.

The Soviet people are happy to see that there have recently
been signs of improvement of Soviet-American relations. Among
other things, I have in mind the development of personal contacts
between statesmen, such as the US visits of A. I. Mikoyan and
F. R. Kozlov, and Vice-Pressident Richard Nixon's visit to the
Soviet Union. The Sovict exhibition in New York and the Ame-
rican exhibition in Moscow were another big event. 1 had the
pleasure of visiting your exhibition with Mr. Richard Nixon.
There the two of us had heated and useful diccussions.

We are also prepared to do cverything we can for the ex-
pansion of world trade. 1t is high time to do away with the dis-
credited policy of trade discrimination and therebyv clear the
atmosphere in international relations.

How can the present volume of Soviet-American trade, for
example, be considered normal?  All the commodities which our
two countries exchange in a year could be loaded on two freigh-
ters. Yet our two countries account for more than half the
world’s industrial output. We may ask what purpose is achieved
by the policy of trade discrimination, what object it serves. To
take a sober view of things, it is a policy that only serves one
purpose — that of maintaining distrust in the relations between
our countries.

Trade is like a barometer. It shows the trend in political
development—whether clouds are gathering as before a storm
or whether it will be fair and fine.  We sincerely wish the baro-
meter always point to “fair,” and this, we are deeply convinced,
requires all-round expansion of international trade.

What else prevents us from achieving mutual understanding
and trust?
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It may scem strange, but in connection with this exchange
of visits between the US President and myself fears have been
voiced that the Soviet Union, while declaring its readiness to put
relations with the USA on a sound basis, is allegedly hatching
some insidious scheme, seeking to sow discord between  the
United States and its friends and allies.  There is no need for
me to go into detail, because these allegations are utterly
absurd. We have no intention of making anvone quarrel with
anvone eclse.  On the contrary, we are doing our best to have
good relations not only with the United States, but also with its
allies.  We should like personal contacts between Soviet and US
statesmen to contribute, in turn, to a further improvement of
relations between the Soviet Union and Great Britain, the Soviet
Union and France and other US allies.

An exchange of opinions between the Soviet and US Gov-
ernments will not, and cannot, do any harm to those who are
sincerely interested in an improvement of the international
situation. If, as a result of this exchange of opinions, the USSR
and USA come to understand each other better and to show
greater pliancy in settling controversial matters, both the big
and the small countries of Europe, Asia and the other continents
will benefit by it, and the cause of peace will benefit most
of all.

We are not pursuing a policy of plotting with the strong
against the weaker.  We want to reach an understanding with
the strong and thereby to reach an understanding with all coun-
tries about eliminating the “cold war.” That would be an equal
gain and an equal benefit for all countries.

I have already said that we came to your country with an
open heart. We are here not to ask for anything or impose any-
thing on you. Qur purpose is to acquaint oursclves with your
country and its great people, who have made a tremendous con-
tribution to human progress, to mcet your statesmen, public
leaders and businessmen, to have useful talks on all matters pre-
occupying the peoples of our countrics and all mankind.

It is my hope that the US newspapers and magazines, radio
and television, will convey our friendly greetings to the Ameri-
can people, our wishes for peace and happiness to all Americans
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trom all Soviet people, from myself and from those accompany-
lllg me.
Thank you.
* x x
N. S. Khrushchov’s address was listened to with great atten-
tion. IHis concluding words were met with stormy applause.

Question Period

After N. S. Khrushchov had concluded his address, W.
Lawrence, Chairman of the National Press Club, suggested pass-
ing to the question period.

The first question, relating to the J. V. Stalin personality
cult, was of a plainly provocative nature. In answering it, N. S.
Khrushchov said:

I should like to ask those who have thought up this question:
What was their aim, what were they after, what did they want,
when they were inventing it, when thinking it up? You apparently
want to place me in an embarrassing position, and are laughing
beforchand. The Russians say, lie laughs best who laughs last.
CGentlemen inventing all sorts of absurd figments, though you may
now be laughing, thinking how clever you are at inventing, sce
that you don’t repent your own inventions afterwards.

I will not be provoked and will not reply with unfriendly
sallies against the many worthy representatives of the US press
gathered here. I will only add that a lie, however long its legs,
can never keep pace with the truth. (Applause.)

Question: Was it only a coincidence that the Soviet
Union sent a rocket to the moon on the eve of your arrival here,
and a related question: Does the sending of the emblem indi-
cate any desire to claim possession of the moon?

N. S. Khrushchov: The coincidence of my trip to
the United States with the sending of a Soviet rocket to the
moon is a mere, but I would say a pleasant, coincidence.
(Laughier.) 1f anyone among you doubts that it was a coinci-
dence T would suggest that he ask your scientists — let your sci-
entists tell him about it.  Try and tell your scientists to time the
launching of a moon rocket to such-and-such a date. and sce
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what comes of it. (Laughter, applausc.)
And now, ladies and gentlemen, 1 should like to answer the

second part of the question — whether the delivery of a pennant
to the moon gives the Soviet Union cause for any sort of propric-
tary claim to the moon. Let there be no mistake—T have no wish
to hurt anyone’s feclings — but we are people of different conti-
nents and different ways of thinking.

Those who put the question in that way think in terms of
private capitalist psychology, while T belong to the  socialist
system and am a man of a new world outlook and new concepts.
In our country, the concept “mine” is withering away, while
new concept, “ours,” is gaining ground. That is why we regard
the launching of a space rocket and the delivery of our pennant
to the moon as our achievement. And when we say “our” we
imply all the countries of the world, that is, we imply that it is
also your achievement and the achievement of all people living

on carth. (Applause.)

Question: What are the major possibilities for increas-
ing trade between the United States and the Soviet Union,
particularly in consumer goods? In brief, what particularly do
you want to buy from us and what particularly do you wish to
scll to us?

N. S. Khrushchov: What we want most particularly
is an end to trade discrimination. That is the most important
thing. All that you can muake we can make too, and we have
made some things before you. (Laughter.) We do not ask you
for anything. You arc today turning out some goods in greater
quantities than we, but that is due to historical circumstances.
Your country took the path of capitalist development much
carlier than ours, and you consequently developed your economy
more than pre-revolutionary Russia did. But you know that great
changes have now occurred in the development of our economy.
We are still some way off, some distance away from you. But we
arc now closing in like this (animation in the audicnce as N. S.
Khrushchov demonstrates with his hands how the distance be-
tween the US economy and that of the Soviet Union is shrink-
ing), and I think the day is not far distant when we will change
places like this in that movement. We are catching up with you
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in cconomic progress, and the time is not far distant when we
will move into the lecad.

I want to tell you that I did not come to the United States
with a long arm to dig my hand into your banks. That is yours.
We have enough of our own. (Laughter.) 1 am not going to hold
out mv hat so that everyone may throw into it what he thinks
he can. (Animation.) We are proud of our system, our people.
our state and our achievements. We want to be good trading
partners with you, and with all other countrics. As for expand-
ing trade between our countries, the way we sce it, we should
buv what we need and you should scll what you think you can.

I do not now propose to hold specific trade negotiations. |
did not take along anvone from the Ministry of Foreign Trade
quite delibe rat(‘]\, so that none would thmk that T had come
with a long arm to rich Uncle Sam. (Laughter.)

If vou show any desire to expand trade, then there will be
Soviet x('pres('ntdtn'os on hand to reach concrete agreement on
the matter. They will then speak specifically of what vou can
sell and what we should like to buy from you.

Question:  In vour opening remarks, Mr. Khrushchov,
vou spoke about avoiding outside interference in the affairs of
other nations. How, then, do you justify Russian armed inter-
ference in Hungary?

N. S. Khrushchov: The so-called Hungarian question,
vou see, has stuck like a dead rat in the teeth of somc
people — they are disgusted with it and yet cannot spit it out.
(Laughter.) If you want to give our talk that particular twist,
I can produce quite a few dead cats. They will be fresher than
the question of the Hungarian events.

As regards Hungary, T have spoken about it quite exhaus-
tively in pubhc on many occasions. 1 was particularly pleased
and gratified to answer before the Hungarian people when T was
in Hungary as a gucest, representing our valiant Soviet Union. It
was shortly after the Hungarian events. All Hungary applauded
us, and I know of no fuller or better way in which the Hunga-
rians could have expressed their true attitude to the Sovict
Union. We have long since settled all matters with Hungarv and
are advancing triumphantly shoulder to shoulder. Thev are
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building socialism and we are building communism. Our goals
coincide — our path is one and so is our goal.

[ can add that I will not ask you any counter-questions of
this kind, because 1 have come to the United States with other
aims. because Pve come with good intentions and an open heart.
1 have come here, not to djg up various questiuus s0 as to aggra-
vate relations between our two countries, between our Govern-
ments, but to improve existing relations. to remove, if 1 may say
0, the road blocks that hinder a rapprochement of our countries.
That is why [ don’t want to do anything that might conflict with
that main objective — improvement of relations  between our
countries wnd cessation of the state of “cold war”™ — auvthing that
might obstruct the establishment of friendship and the promotion
of world peace.

Question:  While vou ave here, Mr. Chairman, will vou
seek to arrange with President Eisenhower a United  States-
Sovict civil air agrecment to exchange airline operating rights?

N. S. Khrushchov: That is a very concrete question
and, of course, it is not in the programme of our conversations,
because it is a minor question, and a specific one. But we would
be prepared to establish air communications between our  two
countries. Our country has air communications with manv coun-
trics of Europe and Asia. If the US Government should wish to
reach such an agreement, T hardly think that we — the President
and I, Chairman of the Council of Ministers —need handle it
Our Ministers can do it.

Question :  We are always anxious to get a little advance
news  too, Mr. Khrushchov.,  What is your time schedule
for throwing a man to the moon?

N. S. Khrushchov: You used a rather unfortunate phrase
when you said “throwing a man.” We arc not going  to
“throw” a man, because we value man highly and will not
“throw” anyone. We will send a man into outer space  when
appropriate technical conditions have been developed. There
are still no such conditions on hand. We don’t want to “throw”
anyone in the sense so to say, of throwing him overboard. We
value people.
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Question:  Would Russia be willing to shave with Canada
and the United States, her Arctic neighbours, the information
which Russian scientists have obtained in their extensive and
successful Arctic explorations?

N. S. Khrushchov: 1 think so. Al countrics should
co-operate in the matter. That would be useful. Generally speak-
ing, we oppose all kinds of monopoly. (Laughter. applause.)

Question:  What is the purpose of your visit to Peking
after your American tour?

N. S. Khrushchov : That is apparently the most “difficult”
question.  (Laughter.)  Comrades — 1 beg  your pardon.
there are both “comrades™ and “gentlemen™ here. (Laughter.)
Habit tells. Besides, our Soviet journalists are present here,
whom it is our custom to address with the word “comrades.”
It is the usual form of address. Furthermore. T do not want to
waive the supposition that among you, too, there are those who
would not object to my calling them “comrades.”  (Animation.)
And so, I am addressing you — gentlemen.  { Laughter.) 1 think
that journalists not only write, but also read. (Laughter.) 1If
journalists do read, they should recall that on October 1, 1959, it
will be ten years since state power was won by the American --
here you are, now you will say, see what Khrushchov is thinking
about (laughter), we've caught him red-handed (lauchter) —
since state power was won by the Chinese working class and
China’s working peasantry. It will be ten vears since people’s
rule was established in China. The Chinese pcople solemnly
celebrate this day and we, too, celebrate this holiday of our
friends. We believe, for example, that there may come a time
when a new era will be computed from the dav of the October
Revolution. But that is a thing of the future. The Chinese, too,
treasure their victory and we respect their Jove of their achieve-
ments. ' When the Chinese People’s Republic celebrated its fifth
anniversarv, I headed the Soviet delegation at the festivities in
Peking. We have now been invited by the Chinese Government
to send a delegation to the celebration of the tenth amiversary
as well. Tt so happens that T must be back in the Soviet Union
on September 28 and fly to Peking the nest day. Tt will be a
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strain on me, of course, but 1 think it will also be a great honour
to be among our friends in China. The Soviet delegation will
leave for the Chinese Pcople’'s Republic before my return  to
Moscow. In my absence it will be led by Comrade Suslov.

Question : Mr. Chairman, can you summarize for us,
in your speech today, have you offered any specifically new pro-
posals that have not been put forward before for easing world
tension?

N. S. Khrushchov: We must first settle those questions
that have already been brought up and await  scttlement.
Thinking up new questions while the old ones have yet to be
settled would mean evading the solution of cardinal problems.
If 1 am told that T have not raised any new  questions in my
speech. 1 will agree. It would not be out of place at this point
to recall the Russian saying: Repetition is the mother of learn-
ing. We will work hard to remove the obstacles hindering a
rapprochement of peoples and to put out the sparks that may set
off the flames of war. Those sparks must be stamped out by all
means, and pressing issues must be settled, so that peace can be
assured for all nations.

Question :  There is great interest here, Mr. Khrushchov,
in the sitnation of the various nationalities, including the
Jewish population, in the Soviet Union. Can you say a few words
for us on that score?

N. S. Khrushchov: In the Soviet Union there is no
national question in the sense in which you understand it. All
nationalities live in friendship, and all have equal rights. In our
country, the attitude to anyone is not determined by his nationa-
lity or his religion. That is a matter for every man’s own con-
science. We look upon a man primarily as a man. In our coun-
try, all nationalities — Russians, Ukrainians, Turkmens, Uzbeks,
Kazakhs, Byelorussians, Georgians, Armenians, Kalmyks, Jews —
it T were to list all the peoples of the Soviet Union, it would take
more time than has been set apart for this press confcrence — they
all live in peace and harmony. We are proud of the fact that a
multinational state such as the Soviet Union is solid, and is mak-
ing good progress. All the peoples of our country trust each other
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and are advancing shoulder to shoulder towards their common
goal, communism. The position of cur country’s Jewish popula-
tion, for example, is characterized, among other things, by the
following fact. Jews hold a worthy place among those who made
the successful launching of the moon rocket possible.

Question : It is frequently attributed to you, Mr. Khru-
shchov, that at a diplomatic reception you said that you would
bury us. 1f you didn’t say it, you could deny it, and if you
did say it, could you, please expliin what you mcant?

N. S. Khrushchov: There is only a small scction of
the American people in this hall. My life would be too short to
bury cvery one of vou if this were to occur to me. (Laughter.)
1 did speak about it, but my statement has been deliberately mis-
construed. It was not a question of any physical burial of any-
onc at any time but of how the social system changes in the
coursc of the historical progress of society. FEvery educated per-
son knows that there is now more than one social system in the
world. The various states, the various peoples; have different
systems. The social system changes as socicty develops. There
was the feudal svstem. Tt was superseded by capitalism. Capital-
ism was more progressive than feudalism.  Capitalism created
better conditions than feudalism for the development of the pro-
ductive forces. But capitalism engendered irreconcilable contra-
dictions. As it outlives itsclf. every system gives Lirth to its suc-
cessors. Capitalism, as Marx, Engels and Lenin have proved, will
be succeeded by communism. We believe in that. Many of you
do not. But among you, too, there are people who believe in
that.

At the reception concerned, T said that in the course of his-
torical progress and in the historical sense, capitalism would be
buried and communism would come to replace capitalism. You
will say that this is out of the question. But then the feudal
lords burned at the stake those who fought against feudalism
and yet capitalism won out. Capitalism fights against commun-
ism. I am convinced that the winner will be communism, a social
system which creates better conditions for the development of a
country’s productive forces, enables every individual to prove his
worth and guarantees complete freedom for society, for every
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member of society. You may disagree with me. I disagree with
you. Whut are we to do, then? We must cocexist. Live on under
capitalism, and we will build communism. The new and pro-
gressive will win: and the old and moribund will die. You believe
that the capitalist system is more productive, that it creates
better conditions for social progress, that it will win. But the
brief history of our Sovict state does not speak in favour of capi-
talism. What place did Russia hold for cconomic development
before the Revolution? She was backward and illiterate. And
now we have a powerful economy, our science and culture are
highly developed.

1 dont recall just how many engincers we graduate
annually —

V. P. Yelutin:  Last year 94,000 engincers were graduated
and 106,000 this year, or three times as many as in the United
States.

N. S. Khrushchov : Some say in ycur country that if the
USSR will have more scientists, we will perish. We are
willing to “perish” in that sense, we are secing to it that there
are more scientists in our country, that all our people are educat-
ed, because communism cannot be built unless we do so.
Communism is a science.

Thank you. (Stormy, prolonged applause.)

In conclusion W. Lawrence, Chairman of the National Press
Club on behalf of the club’s members thanked N. S. Khrushchov
for his address and replies to questions.



SEPTEMBER 16, 1959

Interview with Leaders of the U. S. Congress and
Members of the Senate Foreign Relations Committee

On September 16 N. S. Khrushchov visited the US Congress
at the invitation of Senator J. W. Fulbright, Chairman of the
Senate Foreign Relations Committee. The meeling was attended
by 25 Senators — leaders of Congress and members of the Senate
Foreign Relations Committce.

In his opening remarks, Fulbright welcomed N. S. Khrush-
chov, Chairman of the Council of Ministers of the USSR. “We
are glad to see you here,” he said, “and are ¢lad that you are
going to talk with the President on important matters pertaining
to the relations between our countries. The Soviet Union and
the United States are strong powers. The Soviet people and the
Americans are gifted people. The possibilitics of our countries
arc unlimited”. Fulbright stressed that armaments reduction and
peaceful coexistence would help to promote peace and security
and to raise the living standards of all peoples. “1 want to assure
you,” he went on, “that our pcople, like your own, do not want
war. We must find ways of ruling out the possibility of war
resulting from some accident and must provide ways of peace-
ful economic competition.”

N. S. Khrushchov thanked Fulbright for his invitation to
meet Congress leaders and members of the Senate Foreign Rela-
tions Committee.

“I fully agree with everything you have just said,” N. S.
Khrushchov continued. “You, gentlemen of the Senate, hold a
position of responsibility, and the trend in the policies of so
powerful a state as the United States depends largely on you. 1
always follow your speeches with attention and know many of
you from them. Now we have met in person. You will not be
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surprised if 1 say that T do not subscribe to cverything you say
in your speeches. There is a Russian saying: Break bread with
me, but speak vour mind. But let us not now begin recollecting
when and which Senator said something bad or something good.
That is a thing of the past. Let us take guidance in political
wisdom and think of the future, of how to guarantee peace and
the security of nations.

“We Soviet people always think highly of the achievements
of the American people, rejoice in these achicvements, are a little
envious at times, and want first to bring our cconomy level with
yours, then gather strength and outstrip you. 1 think our peoples
and future generations would be grateful to both of us if we
shifted our efforts from the arms race to competition in develop-
ing economy and culture and raising living standards. We are
willing. T think this problem can be solved only if prejudices
are given up and a new course is adopted without hesitation — a
course of friendship and cooperation.

“I realize that it is not alwavs casv to change the trend in
relations between states, discard the old or obsolescent and adopt
the new and progressive. Ilere is an example from everyday
reality: Somectimes an elderly man puts on a new pair of shoces
and wears them for a while, but then flings them oft and puts
on the old pair. The new pair hurts his corns, while he is accus-
tomed to the old one, which seems to fit better. It is sometimes
the same in human society. Some people are apt to reject the
new, and try to prescrve the old.

“Here is another example: You expect a daughter but your
wife gives birth to a son, or while you expect a granddaughter,
a grandson is born. You are disappointed, of course, but it can-
not be helped, nature doesn’t always comply with man’s will.
(Animation.)

“The peoples have always fought for progress. In all the
developed countries, revolutions occurred in one form or another
when the need arose to go from feudalism to capitalism. When
you fought for your independence against Britain, whose colony
the United States was, the British King did not send you mes-
sages of greeting and you won your mdependenc(' in an armed
struggle. The Civil War which the North waged against the
South was also a progressive struggle and the name of Lincoln,
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who led that struggle for man’s freedom, will live through the
ages.

“A new social system, the socialist system, is being  born
now. At first socialism won in one country, Russia; now it has
triumphed in many countries of Furope and Asia.

“You do not accept this system, but 1 have alrcady said that
when you want a grandson and a granddaughter is born instead,
there is nothing you can do about it. Stll less doces the rise of a
new system inany country depend on the will of other coun-
trics. H everybody recognizes the principle of non-interference
in the internal aflairs of other countries, which means recognizing
the right of the people in cach country to choose the political
organization, the system they prefer, then universal peace will
be assured. That is all we want.

“We have all we need for the expansion of onr economy and
do not covet the riches of other countries. Today we are suc-
cessfullv building communism. Other peoples who have taken
the path of socialist development, have by their experience also
borne out the theoretical forecasts of scientific communisin. We
consider communism to be the best system for us. We do not
ask for your approval. What we want is not to be interfered
wills.

“Changes in social formations in lhuman socicty are not a
process that occurs in all countries simultancously. When and
how the social svstem of a country changes is the afkuir of its own
people. Recognize this, and peace will be assured. If yeu do
not recognize it, war will be unavoidable. It you are going to
scek a foreible change in the system of other countries, the peo-
ples of those countries will naturally have to defend themsclves.
Aund that will mean war!

“Allow me to take this opportunity of making a few critical
remarks about you. T should like to state frankly that the deci-
sion of vour Congress to appropriate funds for subversive activi-
ties in the socialist countries does not further peaceful coexistence
and the cause of peace. Tt is an unwise decision. What is more,
to use the manufacturer’s phrase, it is not a profitable enterprise;
the invested capital is yielding no interest in this particular in-
stance. (Animation.)

“I don’t want to sound didactic — the policy you make is
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your own responsibility. 1 don’t know whether you permit your
guests to express their views, but we in the Soviet Union wel-
come it when our visitors speak their mind, even if we disagree
with them.

“Thank you. In conclusion, 1 want to stress once more that
all we want is peace and friendship with the American people
and with all the peoples of the world. Let us do a good thing,
the responsibility resting on us is great and we must live up to
the expectations of the peoples, and the peoples want just one
thing — peace. If you like your capitalist systemn, carry on as you
have done so far, and God be with vou. As for us, we like the
socialist system, so don’t interfere with our living as we choose.

“There was a time when people were burned at the stake
because they insisted that the earth revolved.  But today you will
not find the simpleton who would not believe it. Why will you
not admit, then, that vour present views of communism may be
wrong? But, I repeat, that is your affair. Let us recognize the
status quo — there exist socialist and capitalist countrics in the
world, so let us live in this existing world of ours on the basis of
peaccful cocexistence.

“Since T was the first to make some critical remarks about
you, I thereby gave vou a chance to do likewise. 1 am willing
to hear your criticisms and to reply to them, and also to answer
any questions you may ask.” (Applause.)

Fulbright said that he liked N. S. Khrushchov’s remarks.
He said it was frank talk and they were pleased to have such a
talk. Speaking of N. S. Khrushchov’s remark about Congress
appropriating funds for subversive activities, Fulbright contra-
dicted the remark, saying that “we interpret words differently.”
“We don’t think it is s0,” said Fulbright, “we don’t want to inter-
fere in the internal affairs of other countrics. On the contrary,
we have, for example, given the Philippines a chance to win
freedom. But T say that in passing.”

Fulbright then tried to accuse some socialist countries of
“trying 1o impose their regime on others by force.”

“When discussing a meeting with your President,” N. S.
Khrushchov replied, “we agreed to talk about the relations be-
tween our two countries. Neither he nor I have been empowered
to speak for any third country. If you have any complaints
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against a socialist country, negotiate with it, apply directly to its
government.  Go-betweens are undesirable in matters such as
this. I represent the Soviet Union here and am willing to answer
. , e T

any question that concerns the Soviet Union.

“One more question,” Fulbright said. “You are convinced
that your system is better than ours....”

“Absolutely convinced,” N. S. Khrushchov replied.

“But what happens,” Fulbright continued, “if it suddenly
devcelops that the capitalist system is better and that more and
more people prefer capitalism to socialism? Will you put up
with that, or will you usc force to hold your positions?”

“Let us not rcad the tea-leaves,” N. S. Khrushchov said,
“but if history were to confirm that the capitalist system really
offers the best opportunities of developing the productive forces
of society and of providing a better life for man — and we don’t
believe that a kopek’s worth — T would be the first to vote against
communism. If 1 really satisfied mysclf of the superiority of
capitalism over communism”, N. S. Khrushchov said sarcastically,
“then I would consider which way to turn and whether 1 should
join the Republicans or the Democrats, though there is hardly
any diffcrence between them. It would be a difficult choice to
make.” (Laughter.)

“I can tell you which party is better,
amidst general animation.

“Don’t prompt me,” N. S. Khrushchov continued. “I want
to make my own choice. (Laughter.) T know which party you
represent, but I'm  not sure which of the two parties is better.
I don’t want to interfere in your internal affairs.” (Animation.)

Fulbright asked another question — whether the Soviet
Union was prepared to agree to any of its allies choosing a two-
party system.

“Questions like that are decided by the peoples themselves,”
N. S. Khrushchov replied.

The next to speak was Senator Ilayden, a veteran of the US
Senate and member of the Scnate Appropriations Committee.
He asked N. S. Khrushchov whether he favoured the expansion
of cultural and scientific exchanges between the USSR and the
USA.

“Yes”, N. S. Khrushchov replied, “we advocate the broadest
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possible cultural and scientific exchange hetween our countries.
But, as far as we know, it is not we who are holding things up.
The counter-proposal of the American side for an agreement on
cultural relations in 1960-1961, far from cnvisaging broader rela-
tions, is in facl aimed at reducing them.”

G. A. Zhukov, Chairman of the State Committee on Cultural
Relations, who was present, informed the andience that the US
counter-draft provided for only two major events in the sphere
of artistic exchange in 1960 and only one major event in 1961.
None of the 17 Soviet proposals for technical exchange were
accepted by the US side. As regards the US proposals for techni-
cal exchange, the Soviet delegation has already agreed to a
number of measures with the proviso that the State Department,
in its turn, accepts at least some of the Soviet proposals.

Senator L. Jolmson, Democratic majority leader in the
Senate, asked whether the Soviet Union would agree to co-
operation between Soviet and US scientists in exploring outer
space.

“By all means,” N. S. Khrushchov replied.

“Then why did you refuse to take part in the work of the
UN Outer Space Committee?” Johnsen asked.

“You know why,” N. S. Khrushchov replied. “You wanted
to place us in the position of a poor relation on that committee,
but we will not have that.  We offered vou co-operation on a
parity busis, but you turned it down. Then we refused to parti-
cipate in the work of the UN Committce. You know perfectly
that at the moment you and we alone can engage, in practice, in
the exploration of outer space. Yet you wanted to push us out
into the backyard on the UN Committee. We will never consent
to be put in so humiliating a position. We refuse to be lectured
in a committee in which you have a majority. Do not injure our
sclfrespect and we will not injure yours. Then co-operation
will be assured.”

“I want to give the floor to a spokesman for the Congress
minority and an experienced polemist, Senate Republican leader
Dirksen.” said Fulbright.

. Dirksen said he had two questions. First he asked whether
there was “any hope” of the Soviet Union lifting control over
foreign correspondents’ news dispatches.
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“Every nation has its traditions,” N. S. Khrushchov said,
“and every country has its Constitution.  In your country, the
newspapers see {it to print every possible slanderous fabrication
and cvery possible comment, often provocative and nothing short
of an outright appeal to war. But in the Soviet Union, anyone
who took it into his head to write an article of that kind would
be prosecuted, because we have a law prohibiting war propa-
ganda. Your correspondents send any information or article from
the Sovict Union quite freely unless it distorts the facts, unless
it is grossly slanderous and insulting to the Soviet people, and
unless it calls o war.

“Many of your correspondents send fairly sensible articles
and our press even reprints some of them. But there are also
correspondents who abuse the freedom of the press.”

“Your correspondents working in the US are not controlled,”
Dirksen observed.

N. S. Khrushchov replied that if any Sovict correspondent
working in the United States were to send a false report, he
would be instantly disinissed by his editoriat office. Soviet jour-
nalists perform their mission honestly, while some ot the Western
Corrcsp()ndcnts working in Moscow do nnt scrnp](‘ to write stuflf
that if it were handed to the clerk in the telegraph oflice for
transmission she would be outraged and would refuse to send
such rot abroad. We have no censorship. There is only control
to prevent abuse of the freedom of the press. We do not want
to help foment hostility and hatred between peoples by adopting
an overconciliatory attitude.

We want international friendship and co-operation.

G. A. Zhukov offered to provide Senator Dirksen with factual
data on abuses of the freedom of the press by some foreign
correspondents working in Moscow. Dirksen made no reply.

Dirksen next asked whether forcigners would be  allowed
unrestricted freedom of travel in the Soviet Union. He cliimed
that Soviet people could travel in the USA witliout any restric-
tions.

“Let us agree,” N. S. Khrushchov said, “that for every kilo-
metre which Soviet people travel on US tarritory, we will let
American travellers do two kilometres in the Soviet Union.”

A. L. Ajubei, Deputy to the Supreme Soviet, said that on one
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occasion he had even been refused permission to {ly over the
United States, to say nothing of travelling across its territory,
although he had applied for a visa to Secretary of State Dulles
in person. He added that Soviet correspondents coming to New
York to cover the work of the UN Generul Assembly are allowed
to use only specified streets.

“I have been told,” N. S. Khrushchov observed, “that Soviet
diplomats cannot even travel from Washington to New York
without special permission.  But I will not criticize your internal
regulations. 1 only wish to ask you what you want. You say
that vou want to travel where you please. You want it for a
very definite purpose.  Don't try to force anyone’s bedroom door
if it is locked. That is indecent.  What is this taste you have for
peeping through kevholes?  You want us to lift travel restrictions
in the Soviet Union, do you? Then let us get agreement. Let us
abolish militarv bases on foreign soil and withdraw troops from
foreign territory to within national boundaries. I assure you
that vou would then be allowed to travel wherever you please.
But vou have surrounded us with military bases and want to
travel freelv in our countrv and scout for our military bases. We
call that militarv reconnaissance. That is why we restrict certain
areas of importance to our country’s defence.”

“Our guest would be a most formidable antagonist in any
parliamentary forum anvwhere in the world,” said Senator Rus-
sell, Chairman of the Senate Armed Services Committee, amidst
general Jaughter.

“Not an antagonist, but a defender,” N. S. Khrushchov
remarked.

“You have a good knowledge of many things in this country,”
Russell continued. “But I am amazed to hear that you think we
want to interflere in vour internal affairs. T have been on the
Senate Comumittee for 25 years but know nothing about appro-
priations for subversive work in other countries. T am convinced
that today the people of the Soviet Union live better than ever
before.”

“Quite right,” N. S. Khrushchov said.

“And will live still better,” Russell went on.  “We don’t
intend to interferc in your internal affairs, but I would like to
ask this: You support national self-determination; in the light of
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this, are you prepared to let the people of East Germany decide
their destiny by themselve: by a plebiscite?”

N. S. Khrushchov reminded the audience that it had been
agreed at the beginning of the interview not to touch upon mat-
ters relating to third countries.

“I am a Russian,” he said, “and represent the Soviet Union
here. You, however, arc interested in German affairs.  If you
have any questions on that score, send them to the Prime Mini-
ster of the German Democratic Republic and he will supply you
with the information you want.  The address is well known—
Grotewohl, Berlin.  Theyll get there.” (Animation.)

“You are bearing out what I said about your being a fine
polemist,” Russcll commented in some embarrassment. “I have
one more question.  You gave a vivid account of the launching
of the Soviet moon rocket.  We have had setbacks in launching
rockets.  What about you?”

“Why do you ask me?” N. S. Khrushchov said with a smile.
“You had better ask Nixon—he answered your question when he
said that the launching of our moon rocket had miscarried three
times. He knows better how things are with us. (Laughter.)
Nixon said he was using information from a secret source, but
of course he didn’t specify the source—you cannot disclose a
secret such as that, because it is an invention.

“But if you like, T can answer that question too. To be sure,
launching a rocket into space is no simple matter. It takes a
great deal of cffort. T will tell you a secret — our scientists
expected to launch a moon rocket a week ago.  The rocket was
prepared and put on the launching site, but when testing the
equipment it was found that it wasn’t working smoothly enough.
Then, to be on the safe side, our scientists replaced the rocket by
another. It was that second rocket which was launched. But
the first rocket is intact and if you like, we can launch it too.

“That was how matters stood. I can swear on the Bible that
this is so. Let Nixon do likewise.” (General laughter, applause.)

Senator Russell thanked N. S. Khrushchov and said that the
Soviet moon shot was an outstanding achievement of Soviet
science, on which Amecricans sincerely congratulated Soviet
scientists.

“Thank you,” N. S. Khrushchov said. “We are satisfied with
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the results of the work done by our scientists. '

Sepator Theodore F. Green, a Senate veteran and ex-Chair-
man of the Senate Forcign Relations Committee, asked whether
N. S, Khrushchov considered “free clections™ possib]e in West

and BFast Germany in the next six months.

N. S. Khrushchov reminded the audience that those taking
part in the interview had agreed not to touch upon the internal
adluirs of third countries.  Since, however, the German question
comes within the competence of the Great Powers which fought
against Hitler Germany, he said he was willing to comment on
the matter.

“You are familiar with our attitude,” N. S. Khrushchov said.
“We think it necessary to reckon with the fact that there now are
two sovereign states with diflerent social systems on the terriory
of former Germany.  Let the Germans decide for themselves
how they should live in the future. It will be as they decide.
I cannot answer you on behalf of Comrade Grotewohl or Herr
Adenauer. Let them rather meet without an interpreter.”

Senator Green then asked how clections were held in the
Soviet Union and whether it was true that in the USSR nomina-
tions were made by only one party and votes could be cast only
for one nomince.

“Not exactly,” N. S. Khrushchov replied.  “About 40 per cent
of the deputics to the parliaments of the Sovict Union and Union
republics, and to the regional and district Soviets of Working
Pcople’s Deputies are not Party members. There is indeed only
one party in the Soviet Union. In the carly period, when we
still had antagonistic classes, other parties as well were repre-
sented in our par]iument. But subscquently the structure of our
society changed.  Today we have no antagonistic classes, the
interests of all working people are represented by the Commu-
nist Party, the party of the working people. During the clection
campaign nominations arc made as follows:

“Collectives of working people nominate various candidates,
the number of candidates being unlimited. Ivery collective cam-
paigns for its own nominee. Then representatives of the collee-
tives of working people, elected by democratic procedure, get
together and decide by vote which nominee should be left on
the ticket as the fittest. And it is for him that the elcctors vote.
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“You have a different election system. That is a matter of
tradition. Lvery nation cstablishes the kind of svstem it prefers.”

Senator Wiley, ex-Chairman of the Scenate Foreign Relations
Committee, asked the following question:

“On your way to this country, you doubtless set yourself a
definite goal.  What do you expect to accomplish thyough your
US trip?”

“I might address the same question to you, Senator,” N. S.
Khrushchov replied. “As far as we are concerned, we are willing
to take any steps to ensure peace, particularly in the matter of
disarmament.  But reaching agreement requires a mutual desire
to achieve useful results, Take the disarmament question.  Are
you prepared now to abolish military bases on foreign soil and
withdraw your troops to within your national boundaries?
We arel

“You claim that the socialist system in countries such as
Poland and ITungary, where we have our troops for the time
b('mq survives solelv thanks to their presence there.

“Very well, would you like to put yoursclf to a test? You
will have the opportumity of seeing how the Poles manage their
affairs in the absence of foreign troovs. You say that the Gov-
ernment of the German Democratic Republic is kept only by
our bayonets. Let us agree to withdraw vour troops and ours
to within the respective national boundaries and see what hap-
pens. Are you willing? (The Senator keeps silent for a long
time.) Let us sign an agreement to withdraw troops. Let the
soldiers go home. How happy their mothers and their girls will
be to embrace them! Are you willing? (The Senator says noth-
ing.) There you are. You yourself are hesitant to try it. How
can I say, then, what results my trip will vield? T don’t know
how far you are willing to go, but a great deal depends on the
US Senate.”

Fulbright, who presided, said that the Senators were happy
to have met N. S. Khrushchov and discussed with him a number
of questions of interest to them. He said he was not sure that
anything had been solved by the meeting but thought there was
now better mutual understanding, and that meant a lot.

N. S. Khrushchov thanked the Senators and left the premises
of the Foreign Relations Committee of the US Senate.
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Speech by N. S. Khrushchov at Dinner Given for
President Dwight D. Eisenhower

N. S. Khrushchov, Chairman of the Council of
Ministers of the USSR, and his wife N. P, Khru-
shchova on the cvening of September 16 gave a
dinner for President D. Eisenhower of the USA and
his wife Mrs. Eisenhower in the Soviet Embassy in
Washington.

During the dinmer N. S. Khrushchov, Chairman
of the Council of Ministers of the USSR, and Pre-
sident D. Eisenhower of the USA exchanged
speeches.

Mr. President,

Mrs. Eisenhower,

T.adies and Gentlemen,

This is the second day of our stay in the United States. I
don’t know whether you are pleased with your guests, but the
guests are very well pleased with their hosts.  We like our stay
in vour country, but have no fear, 1 shall not ask for it to be
prolonged.  (Animation.) My time is limited. T will fly to
China literally the next day after my return from the United
States. There will be festivitics there on the occasion of the
tenth anniversary of the People’s Republic. Tt is not to make a
sceret deal that T will fly there, but to celebrate the big national
holidayv of People’s China.

My friends and T have had a fine day today. You are real
exploiters, T must say, and have made a good job of exploiting
us.  (Animation.) Mr. Lodge has been empowered to do so,
and he has worn us out completely.  (Laughter.) T don’t know
whether the exploiters are satisfied with us, but on this particu-
lar occasion the exploited arc satisfied with their exploiters.
(Laughter.)

We had an interesting time at your agricultural research
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centre. You can be proud of it. 'We saw livestock and poultry
there—they are excellent. And I did not feel in the least that
t]wy had V;my objccti(m to our representing a socialist country in
a capitalist one. They realized the necessity of coexistence.
(Laughter.)

My next visit today was to the National Press Club. Jour-
nalists are impetuous, quick-witted people. You and I, Mr. Pre-
sident, are able to appreciate cach other’s plight when meeting
journalists. (Laughter.) In any case, T am hale and hearty, as
you see, and 1 think that speaks weil of the mecting.  As for
what they will report, we will know that tomorrow. It is some-
thing 1 cannot guess.  There were different people there, and
they will probably report difterently. (Animation.)

Then we toured the city of Washington. 1 bear Mr. Ladge
no grudge on this point.  We saw little becausc time was short.
But we did sec the best section of the city. It is a wonderful
city.  We saw the Lincoln Memorial, and paid homage to that
great, most human of humans in US history, whose memory as
a champion of freedom will live through the ages.

Then there was the talk with the members of the Senate
Forcign Relations Committee. I don’t know whether the Sena-
tors were pleased with me. T cannot speak for them. But 1 am
pleased. and think that makes a half success.  (Animation.) 1If
the Senators are also pleased with me, 1 would take that 1o be
a complete success, but I don’t know if they are.

I believe T speak for all my companions when I say that
we are very pleased with this evening and with your presence,
Mr. President, the presence of your wife and your colleagues, at
so distinguished a dinner. 1 feel sure—-perhaps because I want
it very badly—that our coming at your invitation, Mr. President
~for we would not have come to you otherwise—and your forth-
coming visit to our country will help to thaw international rela-
tions; the ice of “cold war™ has not only cracked but has, indeed,
begun to crumble.

I think that through joint eflort we will reach the goal of
actnally melting the ice and establishing normal living conditions
for our peoples und  good, friendly relations Detween our
countrics.

I raise this glass of champagne and invite all the guests to
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follow suit. I propose this toast to the President of the United
States. 1 don't know whether 1 have the right, whether 1 have
your permission, but we regard you as our good friend. You
have shown how thoroughly scrupulous you are—1 dont quite
know whether the term is suitable to give an exact idea of how
vou performed your duty when you were Allied Commander-in-
Chief during the Second World War.  When you come to our
country, vou will feel the warmth which our people will express.
But I should like to ask you, when you feel that warmth, not to
draw a line between the people and the Government as some
people try to do. That is a very bad line to draw, because in
our country the Government expresses and does what the people
think and want.

If the people express sympathy, it follows that the Govern-
ment is of the same opinion. It would never ever occur to me
that there is any necd to test this unity. During your stay in
the USSR vou will be able to satisfy yoursclf of the solid unity of
our people and Government.  'We need only wink to understand
each other.  Let the doubting come to us and sce this unity for
themselves.

1 raise this glass of champagne and invite you to drink to
the health of the President, to your health, Mrs. Eisenkower, to
vours, dear guests, ladies and gentlemen, to all present here.
Although this wine is cold, may our relations grow warmer, may
the atmosphere mellow, so as to melt the ice of “cold war” and
create favourable conditions for the peaceful coexistence of
states, of our peoples. Your health! (Applause.)

40



SEPTEMBER 17-19

IN NEW YORK
N. S. Khrushchov’s Speech on Arriving in New York

N. S. Khrushchov and his party arrived in New
York on September 17. R. Patterson, representa-
tive of municipal authorities, welcomed N, S. Khru-
shchov at the station.

Replying to his greetings N. S. Khrushchov
said:

Mr. representative of the Mayor of New York,

Allow me to thank you for your warm words on my own
behalf and on behalf of my family as well as those accompany-
ing me.

I was very glad to receive the invitatiou to visit New York.
I express you my gratitude for this invitation.

I would like to use this opportunity and convey wishes of
best success to the citizens of New York in their work, success
in their private life and wish them happiness and well-being.

It is generally known that New York is a major industrial
city, a leading business centre of the United States. In the past
I mysclf was a worker and am therefore especially glad to have
the opportunity of greeting the working people who create mate-
rial values for society.

I am certain that the meetings and talks which I will have
in New York with representatives of various sections of the popu-
lation will facilitate a better understanding between our coun-
tries. This will facilitate the adjustment of friendly relations

between our states and the strengthening of peace throughout
the world.

I thank you for your attention.
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N. S. Khrushchov’s Speech at Luncheon
Given by R. Wagner, Mayor of New York

R. Wagner. Mayor of New York, gave a
luncheon in honour of N. S. Khrushchov, Chairman
of the USSR Council of Ministers, at 1 pan. on
September 17.

R. Wagner made a speech of welcome. H. Lodge,
President’s special representative, also made a4
speech.

The floor was then guwen to N. S. Khrushchov.

Thank vou, Mr. Mayor, for the honour you have shown me
today. 1 very nearly called you Robert Petrovich Wagner.  In
wy youth when 1 worked at a factory, our manager was an
engincer by the name of Robert Petrovich Wagner. ( Animation,
applause.)  But, of course, 1 am not conlusing you with that
other Wagner: you only have the same names and surnaimes
(Laughter.)

I should like to thank you most sincerely tor this wonderful
reception and, in particular, for the memorial medallion of your
city that you have presented to me and tor the message to the
peoples of the Soviet Union as a sign of respect and friendship
between our countries. (Applause. )

I should like to take this opportunity again to address words
of profound appreciation to the President of the United States,
Dwight Eisenhower.  We made his acquaintance immediately
after the war, when he visited our country.  The military services
rendered by General Eisenhower as Allied Commander-in-Chief
in Western Europe are valued highly in our country.  We fought
well together with you against Nazi Germany. (Stormy ap-
plause.) 1t is only due to President Eisenhower’s invitation that
I have the opportunity of being with you today.

My respect for Mr. D. Eisenhower has grown still more after
this step.  His decision to invite Khrushchov to America was not
an easy one. Few Americans would have dared to take such a
step.  To do so one had to be a big man and, what is more, to
understand big politics.  (Applause.) T am informed that part
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of the American political leaders are opposed to this decision of
the President. The Presidents wisdom lay precisely in the fact
that despite this, he went through with what he had dccided.
it showed that he was more far-sighted than those who, as we
say in Russia, cannot see farther than their own noses. (Laughter,
applause.) A statesman must not only know what is taking place
today, but show concern for the future and work for its sake.
( Applause. )

I would now like to thank you, as well, Mr. Mayor of the
City of New York, because while President Eisenliower invited
me to America, vou invited me to New York, because without
your invitation I could not have come to your great city. This
invitation from you might have come, of course, merely as a
sign of courtesy to the President. But evidently you also had a
well-meaning interest in seeing what sort of a person Khrushchov
was. (Laughter, applausc.) To see what he was like. And so
here I am before you and your colleagues. (Stormy applause.)

Last but not least, T should like to thank Mr. Lodge, the
special representative of the President, who is performing a diffi-
cult function and torturing me with a stiff programme. (Laugh-
ter, applause.) But he is also torturing himself. (Laughter, ap-
plause.) T am glad of that, because it is easier to bear torture
together.  (Stormy applause.)

Ladies and gentlemen, I have never gone in for diplomacy
but T have a good idea of diplomatic language in relations bet-
ween governments. If T tell you frankly what I think, let the
diploma’'d diplomats not judge me too severcly for possible
deviations from protocol. (Animation, applause.)

You have probably noticed that 1 attentively followed Mr.
Lodge’s and Mr. Wagner’s specches, and applauded both. That
is why I should like to make things clear. After all, some might
think that Khrushchov has been converted to vour capitalist
faith. (Laughter, applause.) Lodge and Wagner defend the
capitalist system, while I applaud them. What am I? Among
‘Communists T appland Communists, and among capitalists T ap-
pland capitalists. Tt follows that I applaud both to play up to
them. (Animation, applause.)

Let us agree upon the following heforehand. I do not think
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there is any need for me to exert myself to try and make Com-
munists out of you. That would be a waste of energy and I need
energy for more important matters. (Applause.) But if anyone
still nurses the hope that I shall adopt the capitalist attitude, I
want to tell you straight from the shoulder that that is also a
vain hope. (Stormy applause.) Were I a supporter of capitalism
I would of course try to come to your country, for after all the
United States is the main root of the world capitalist system.
(Animation.) But I am convinced that our system is much more
solid and much better.

We Russians have a proverb which says that every snipe
praises its own bog. You extol the capitalist bog; as for us, I
shall not, naturally, say that socialism is a bog, but you can, of
course, speak of our system much as I speak of yours. But, as
a matter of fact, the proponents of capitalism are now beginning
to be ashamed of praising it. They are saying that it is no longer
the capitalism that Marx wrote about, but people’s capitalism.

God knows, I see no difference between the capitalism Marx
wrote about and the capitalism Lodge spoke of today. (Anima-
tion.) 1 speak bluntly, so that you should know who you are
dealing with.  Such clarity improves relations: we like socialism,
while capitalism does not suit us. If you like capitalism—and I
know that you like it—carry on and God bless you! But remem-
ber that a new social system, the socialist system, has come into
being. Tt is already treading on your heels, and we are reckon-
ing on overtaking and outdistancing you.

Let’s better speak of what ought to unite us, rather than
magnify what might disunite us. (Stormy, prolonged applause.)

Let’s compete peacefully and let the peoples judge which
system is better, which offers greater scope for the development
of the productive forces, which provides better for man’s well-
being. We must respect the choice of the peoples. We must
respect their right to live as they choose. = We must base rela-
tions between governments on the recognition that different
social systems have an equal right to exist. We must ensure
peaceful coexistence and thereby strengthen peace throughout
the world. (Applause.)

I say to you in all sincerity that we want to live with you
in friendship and peace. (Stormy, prolonged applause.) At one
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time our people watched with admiration, and I would even
say with envy, how rapidly America developed after liberating
herself from colonial dependence.  That was a revolutionary up-
surge and an exploit. Your country swiftly built up its strength
and outstripped all countries in economic development. You still
have the highest standard of living. You are still the richest
country, and the most powerful of the capitalist countrics. Of
the capitalist countries—I want to specify that. (Animation.)
Just to be accurate, of course. (Applause.)

But by the time we also had w revolation you had evidently
forgotten the days of your own revolution and sent your troops
to Russia to help the Russian landlords and capitalists to sup-
press the people.  You may remember what came of it—our peo-
ple gave the interventionists a kick in the pants. We kicked
out your troops, and the French, and the British, together with
the whiteguards. After that you recognized us. True, you re-
quired sixteen years of deliberation before doing it. But it was
impossible not to recognize the new that had come into being
without so much as a by-your-lcave, and had begun to live by
its own will. When you recognized us, we were, of course, in a
different position than today. But now there is all the more
rcason for us to ensure peaceful coexistence.

Now, too, some of you may not like our system. But what
can you do? Try to use force to change the situation in our
country? You know yourselves what that would lead tol

But now that I have met you 1 can see that like us you too
do not want war. (Applause.) So let us come to terms on how
we are to sccure eternal peace. (Stormy applause.) Let us
broaden our contacts. Let more delegations come to you from
us and to us from you. The only thing is that your State Depart-
ment is said to be afraid of this and wants to cut down on con-
tacts rather than extend them. We have sent them a few inte-
resting proposals, but they are turning them down. That is bad.
Does that imply that you want to return to the iron curtain?
(Animation. )

We are for broad contacts, for the promotion of cultural and
scientific rclations, for an exchange of scientific literature, for
co-operation with the United States and with all other countries
tegardless of their social system. (Applause.)
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In your specches you spoke of our joint struggle against Naz
Germany. 1 sct great store by the assistance you rendered us in
that struggle.  Allow me on behalf of the Soviet Government
and people to convey our gratitude to the American people for
that co-operation in the fight against the common enemy. The
assistance you rendered us under lend-lease played its role.
(Applause.)

You are informed, of course, of the contribution of the
Soviet people to victory over the common enemy. That contri-
bution is the very largest. It played a decisive role in defeating
the German invaders.  In the last war the Soviet people suffered
the heaviest losses for the sake of victory over fascism.

I had the pleasure today to shake hands with Admiral Kirk
and Mr. Harriman, who had been ambassadors of the United
States in Moscow during the war years, and also with the pre-
sent US Ambassador in Moscow, Thompson, who worked at that
time in the American Embassy in Moscow, making every effort
to ensure victory over the common enemy. (Applause.)

Mr. Harriman visited us in the Soviet Union some time ago
and we had a pleasant friendly talk.  We conversed with him
in a friendly way. Some may ask how that could be, TTarriman
being a big capxtahst and 1 not the last among Communists.
Yet there we were having a friendly talk. (Ammahon.) But that
only confirms that there is a question that can bring everybody
together—workers, and peasants, and merchants, and capitalists.
It concerns all people living on earth. Tt is the question of en-
suring peace. For the sake of resolving this question we are in
duty bound to seek and find a common language. (Applause.)

In conclusion, T should like to thank the Mayor of New
York City for inviting us to take part in the exhibition that you
are planning to hold in 1964. For the moment I can only give
you my personal opinion (you have a poor idea of our demo-
cratic system, the Chairman of the Council of Ministers cannot
in our country take such a decision before the government exa-
mincs the question), but I think your invitation will be favour-
ably reccived. When you send us this proposal officially, we
shall discuss it, and I expect that we shall consider it an honour
to participate in the exhibition you are planning for 1964.
(Applause.)

46



1 have come to the end of my specch. I thank you for your
attention and for your paticnce. After all, 1 spoke extemporane-
ously, and being speakers yourselves you know well that when
you speak without notes your speech turns out longer than you
wanted. 1 have thercfore somewhat wearied you. Thank you
again for your attention. Good-bye, ladies and gentlemen.

(Stormy applause.)

N. S. Khrushchov’s Speech at Dinner
Given in the Economic Club of New York

Members of the Economic Club of New York
gave a dinner in honour of N. S. Khrushchoo,
Chairman of the Council of Ministers of the USSR
in the evening of September 17,

II. Woodman, President of the Club (Presi-
dent of the large Interchemical Corporation) made
a specch. In his introductory specch he pointed out
that today everybody reccgnises the historic signi-
ficance of the exchange of wvisits between  N. S,
Khrushehor and D. Eisenhower. The Soviet peo-
ple, the Club President declared, may be justly
proud of their economic achicvements. At the same
time Woodman praised the capitalist system in
every way possible claiming, for example, that the
struggle agcinst monopolies was, allegedly, under
way in the USA. H. Lodge, President’s special re-
presentative, spoke in the same vein,

After that the floor was given to N. S. Khru~
shchov.

Mr. Chairman,

Gentlemen,

Before proceeding with the address, which I prepared prior
to coming to your club, 1 should like to say a few words on some
of the points brought up here by the Chairman, Mr. Woodman,
and by Mr. Lodge.

Mr. Woodman said that never in the history of your club



has there been such a large number of people as today, wislang
to attend a meeting with a guest. Before our meeting begay, |
jokingly told Mr. Woodman that in some parts of my country,
where the people have never seen, say, a camel, large crowds
assemble if a camel appears. Everybody wants to take a Jaok
at it, and some even wish to pull its tail (Laughter, applause.
Forgive me my joke, but I should like to draw something
of a parallel. The flower of the capitalist world of New York,
and not only of New York, is gatherod here. And suddenly a
Communist :qppears in such select company, a company you are
accustomed to. Understandably, the wish arises to take a look
at him, and to pull him by the tail if he proves to have one.
(General hilarity, burst of applause.)

I don't know if Mr. Marshall MacDuffie is present here. 1
saw him today at the luncheon given by the Mayor of New York.
During the first years after the war, when I was Chairman of the
Council of Ministers in the Ukraine, Mr. MacDuflie came to the
Soviet Union as representative of UNRRA, the American war
relief organization. I was on very good terms with him and with
the late Le Guardia, the former Mayor of New York and head of
UNRRA. Marshall MacDuffie came to us again when I was
already working in Moscow. In one of our conversations he told
me then that it would be very useful if 1 were to visit America.

I asked him why. MacDuffic replied that some Americans
thought I had horns. If they were to see I had no horns, that
would be a great achievement. (Laughter, applause.)

I did not make that up. Ask MacDuffie, he will confirm our
conversation. I think that now all of you here can see for your-
selves that T really have no horns. (Laughter, applause.) Hav-
ing convinced yourselves of this, the victory will be half won if
you convince others. People will realize that Communists are
human beings like everybody else. The only difference between
us is the difference in our views on the political structure and
social system of states. And we must get agreement on the point
that each people must choose for itself what system to maintain.

As far as I know, you do not let your competitors look into
your account books. Don’t look into our accounts, then, for we
have our own communist system of bookkeeping. (Animation.)
Let’s better live in peace. There are cases with you too, aren’t
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there—though they may be rare—when competing corporations
come to an agreement not to attack each other. Why then, te use
your language, should not we, representatives of the communist
corporation, and you, representatives of the capitalist corpora-
tion, agree on peaceful coexistence? Let each abide by his own
views. (Prolonged applause.)

I know that you like capitalism, and I don’t want to dissuade
you. I would simply do no more than humiliate myself if 1 were
to take advantage of the hospitality of the biggest capitalists and
begin moralizing to you about the superiority of communism.
That would be a senseless thing to do before this audience. Let
history be the judge! (Prolonged applause.)

Why then did Mr. Lodge so zealously defend capitalism
here? Ie did it so zealously, and that is only natural. If he
did not defend capitalism so fervently, he would not hold such
an important post in your country. (Laughter, applausc.) The
only question I have is what made Mr. Lodge plead the benefits
of capitalism with such ardour today. Is it possible that he
wished to talk me into adopting the capitalist faith? ( Laughter.)
Or, perhaps, Mr. Lodge is afraid that if a Bolshevik addresses
capitalists, he will convert them and they will espouse the com-
mumist faith? I want to reassure you: I have no such intentions
—I know who I am dealing with. { Laughter, prolonged applause.)

If Mr. Harriman will allow me, I shall tell you about our
exchange of jokes in a conversation we had in Moscow. T said
in jest that Mr. Harriman was “jobless™ after having been ousted
by Rockefeller from the post of governor of your state (anima-
tion}, and that now he was at a loose end.  Whercupon Comrade
Mikoyan observed that he could be found a job in the Soviet
Union (laughter, applause), and I said: if you like, T offer you
the position of economic adviser to the Chairman of the Council
of Ministers of the USSR, with a good salary and a good country
house. (Laughter, applause.) You, of course, rcalize that this
was said in jest.

That is my reply to Mr. Lodge.

I cannot grasp why he tries to convince me that you are
businessmen. I know it myself. If you were not managing im-
portant affairs you would not be occupying such high positions
and would not be here today.

49



1 am accompanied by Comrade Yelyutin, the Minister of
Higher and Special Sccondary Education.  Tle will confirm that
we are training many specialists.  But if any of you wanted to
share in building communism in our country, we would take his
measure and find him a suitable job; the greater the benefit his
work would bring, the more he would be paid for it. ( Laughter,
applause.) We know how to value people, and the greater the
henefit their work yields, the higher the pay for their labour.
Such is the principle of socialism.

You will excuse me for this digression. I only wanted to
explain to Mr. Lodge that there was no cause for him to worry
about his capitulists. So far as I can sce, none of them will be-
come Communists. And do not worry about me, either. I shall re-
main a Commumist and shall not join any of your corporations.
(Laughter, applausc.) As people say we shall come out even.
(Applausc.)

Ladies and gentlemen, it gives me great pleasure to meet
businessmen in the Economic Club of New York. My visit to
the United States gives me the opportunity of getting a better
knowledge of the life of your great country and of establishing
personal contacts with your people, with all sections of it, in-
cluding you, gentlemen of the business world.

I think that you too would find it interesting to make a
closer acquaintance with us Sovict people representing the so-
cialist system, and, so to say, to get first-hand information on how
we live, how we run our household and how we build our
economy.

I know that businessmen arc wont to talk without diplomatic
niccties, with utter frankness. That is why T take the liberty of
telling vou in all frankness what may not perhaps be to the
liking of some of you, but would yet be good for you.

Some people—blinded, to put it mildly, by their dislike of
socialism and communism—dream in their sleep, as the saying
goes, of the ruin of the countries that have taken that path of
development.  1In his dreams a person usually secs his cherished
desires, and all too often awakening brings him disappointment:
he opens his eyes and finds the same faces and the same environ-
ment that surrounded him when he plunged into his vain dream,

Some people frequently dream that socialist Russia is the
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same as it was before the Revolution. But let’'s compare  the
rates at which the Soviet Union has been developing since we
overthrew the old, rotten system, and the rates of development
in the United States during the same period.  Compared with
the 1913 level, output in the Soviet Union has increased 36-fold,
and only fourfold in your country. Why does our cconomy and
culture develop more rapidly than yours? 1 am not iméosing
my ideology upon you, though I do not conceal my allegiance to
the Communist Party and my political views—they are known
to you. But the figures show convincingiy that the source of our
rapidly growing strength is the socialist revolution, which enab-
led our country to take a road of development along which the
locomotive of Soviet cconomy is racing al an cver increasing
speed.  Old Russia could never have even dreamt of such a pace.

Possibly vou disagree with me. But can you explain, then,
what miracles brought those results about?  What miracles,
1 ask vou?

In old Russia 76 of every 100 people over nine years of age
were illiterate.  Nearly 80 per cent of the children and teenagers
had no opportunity of going to school. Whereas today all our
children go to school and there are practically no  illiterate
people in the country. We now have 40 times more  special-
ists with a higher or special secondary education than in
pre-revolutionary Russia, and our higher schools traim almost
three times as many  engineers  as American universitics and
colleges.  Last year, for example, we trained 94,000 cngincers,
while you trained 35,000.

We have now worked out and begun a titanic seven-year
plan of economic development. T shall name just one figare to
give you an idea of its scale: our capital investments alone will
amount to approximately $ 750,000 million in these weven years.
Fulfilment of this plun will bring us close to the level of economie
development in the United States.

Where do we get the funds for ull this? Where do we get
the accumulations? All this can only be explained by the ad-
vantages of the socialist system, for, as we know, miracles don’t
happen.

Some people may, as before, doubt the feasibility of our
plans. But that is ostrich policy; when an ostrich secs that its
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rival is overtaking it, it is said to hide its head in the sand. Our
development will not cease if you close your eyes to reality.

Already now 1 can disappoint the people who are playing
ostrich. Do you happen to know how we are fulfilling the first
year of the seven-ycar plan?

Our plan for 1959 envisaged a 7.7 per cent rise in industrial
output. Actually, we have increased output by 12 per cent in
the first eight months of this year. There is reason to believe
that we will produce more than $ 10,000 million worth over and
above this vear’s plan. This means that, far from planning any
impossible rates of economic development, we have, on the con-
trary, provided favourable conditions for industry, so as not to
overtax the economy, and to receive additional accumulations
through overfulfilment of the plan and to make the work of our
enterprises more rhythmical. Consequently, we shall be able to
overtake the USA in economic development first in volume and
then per head of population, more rapidly than projected in our
plans.

Before my departure, Comrade Kosygin, Chairman of the
State Planning Committee, reported to me on the plan, prepared
by the Committee for 1960, which has, in the main, been worked
out in detail. True, it is still a tentative plan, but it has already
been co-ordinated with all the Union Republics, and is therefore
.close to the form in which it will be approved. It will probably
be approved soon after my return from America, at the close of
October or early in November. The figures of this plan are not
without interest.  For example, in 1960 we shall be able to pro-
duce two million metric tons more rolled stock than initially
projected for the second year of the seven-year plan. With
regard to oil, we are planning to increase output by more than
14 million metric tons in 1960 alone. This, too, is not bad for
our economy.

Excellent prospects are opening up for our gas industry. For
the time being America ranks first in the world for output and
known reserves of gas, but in recent years we have been making
increasing use of natural gas. Our geologists have discovered
such huge gas deposits as will suffice for decades to come. This
enables us to expand the extraction and consumption of gas still
amore and to surpass you in this respect as well.
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These, gentlemen, are only a few words about our potentials.
We have everything we need. Our people are solidly behind
their government, full of enthusiasm. They strive to do their duty
to the best of their ability and thereby strengthen their socialist
system still further.

Possibly some people thought I would come to the United
States to solicit for the development of Soviet-American trade,
without which, it is alleged, the seven-year plan cannot be ful-
filled. I want to say in all frankness that I have not come here
to beg. We have always, ever since the inception of the Soviet
state, urged the development of international trade. And we are
by no means raising this question today because lack of such
trade will prejudice the fulfilinent of the seven-ycar plan. Who-
ever thinks so, is making a big mistake.

We attach considerable iinportance to the development of
international trade, acting upon the same rule as many people
in your country, too, if we are to believe the motto reproduced
on a postage stamp recently issued in the United States: “World
peace through world trade.”

We agree with this approach. True, when I said approxi-
mately something of the kind some time ago, indicating that
trade is important as a means of relaxing international tension,
I was criticized by some people of America. Your newspapers
wrote at that time that Khrushchov spoke of trade only because
for him trade is no more than politics. But if we are really to
speak about who has turned trade into a political weapon, it is
an American institution you all know, that invented a special
list of embargos, which you, businessmen, are compelled to
observe when trading with the Soviet Union. Lect’s not argue,
however. History will establish who associated trade with
politics, and in what way.

T want to emphasize that the Soviet Government has always
advocated, and continues to advocate equitable, mutually bene-
ficial international trade without any discrimination whatsoever
—the trade spoken of by Benjamin Franklin, whose words “Com-
merce among nations should be fair and equitable” are engraved
above the front entrance of the US Department of Commerce.

The establishment of all sorts of embargo lists in trade is
something we oppose and shall always oppose as unreasonable
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practice. I you do not wish to trade in so-called strategic, or
any other goods, you don’t have to. That is vour affair.  But do
not introduce discrimination against any country or a group of
countries.  This practice disrupts normal international trade and
leads to political complications.  Indecd, history tells us that
governments resort to such restrictions only when they contem-
plate a military campaign against the country subjected to dis-
crimination.  Let us then clear the path to normal trade relations
between all countries, irrespective of their social systems.

We are trading on a basis of equality with many countries.
Suffice it to say that last year the volume of Soviet forcign trade
exceeded the 1938 level seven-fold and amounted to 34,589
million rubles.

Our trade relations with Britain are shaping out quite well.
Trade is expanding with businessmen in West Germany. It
should be noted that the Government of West Germany also has
a correct understanding of the interests of its country in this
matter, and co-operates in the development of trade contacts
rather than obstructs them. We welcome this. Good economic
relations are shaping between us and Italy. Relations with France
are not bad. \Why then must America stand apart? [owever,
that is up to you. The question of trade is a question of profit.
If vou find it unprofitable to buy from us, or to sell us some
goods, do as vou think best.

But bear one thing in mind. Tt sometimes happens that too
choosy a girl lets time slip, stays a spinster too long, and is left
empty-handed. (Laughter.) Such maidenly indecision is doubly
out of place in business, where the rule “First come, first served”

perpetuated in an English proverb, operates more than any-
where else. We too have a rather good saying to that effect:
“He who comes late gets a picked bone.” ( Animation.)

In justifving the stagnation that has persisted in Soviet-
American cconomic relations for almost 10 vears, some public
leaders — politicians rather than busincssmen — allege that this
sitnation is normal and even of advantage to the Western world.
They seriously maintain that by refusing to trade with us the
United States retards the economic development of the Soviet
Union and weakens its defensive might.

However, 1 think there are few people in this hall who be-
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{ieve this. You all know through the press about the Soviet sput-
niks and rockets, about the growth of our cconomy, which has
never been so rapid as in the past ten years. 1f any of you still
have even the slightest doubts on that score, you are welcome
to come to the Sovict Union and sce for yourselves, as your col-
league, Mr. Harriman, has done recently.

By the way, we spoke with Mr. Harriman on a number of
questions, including the question of trade. I told him, and T can
now repeat it, that the law banning trade with the USSR, which
was passed in the United States as a repressive measure against
the Soviet Union, has led to results directly opposite to what its
authors anticipated.

We have even derived a certain benefit from the trade policy
which the United States pursued with regard to the Soviet Union.
We have had to develop production of machmee that we did not
have before and intended to buy from you, and now are not
dependent on anyone in this respect. Thus, the artificial dwarfing
of trade with the Soviet Union has strengthened rather than
weakened us.

Look at the tremendous successes achieved in our economy
in those ten vears, look how our technology and science have
developed! We discovered the secret of using the energy of
hydrogen before you did. We were ahead of you in developing
the intercontinental ballistic rocket, which, in fact, you do not
have to this day. Yet, when you come to think of it, the inter-
continental ballistic rocket is truly a condensation of creative
human  thinking.

So, what sense is there in your restrictions? Continuation by
the United States of the p()hcv of trade discrimination d{mmst
the Soviet Union is simply a piece of senseless obstinacy. ( Ani-
mation.)

From time immemorial lively trade has been considered a
good omen in relations between countries. In the now obtain-
ing situation international trade acquires still greater importance
as a kind of barnmeter of the relations between countries. Then
may the pointer of this barometer move at least towards “vari-
ah]e and once it passes that line we are sure that — gwen the
effort of both sides — it will soon point to “fair weather”.

You are all well informed of the fact that we are offering
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you cconomic competition. Some describe this as our challenge
to the United States. But speaking of challenges, one might say
perhaps — and it would even be morc precise — that it was the
United States that first challenged the whole world. The USA
developed its economy to a higher level than in any other coun-
try. For a long time nobody ventured to dispute your supremacy.
But the time has now come when a country has appeared which
accepts your challenge, which takes into account the level of
development in the United States and in its turn challenges you.
You may rest assured that the Soviet Union will hold its own in
this economic competition: it will overtake you and leave you
behind.

But what harm is there in that? No matter who wins in this
competition — you or we — both the Soviet Union and the Unit-
ed States will gain by it, because our peoples will have peace
and live still better than today.

Incidentally, competition as we Soviet people understand
and practise it by no means excludes co-operation and mutual
assistance, and we are ready to extend this rule to the United
States if you will agree to it. After all, haven’t we co-operated
with you in the past? Some thirty years ago, when our country
started building a large-scale industry, good economic contacts
were established with leading US firms. Ford helped us build
the motor works in Gorky. Cooper, a prominent American spe-
cialist, acted as consultant during the building of the hydro-
power station on the Dnieper, which in those days was the big-
gest in the world. Your engineers helped us build the tractor
works in Stalingrad and Kharkov. Americans, along with the
British, were consultants during the construction of the Moscow
subway. We were grateful to your specialists for their co-opera-
tion and many of them returned home with Soviet decorations
and letters of thanks, to say nothing of material remuneration.
(Animation.)

What is there to prevent us from renewing and developing
economic co-operation at the present, qualitatively new stage,
when it is not only we who could learn from you, but you, too,
who could learn a lot from our engineers, designers and scien-
tists? Such co-operation would most certainly be of mutual
benefit.

56



Your and our economic successes will be hailed by the whole
world, which expects our two Great Powers to help the peoples
who are centuries behind in their economic development to get
on their feet more quickly. I shall say nothing now about whose
fault that is — you know it perfectly well. Let us better decide
on a just and humane way of helping these countries out of the
plight in which they have found themselves.

The position of the Soviet Union in this matter is clear.
Although our country has not made a single ruble through the
exploitation of the natural resources and labour of other coun-
trics, we are ready to continue assisting the countries of Asia and
Africa that have won their independence. Yet it would be only
fair if the countries that utilize the natural resources and the
labour of other countries loosened their purse-strings more.

Gentlemen, 1 read the allegation in your newspapers that
the policy of peaceful coexistence which we are offering to you
actually means the establishment of a “divided world.” Nothing
could be farther from a correct understanding of the ideas of
peaceful coexistence than such an interpretation. In reality, we
want to sccure exactly the opposite: peaceful coexistence and
competition imply increasing economic and cultural intercourse
between nations. And, conversely, rejection of peaceful coexis-
tence and competition signifies the disruption of all intercourse
between countries and the further fanning of the cold war.

Every person who does not want deliberately to shut his
eyes to hard facts will recognize that the only sensible way for
international relations to develop in our time is that of scttling
outstanding international issues by negotiation. Our visit to the
United States and President Eisenhower’s coming visit to the
Soviet Union will, we should like to hope, allow us to hold a
frank exchange of views on existing controversial issues and faci-
litate agreement between us. (Applause.)

To live in peace as good neighbours or to drift to another
war —such is the choice that now confronts the Soviet Union,
the United States of America, and the whole world. There is no
third choice if, of course, we discount the fantastic possibility of
either one of us wanting to move from the earth to another
planet. I do not believe in the latter pos:ibility: Soviet people
are doing quite well on earth, and you, too, I should imagine,
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do not intend to book tickets for the moon. My information is
that it ic not very cosy there for the moment.

Big possibilities are concentrated in your hands, gentlemen.
You are influential people. That is why, in addressing you today,
1 should like to voice the hope that US businessmen will use
their influence in the right direction and support peaccful co-
existence und competition between us, just as some prominent
representatives of your cconomy are already doing. I have res-
pect for Mr. Cyrus Eaton, for example, who is showing courage
and foresight.

True, they say that there are people who do not like the
fact that certain American businessmen are supporting the idea
of peaceful coexistence. These businessmen are even criticized
for it in the press. But, as the saying goes, he who wants to have
eggs must put up with the cackle of hens. (Laughter.)

Naturally, gentlemen of the business world, I am not urging
you to adopt our world outlook. 1 think that you, too, do not
expect to win me over to the capitalist faith — we are obviously
past that age, You cvidently belicve in the victory of your sys-
tem, and 1 am confident in the victory of socialism.

I can sce some of you smiling —a person who is convinced
that his own views are right is usually ironical in his attitude to
the other party, who is just as firm in his views. But although I
lay no claim to being a prophet, I can say that some people will
apparently have to swallow a bitter pill when they realize that
they have wrongly evaluated the situation and erred in their
calculations. If they are men of action and intelligence, then
judging by the experience of the socialist countries, they will be
given the opportunity of applying their knowledge, their energy
and their abilities when the American people goes over to a new
social system.

You will forgive me this joke; I had no intention of offending
and, still less, of insulting anybody. I just wanted to express my
thoughts about the future as I see it.

In conclusion, allow me to wish that each one of you make
his contribution to improving the relations between our coun-
tries, and bettering the international situation. Thank you.

(Prolonged applause.)
* *
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After N. S. Khrushchov finished his speech, he answered a
number of questions put by businessmen.

Question Period

The first to receive the floor was the editor of the American
magazine Look. llis question was of an obviously provocative
nature and meant to divert the attention of the gathering from
the basic points put forward by the head of the Sovict Govern-
ment in his speech, which was received with great interest by
the nunerons guests assembled in the largest hall of the Waldort-
Astoria Hotel. The questioner pretended not to understand how
the thesis of peaceful coexistence of capitalist and socialist coun-
trics could be reconciled with the propositions of scientific com-
munisin about the inevitable triumph of communist ideas
throughout the world.

N. S. Khrushchov: The fact that you ask such questions
and the fact that some gentlemen are laughing before hearing
my reply show how little they know of the substance of the
matter. People who are well-grounded in histors know that when
human society was completing the transition from feudalism to
capitalism there also was a struggle between the old and the new.
Like other nations, the American people also fought for a transi-
tion to the more perfect social form of that day... You fought
against slavery and feudalism, vou fought for progress, against
the old system. which impeded the development of the produc-
tive forces, and in the end vou were victorious. But at the time
the American people established a republic, tsarist Russia was
still a semi-feudal country where serfdom obtained. Your cco-
nomy progressed rapidly, while the economy of tsarist Russia
lagged considerably behind the American economy in its deve-
lopment. And that was only natural, because the social system
which triumphed in your country was more progressive than the
system that preceded it. Nevertheless, republican America co-
existed peacefully with monarchist Russia. They did not wage
war against each other.

Why is it, then, that at this time, when mankind has come
to a new stage of development, you refuse to accept the idea of
the peaceful coexistence of capitalist and socialist countries?
This, of course, does not alter the substance of the matter.
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Remark from the balcony: That does not answer the
question!

N. S. Khrushchov: You may not like the substance of
the matter, but such is the history of human development. 1
might only add what folk say in such cases: If a girl who has
had a baby still wants to be regarded as a girl, and even goes to
court to be recognized as such, this does not alter the case. Even
if the court were to grant her that recognition, she would never
again be a girl all the same. (General laughter, applause.)

I am told that you are the editor of a big magazine. That is
evidently so? 'What do you want? Do you want me to give you
a guarantee that the American people will live cternally in the
conditions of a capitalist socicty? Do you want a prescription
on how to preserve capitalism from extinction? I am no doctor
and cannot offer prescriptions of that kind. The question of what
system you will have in your country depends neither on me,
nor on you. It depends on the American workers, on the Ameri-
can people. They will decide what system to choose. Do not,
therefore, expect to get any sedatives, Mr. Editor, I cannot give
them to you. No one can halt the inexorable march of history!
I just want to emphasize that we are for non-interference in the
internal affairs of other countrics. Hence, the situation in your
country is your own responsibility! (Prolonged applause.)

M. Kelly : (Research consultant in Industrial Manage-
ment):

I am interested in the Soviet Government’s attitude to cul-
tural and scientific exchange between the United States of
America and the Soviet Union.  Could you say something about
that?

N. S. Khrushchov: I can tell you that I have discussed
the question yesterday with the Senators on the Foreign Rela-
tions Committee. The Soviet Union is persistently advocating
broader cultural and scientific exchange with all countries, in-
cluding, of course, the United States of America. I told the
Senators that we were surprised the State Department was not
meeting us half way and contemplated somewhat to curtail the
exchange in all fields — the exchange of cultural, scientific, stu-
dent and other delegations. So you will have to take this
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question to the State Department and ask them why they have
adopted the line of curtailing, rather than extending, our cultural
relations. (Animation, applause.)

H. Woodman : Thank you, Mr. Khrushchov, for your reply.
The State Department is represented here, and we hope to hear
something from them on the question. (Animation, applause.)

M. Kelly: Allow me to ask one more question. Does
the Soviet Union intend to extend publication of data on scienti-
fic rescarch done by Soviet scientists? Lately we have had
frecuent contact with Soviet scientists and admire their achieve-
ments. Is there any intention of publishing more of their papers?
It would promote international co-operation among scientists.

N. S. Khrushchov: 1 like this question —you can feel
a practical approach in it. Just what papers do you mean? It is
hard for me to reply, because you have put the question in gene-
ral form. In the Soviet Union, we strive to publish all works of
great scientific value, with the exception of classified matter
related to defence. Other countries, including the United States,
do the same thing. We are well aware that a country which
makes a secret of all scientific research thereby retards the deve-
lopment of its own science. We have no wish to harm ourselves.
Our socialist society is free of competition and we do not have
to fear that the publication of information by one research insti-
tute will cause damage to another, as is often the case in rela-
tions between capitalist firms carrving on research. That is our
advantage over the capitalist system.

M. Kelly : You arc right, my question was too gencral.
Allow me, therefore, to ask you to speed up as much as possible
the publication of information about rescarch done by Soviet
scientists under the International Geophysical Year.

N. S. Khrushchov: Thank you for specifying. When I
return home I shall look into the matter and try to spced up
the publication of the materials you speak of. T can see no secrets
in the matter. (Stormy applause.)

H. Woodman: 1 give the floor to the head of one of our
leading tobacco firms.

Question : Why don't our broadcasts to the Soviet Union
reach the listener? (The representative of the tobacco firm
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went on to urge that all sorts of bourgeois publications be
distributed in the Soviet Union and that reception of broadcasts
from the “Voice of America” and similar radio stations be organ-
ized on as wide a scale as possible in the Soviet Union.)

N. S. Khrushchov: Gentlemen, please understand me
correctlv. 1 have come here at the invitation of the President.
In our very first talks with Mr. Eisenhower we decided not to
touch upm; questions related to the internal competence of our
two countrics.

(Crics of an obviously provocative nature are again heard
from the balconv. But some people in the hall as well join the
voices from the balcony.)

N. S. Khrushchov: Gentlemen, since you have invited
me, I would ask you to hear me out attentively. If you do
not want to, I can stop talking. I did not come to the USA to
beg. 1 represent the great Soviet State, a great people who have
made the Great October Revolution. And no sallies, gentlemen,
can drown out what has been achicved and done by our great
people, and what it is planning to do. (Noisc in the hall, rebuk-
ing the authors of the remarks and cries.) T will reply to all your
questions if you stop trying to shout me down.

The question of how and what our people should hear is
the affair of our people, the affair of Soviet people. These ques-
tions arce decided, and will always be decided, by the Soviet
people themselves and their Government, without foreign inter-
ference,

You are displeased that the Soviet people refuse to listen
to the anti-Soviet broadcasts of the “Voice of America,” but you
yourselves “jam” some good American voices. For example, we
Soviet people, and many other people as well, like the wonderful
voice of America, with which Paul Robeson sings. Yet
you must know, of course, that for many years your Government
did not let him go to countries which invited him to sing. Why
did you jam that voice ? Paul Robeson has a splendid voice
and we like to listen to him. But we have no desire to listen
to the false voice with which you want to talk to us. It would
be different if your voice were friendly, wholesome. We will
not jam such a voice. We are ready to listen to it. (Cries of

approval.)
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H. Woodman: Thank you, Mr. Chairman of the Council
of Ministers of the USSR, for your speech, for patiently
listening to all our questions in spite of being very tired, and
for answering them so comprehensively. 'lc]l us, if we show
that it will be better in our country than in yours, will you go
on fighting capitalism just the same? 1 should like to assure
you that the members of our Lconomic Club are willing to
compete with the Soviet people in peaceful pursuits.

(Amid cries of approval from the entire audicnce, Nikita
Sergevevich Khrushehov shakes hands warmly with Mr. Wood-
man. Then he returns to the rostrum.)

N. S. Khrushchov: Ladies and Gentlemen, everybody
will be winners in the peaceful competition that we are offering
vou. 1f the cause, the system which you represent, gives people
more blessings and creates better living conditions for them, if
it gives more scope to the productive forces of society than
socialism, I shall come to you and ask you for a job. (General
laughter, (1pplaus'c) But at the moment, gentlemen, do not
offer me “causcs,” because the cause T serve, the great cause of
communism, is the best and the noblest cause of alll  Why
then should 1 change it for something else!  (Animation.) To
speak seriously, I have come to your country to establish friend-
ship with the American people. The Soviet people want this
friendship, they desire greater co-operation with the American
people.  They want a strengthening of peace throughout the
world.

Thank you. (Prolonged applause.)

L L L

N. S. Klirushchov's speech and his replics to questions were
received by those present with great attention and on numerous
occasions were interrupted by applause.  They made a great
impression on the representatives of American business circles.

o L] o

On September 18, H. Woodman addressed the following
letter to N. S. Khrushchov :

Dear Chairman Khrushchov,

While you are still in New York, I want to express to you
the great appreciation of the Economic Club of New York for
your address at the meeting last night. Tt was an epoch making
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event in the history of the Club. I also want to express my
great personal pleasure in having had the opportunity to meet
and talk with you.

I sincerely hope that there was no real misunderstanding
as a result of the apparent discourtesy on the part of a few
members of the audience during the question period. In so
large a group it seems almost inevitable that there will be a
few people who are forgetful of their manners. 1 feel sure you
realized how verv few they were. The membership of the Club
and the vast preponderance of guests were greatly interested
in what vou had to say and were genuinely appreciative of
vour w;llmﬂness to answer questions after such an extremely
long and strenuous day.

This morning I have received many comments about the
meeting. Thev have, without exception, been to the effect that
it was an extremely interesting and rewarding experience. Once
again, I thank you both personally and on behalf of all who
were present.

Sincerely,
Herbert Woodman

N. S. Khrushchov replied:

Dear Mr. Woodman,

I thank vou heartily for vour letter in which you speak so
highly of my speech in the Economic Club of New York.

Like yvou, T am well aware that the individuals, who tried
to cast a shadow on our meeting with their unfriendly cries, do
not represent the opinion of either the businessmen who gather-
ed at the Economic Club or the American people, and for that
reason failed to receive any support at such a distinguished and
responsible meeting.  Just like you, I pay no attention whatso-
ever to them.

We have had a good businesslike meeting and in many
respects it has helped to improve mutual understanding and
strengthen friendly relations between the United States of
America and the Soviet Union.

With sincere respect,
N. Khrushchov
September 19, 1959
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Speech by N. S. Khrushchov at the Session
of the U. N. General Assembly

N. S. Khrushchov addressed the session of the
UN General Assembly on September 18. Below we
publish the full text of his speech as well as the text
of the Declaration of the Soviet Goverwment he
handed over to the General Assembly of the United
Nations Organization.

Mr. President,
Esteemed dclegates,

My visit to the United States at the invitation of the Presi-
dent, Mr. Dwight Eisenhower, has coincided with the beginning
of the United Nations General Assembly session. Permit me, first
of all, to express my sincere thanks to the Assembly delegates
and to the Secrctary-General for this opportunity to speak from
the Jofty tribune of the United Nations. I appreciate this honour
all the more since the Soviet Union is today submitting to the
General Assembly highly important proposals on the most burn-
ing issuc agitating the peoples — the disarmament problem.

Iistory knows no other international organization in which
the peoples reposed such hopes as in the United Naticas. Born
in the grim days when the rumble of the last battles of the
Second World War had not yet died away and when the ruins
of devastated towns and villages were still smoking, the United
Nations, expressing the thoughts and aspirations of millions upon
millions of tormented people, proclaimed it to be its main pur-
pose to deliver succeeding generations from the scourge of war.
Today the United Nations embraces more than eighty states. Tts
ranks have been joined by many of the states which, in the past
war, were in the camp hostile to those who had laid the founda-
tions of this Organization.

More than fourteen years have clapsed since this inter-
national forum was created. Yet the purpose for which the
Organization was founded still has not been achieved. The peo-
ples still live in constant anxiety about peace, about their future.

65



And how can they not feel this anxiety when, now in one part
of the world, now in another, military conflicts flare up and
human blood is shed? The clouds of a new war danger, at times
thickening into storm clouds, lour over a world which has not yet
forgotten the horrors of the Second World War.

The tension in international relations cannot continue for
ever: cither it will reach a point where there can be only one
outcome—war—or, by their joint efforts the states will succeed in
ending this tension in time. The peoples expect the  United
Nations to redouble its cfforts towards creating an atmosphere
of trust and mutual understanding among the states and  con-
solidating world peace.

In international aflairs, in solving controversial problems,
success is possible provided the states concentrate, on  what
brings states closer together rather than on what divides the
present-day world. No social or political dissimilarities, no differ-
ences in ideology or religious beliefs must prevent the member
states of the United Nations from reaching agreement on the
main thing: that the principles of peaceful coexistence and
friendly co-operation be sacredly and unswervingly observed by
all states. If, on the other hand, differences and social dissimila-
rities are pushed to the fore, it is bound to doom to failure all
our efforts to preserve peace. In the twentieth century one can-
not undertake crusades to wipe out unbelievers with fire and
sword, as the fanatics of the Middle Ages did, without running
the risk of confronting humanity with the greatest calamity in
its history.

The United Nations Organization is itself an embodiment
of the idea of peaceful co-operation between states with differ-
ent social and political systems. Indeed, see how many states
belonging to different social systems, what a multitude of races
and nationalities, what a diversity of philosophies and cultures
are represented in this hall!

But since the states differ in their evaluations of controver-
sial issues, since there are divergent views on the causes of the
present international tension, we have to be prepared for the
elimination of disagreements requiring persistent effort, patience
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