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SPEECH DFLIVERED BY N.S5, KRUSHCELV AT A MEETING OF VORKING

PECOPLE QF MOSCCYW HELD ON 20 OCTOBER 1960 AND DEVOTED TO THE

WORK 0O THE SOVIET DELECATION AT THE FIFTERNTH SESSICN OF
TEF UNITED NATIONS GIENERAL ASSEMBLY

Uear muscovite comrades!

Degr camrades and friends, listening to me on the radic in other towns and
villages of our great homeland!l

T should like to let you have our impressions of our participationm in the
work of the Tifteenth session of the United Nations General bsgembly and, in
conformity with egtablished tradition, give an account of the work done there.

Tf the question is asked: was it worth while trevelling to New York to
this session, it can be gaid without any reservations that it was not only worth
whiile but necessary to go there. It is now acknowledged thrdughout the world
that the current session of the General Assembly ig of exceptiiocnal importance.

The Soviet Government deemed it necessary that the most pressing, vitally
irportant problems of cur time should be discussed at the session. We congidered
that the wmost respbnsible statesmen should atltend the United Nations General
Agsembly. The Goverrment of the United States and its allies sought to discredit
this idea, but, as you know, nothing ceme of this.

COur position has met with the warmest support in all socialist countries,
with & bread response and understanding on the part of the Governments of many
countries of the world. In order not to become isolated, the Fresident of the
United States; the Prime Ministers of the United Kingdom, Canada, Australia and
some others of their allies were ccwmpelled, as one says, Lo change horses in
midgtresm and rush to the =zeszion,

Ag world public opinion rightly points oul, the fifteenth sessicn of the
General Assembly has heen the most representative internaticral meeting ever held
in modern history. The Heads of SBtate, the heads of Goverpment and leading
gtetesmen froem more than thirty countries met there.

Many highly important internsticnal problems have been submitted for _
consideration at this session. The delegation of the Boviet Union proposed for
discugsion such urgent matters as the questicn of general and complete disarmament,

the abcliticon of colonialism and the granting of independence to all peoples and
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countries, the aggressive acticns of the United States of Lmerica zgainst other
States, and the necessity of changing the structure of the executive organs of
the United Nations. The agenda also includes such questions as the restoration
of the legitimete rights of the People’s Republic of Chire in the United Fations,
the flgerian issue and wmany others.

The attendance at the session of delegations of the socialist countries,
headed by the leaders of those countries, and also the attendance of the Heads
of State and heads of Government of many cther States Mewbers of the United HNations
produced considerable results.

In the spaciocus hall of the General Assembly delegates listened with great
attention and interest to the speeches made by many outstanding statesmen‘of our
time. A profound impression was made by the speeches delivered by the chairmen
of the delegations of the countries of the sceialist camp: the President of
the Czechoslovak Socialist Republic, Camrade Antonin Novotny; the Chairman of
the Polish delegation, Comrade Wladyslaw Gomulka: the Chalrman of the Romanian
delegation, Comrade Cheorghe Gheorghiudej; the Chairman of the Hungarian
delegation, Comrade Jdanos Kedar; the Chairmen of the Bulgarian delegation,

Comrade Zhivkov; the Chairman of the Council of Ministers of Zlbania,

Comrade Mehmet Shehu. The session was addressed by the lesders of the délegations
of the Ukrainian Soviet Sccialist Republic, Comrade N.V. Podgorny, snd the
Eyelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic, Comrade K.T. Mazurov.

The speeches made by the leaders of the delegations of the socialist countries
resounded ag the vecice of a new, just world bringing to the peoples happiness and
prosperity on earth. At the same time their speeches were a severe condemnation
of imperialism, colonislism - a world which clings toc everything outlived and,
doormed by history, creates z threst to the veace and the security of the peovles.

£ major contribution in the struggle for peace, for the abolition of the
cclonial system detested by the peoples, was made by the speeches of the Fresident
of Ghena, Kwame Nkrumrsh; the Fresident of Guinea, Sekou Touré; the Fresident of
Indcnesia, Sukarnc; the Prime Minister of India, Jawaharlal Nehru; the President
of the United Arsb Republic, CGamal Abdel Nasser; the Head of State of Cambodia,
Forodem Sihanouk, and other representatives of independent States, A great

impressicn was made by the vivid speech delivered by Fidel Castro, the hercic =zon
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of the Cuban people and Prime Minister of Cuba. Many constructive proposals were
also made in the speeches of other statesmen.

The representatives of the imperialist countries and the defenders of
colonialigm sought in every way, often overtly, but even more often covertly to
uphoid, to defend their position. And, as you already know, quite frequently,
such battles flared up at the session as this international Organization has not
known gince its ineception.

Our jJourney was alsc useful because we had many meetings snd exchanged
opinicng with statesmen from various countries on a whole series of vitally
important international problems, HAll this promotes better mutual understanding
and the establishment of closer relations between States. -

Luring the long years of its existence, much has accumulated in the United
Natlions which needs resclute revision and adjustwment in conformity with the present
deployment of forces in the world. It can be said that the principal line in
the proceedings of the first stage of the fifteenth session cof the United Natilons
General Assembly was the struggle between the new, the progressive and the oLd,
the obsolete, retarding the development and growth of the nev.

Permit me now, dear comrades, to dwell in scmewhat greater detall on the
prireipal facters in the present international situaticn and the work of our

delegation to the fifteenth session of the Unifed Nations Ceneral fszsembly.

I. Changes in the world since the establishment of the United Nations

Comrades,

The fifteenth session of the General Assembly is regarded by many people
ag a gpecial session. This i1s quite Jjustified. The segsion summed up some
results of what has been done in the United Nations since its foundation.

It was rightly pointed out at the session Thet great political and social
changes have taken place in the world in the lest fifteen VEars.

These changes lie, above all, in the growth of the powerful camp of the
socialisl countries. Now more than one thousand million pecple live and work
under the banners of socizalism. The emergence of the world sccislist system is

of decisive importance for the development of all mankind, for its destinies.
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After the Second World War, at the time when the United Fations was being
set up, the caplitalist system was still dominant in the world, the colonial system
was still firmly entrenched. Great sociel changes had taken place in the fifteen
post-war years. A number of socialist States emerged in Europe and Asla. They
not only emerpged, but rapidly gained in strength, upheld their revolutionary
gains and demonstrated supericrity over the capitalist system in the advance of
the econcmy end well-being of the mass of the people, in the progress of science
and culture.

It is precisely the soclalist countries that hold the lead in rate of
expansion of production, in the exploration of outer gpace, in the peaceful uses
off atomic energy,

We Communists were charged with belng oppressors, with being able to organize
people oaly in order to seize power, with trsmpling underfoot the freeom cf the |
individual., with being unable to create, to orgenize the work cof industry and
agriculture, Our enemies tried to prove that we would not advance science and
culture., They said that the reveclution destroys but doegs not create.  Where are
these gentlemen now, where are these sorry prophets? They have thelr tail between
their legs and sre silent! What else can they do but keep silent.

How it is clesr to the whole world that genuine freedom, a fast rate of
economic development and cultural progress are to be found where the people
trivmph, where the new 1ln the orgenization of socciety prevails, that is to say,
where scclalism triumphe. In conditiong of socialism a free people is building
a new life on the foundation of the teachings of the great thinkers of mankind -
Varx, Ingels and Lenin. The fruits of this teaching can now te seen by everyone,
except, perhaps, the politicaily blind.

The ceolonial world also underwent tremendous changes during this pericd.
Colonial empires are crumbling. It can even te said that the colonial empires
have crumbled and that their fragmente are row cracking. India, Indonesisa,
Burma, Ceylon and other countries in Asia cast off the colonial yoke. The
exceptionally tempestucus process of the liberation of the peoples of Africa is
now taking place. The long suffering peoples of Afrieca are, at last, escquiring

human righte,
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All these great changes that have taken place in the world cannct be
ignored. 'hen the United Nations was Tounded after the Second World War, the
political man of the world was different, and this map determined the structure
of this international Organizetion.

During those years the United States of smerica dominated the entire world.
That country was the richest and econcmically the strongest. Bvidently, this
also predetermined the fact that the United Nations, its Headquarters, was set
up in the United Stetes of Lmerica, Geographically, this creates great
inconveniences, to say nothing of the fact that the order existing in the United
States does nct favour the leocation there of such an internationsl Crganization.
If g site for the Headquarters of the United Nations were tc be selected now,
the peoples of Africa, the Negroes would hardly agree to the Headguarters being
situated in a country where Negroes are not regarded ag human beings, where they
are the viectims of savage discrimination that szoes as far as lynching.

111 these and many other facteors in internaticnal affairs indicate that a
reappraisal of values, a new approach to the soluticn of highly important world
problems, is now reguired,

Wher the United Netions was Tounded, its main purpose was rightly envisaged
as the safeguarding of peace, the settling of thosge issues which create tension
and canh lead to the outbreak of a third world war. The emphasis was laid on
creating a body which could cope with difficulties and.conflicts arising between
Stateg. It was with this object in view that the Security Council was set up.

The Security Council, very rightly at that time, was made up of eleven
members, five of them being permanent members. It was laid down that the United
States of America, the Boviet Unicn, China, the United Kingdom and France were
to be the permanent members of the Security Council.

1 should like to emphasize that it was precisely these five States, each
of which vas regarded as a great Power at the time, that entered the Security
Council as its permanent members. The wisdom of the political leaders of that
time who were the organizers of the Unifted Nations was that they accorded equal
rights to each great Fower in the Security Council, though the socialist countries

were in en absclute minority in the world at thet time. The Soviet Union and the
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Mongolian People's Republic were the only socialist countries at that time. But
the same rights were accorded to the Soviet Unicn, a scelalist State, as to the
other permsrent wmembers of the Security Council. XRecognition of this equality
found expression in the fact that the United Natlions Charter laid down the
princicle of the unanimity of the great Towers, the right of veto. No one, even
if it was a question of four States against one State, could take any cardinsl
decisions getrimental to the world, detrimental to any of the five great Fowers.

In short, it was the capitalist countries that were predominant in the world
in those days. But the founders of the United Nations were right in believing
that the United Netions would be able fo cope with the tesks with which it wes
charged only if the majority, and 1t was the capitalist countries and the
colonialist Powers that were then in the majority, did not abuse their position
vig~g-vis the minority. Unly cn that condition could the United Nations exist,
develcp and fulfil the role for which it was established.

What, however, was the political map of the world at the time the fifteenth
session of the General Assembly opened? This picture, I repeat, is widely
different from what it was when the United Nations came into being.

To begin with, as I said before, there has arisen a world scciallst system
embracing countries with over one-third of the world's population. The socialist
nations have enormous econcmic potential, They are producing even tcday over
one-third of the world's total output and nearly half of the werld ocutput of some
key items of industrisl and agricultural production.

From the ruing of the colonial system there have emerged many independent
States which are pursuing & policy of avoiding military bloes and alignments.
These States are India, Indonesia, Burma, the United frab Republic, the Republics
of Ghana, Guinea end Nigeria, and others.

The position of the former great colonial imperialist Powers has alsc
changed fundamentally. By whet right can the United Kingdom e considered a great
State today, while India cannot? DBy what right? In the old days whoever had &
big stick wes consldered great. It ie the United Kingdom that used to be the
najor colonial Fower 2t one time. It brought other nations into submission by

force of arms and ruled them by brandishing its stick. It seized 211 but half
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of the world and that was the measure of its power., Today the situation is
‘different. Since the end ¢f the Second World War, the United Kingdom has had to
rest content with less than it had before. £4nd the fact that it still retains

and oppresses some colonial countries through force and vieolence signifies the
decline, and not the rise, of its power. Its soldiers still march fthe way they did
in the time of Queen Victoris, and gome in the United Kingdom do not want to
rezlize that the times have changed, The United Kingdom hzs long since ceased

to be the workshop of the world and the mistress of the seas.

France is another imperialist and cclonial Péwer, which has built up its
might in the same way, that ig, by conquering and ruthlessly enslaving the African
peoples and the peoples of Asia. This great Power has been at war with Algeria
for over six years now and has so Far failed to sghow its greatness by stopping
its piratic policy. The times have chenged. Today the peogles are fighting a
life and death struggle for freedom against their oppressors, the cclonialists,
and are waging a successful strugsgle to defend their human rights,

Why, then, is France regarded as a greet nation, but Indonesia is not? Why
have India and Indonesia been placed in a position different frem that of the
United Kingdom and France in the United Hations; ﬁhy, for instanee, are they nct
vermaznenl members of the Security Counecil?

Or take the United States of America. It is still the mightiest czpitalist
Power. Put whereas in the old days the United Sfates had a force of attraction,
as the land of ascendant menopoly capital and ag the land that had a democratic
bourgeois Constitution, it has since forfeited this position. Today the United
States is a reactionary State dominated by moncpcly capital, a State which 1s
pursulng an imperialistic policy, which is bound up with, and is the leader of,
the colonlalists.

Everything in the United States is forced into a state of submission to
capital and militarism, althcugh a gemblance of demceracy ie still preserved.
Monopoly capital is in possessicn of everything: +the means and lmplemrents of
production, such powerful ideological tocls as the Press, publishing houses,
television, broadcasting and cinema are all being used to break the will of the

people and to decelve the wasses.
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In the past the United States had an econcmy and power that were in sharp
contrast to those of the rest of the world. It is separated from Furcpe and Asia
by the oceans, and those were an insurmountsble barrier during the wars that
raged in Eurcpe and Asia. The United States experienced no horrors of war, no
famine, no destruction. Today the oceans are no longer an unassailable natural
fortress of the United States. The United States is losing its exceptional
economic position too.

The Soviet Union and all the socialist countries have scored tremendous
successes in their econcmic development. We have surpassed the United States in
a number of sciences, in the field of education, culture and art, to say nocthing
of the superiority of the political and social system which has been won by the
peoples of the socialist countries.

The United States has lost the power of attraction it cnce had. On the
contrary, there are factors in operation today which make the United States
repugnant to other peoples and States. This is an essential change. It has not
yet been grasped 1n full by the Americans themselves. One may say it has not as
yvet been grasped by many people in the world, but they feel it, although they have
not drawn conclusions from the changed situation. This is why the United States
of America is no longer as great a nation in the world arena as it used to be,
although it is still cconcmically and militarily the strongest capitalist
country in the world.

China, at the time the United Nations was created, was broken up and was
thought little of. The reason why the countries of monopoly capital seated it
in the Security Council must have Tteen to tie China to the cgpitalist world so
as to prevent it from being infected with socialist, marxist-leninist ideas.

The imperialist powers wanted to keep the Great Wall of China intact, for
moncpoly capital to use it as a bastion separating the world of socialism from
the world of capitalism.

DBut the Chinese people decided to live as they saw fit. The Chinese people,
under the leadership of the Communist Party of China, won a great victory in the
heroic struszgle for their liberation. The Chinese people effectively used the
favourable situation which arose after the Sccond World War, when the fascist
forces had been routed in Hurope and militaristic Japan had been defeated. The

(hinese Hational Liberation Army was given a rear it could rely on. It smashed
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the zrmy of Chiang Kai-shek who had by then gone over altogether to the side of
the United States of America, the side of imperialism.

Ever since China became a People's China, Chinese in the true sense of the
term, and its Government began genhuinely to reflect the will and aspirations of
the people, the mcnopelist and imperialist Powers do nct reccgunize it. The
imperialists do not reccgnize a Chinese China, but do recogrize as China the
Izland of Taiwan occupied by the United States. People's China has not even been
admitted to the United Nations and is not occupying its rightful seat.

Why does this happen? Has China disazppeared? No, it has not! China does
exist! Ts it not as great as it was? Yes, China has become great indeed today,
econcmically and pelitically a more powerful naticn. China is not recognized
because it has bvecome a socialist State. The fear caused by the emergence of a
scclalist China knocked all sense out of the imperialists and they began to deny
the existence of Chinese China.

Well, we know what this means from our own history. Indeed, for a long time
the most rabid Imperialists treated the Soviet Uniom as no more than a geographic
entity instead of as a great nation. The United States of America did not
recogriize the Soviet Union for sixteen years. So, I repeat, we know what this
means.

Tatterly, it is true, even some bourgeols statesmen have come to realize the
senselegeness of United States policy with respect to China and deplore it. Each
vear it is becoming more and more difficult for the United States to uphold its
policy of mon-recognition of People's China. At every session of the
General Assembiy tihe mechanical majority is whittled down and the policy of this
mechanical majority in relation to China is laid bare. Plainly, this policy will
collapse completely before long. If Ged does not punish the government leaders
of the United States and deprive them of reascn, the best thing for them would be
to support the restoration of China's rights in the United Nations and the
expulsion of Chiang Kzi-ghek's puppet. Will the United States statesmen be able
to use the gift of God or not? We shall not try tc guess. Time will tell. But
if they should fail to act sensibly, they will have in the near future to swallow

tne most bitter pill for their policy with respect to People's China.
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People's China, Indiz, Indonesia, Japan, Burma and other Asian States are
playing an ever-increasing role in world affairs and world politics.

Vast changes have taken place in Africa, too, over the past few years. There
were only three independent States in Africa when the United Wations was
established. The entire territory of that continent was divided among the
colonialists who had oppressed the African peoples for decades. The Africa of
today is an entirely different place. There are twenty-six indeperndent States
on that continent today which have a population of over 180 millicn. A very
significant point is that the independence of the overwhelming majority of these
countries - sixteen out of twenty-six - was proclaimed this year, in 1960.

The representatives of the young African States at the United Nations
Generasl Assembly said that 1950 was the year of Africa. The whole of Africa is
aflame with a national liberation movement. Yet over twenty countries and
Trust Territories on the African continent are still under colonial rule. These
countries have z population of over 50 million. The peoples of the colonial and
dependent countries are Tighting against foreign oppression and, beyond all doubt,
will win their independence.

These are some features of the social and political map of the world
Tifteen years after the establishment of the United Nations.

The imperialist States - the 3tates of monopoly capital - which belong to
the military bloes of the Western Powers, wish to rely on their armed strength
in crder to perpetuate the predominant position in the United Naticns which they
had at the time the United Nations was founded. They wish to retain this
predominance at any cost, although history has, in fact, deprived them of these
rights and - and this I would say is the main thing - has deprived them of such
cpportunities. The former econcmic superiority which once ensbled the imperialist
States to exert pressure on many nations of the world is being lost. The
imperielist Powers have likewise lost their former military superiority on which
they relied in carrying through their "policy of strength'.

Yet the ruling circles in the ilmperiaslist countries continue to nurse the
illusion that they still retain their former supremacy.

It is quite natural and logical, therefore, that the delegation of the

Soviet Union should have pointed out at the [ifteenth session of the
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General Agsembly that the structure of the United Netions is outdated. This
structure corresponded to the relaticnship of forces and to the role and
importance of the States as they were at the time the United Notions was
established, that is, in 1945. But it is entirely ocut of keeping with the present
situation. It has beccme necessary to modify the United Nations structure in
eccordance with the new releticnship of forces of the three majlor groups of
States in the world - socialist, imperialist and neutralist. This statement of
the questicn has found support and understanding among many representatives at
the current sessica.

We have not made any specﬁfic proposals as yet, but we have put forward
some points of principle with regard to this question.

The reascn we have raised the question of changing the structure of the
Urited Nations executive orgesns is not that we want to have scme privileges in
the United Nations. Cur position - the pesition of the socialist countries -
is generally known today, and no sensible person can dehy the importance of the
countrieg of sccialiem in the United Nations.

The United Nations itself cannot exist withcut the sccialist countries in
it. Why? ©Scme may say that the socialist nations are in the minority today.
But it is silly to Jjudge the importance of this or that group of States in the
United Natione by the mumber of countries these groups include. Unless one-third
of the world's population, possessing half the power of the entire werld, is
represented in the United Nations, the United Naticns will, indeed, become
neaningless as a world organization.

The triumphs of socialism have a power of attraction even for those who do
not recognize our system, but who can nc longer shrug it off and ignore its
sweeping pregress. To lgnore this is something which only a blind man can do,
who says there is no light and no sun, and that what the others say about light
and the sun is just a fairy tale.

We consider that the United Nations should be improved ag an interpational
instrument created to prevent a new world war. For this the first thing to do
is to revert to the ideas and principles which were lald down at the time the
United Naticns and its Security Council were established, that is, to recognize
the principle of equal terms for all States and, above all, for those on whieh

it depends whether there will be a new world war or not.
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“hereas only five countries - the United States of America; the Soviet Unionm,
China, tne United Kingdem and France - were listed as great Fowers at the time
the United Nations was established, today the list of these great Powers is,
guite naturally, much bigger. Cne cannot, of course, while including the
United Kingdom and France in this list, fail to include India and Indcnesia,
not to speak of the restoration of the rights of the Pecple's China.

The imperialist colenial Powers, pursuing their own selfish group interests,
have managed to spell scmething of what was done when the United Naticns was
established. They have started acting in contravention of the United Nations
Charter. The Charter provided that the Becurity Council was to solve the most
important preoblems by applying the rule of unanimity of the five great Powers -
the permanent members of the Security Council. Whenever the represenfatives
of the Western Fowers failed to push through any rescluticn of theirs, they
bypassed the Council by bringing those issues direct before a session of the
General Assembly. :

Thusg, the Security Council's most ilmportant principle of unanimity, laid
down in order tC ensure peace, 1s being violated by them. They have byrassed
this principle and wish to get such issues settled by a mechanical majority or
2 two-thirds majJority in the General fAssembly, in the hope that the voting
machine will rescue them. But this is no way out of thé situation. All they
are doing Is to cpen a valve thrcocugh which there can break out such a conflict
as will bring mankind to a global war disaster.

This situsaticn increases the danger that the United Nations itself may push
the world to the brink of war or indeed intc the very ceuldron of war. It is
necessary strictly to comply with the United Nations Charter with regard to
fhe principle of great-Power unanimity in settling the most complicated
internatioral prcblems in the Security Council. But this is only one side of
the matter Account should alsc be taken of the altered conditicns in the wecrld,
the new balance of foreces in the world aremna. It is alreedy clearly insufiicient
for only five great Fowers to be represented in the Securlty Council as
permanent members.

Consequently, the organizational structure of the United Netions must now be

so arvanged that the three groups of States - socialist, imperialist and

/on.
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neutralist - should be on an equal footing in the soluticn of international
problems on which the issue of peace or war largely depends.

Those who insist on the cold, who wish to preserve the old and do nct
recognize the new, do not understand that the 0ld does not lead to the
strengthening of peace. The cld here is fraught with a great danger of war.
Those whe do not take account of the interests of all the three groups of States
and wish to exploit the internatiomnal corganization in the interests of one group,
namely the group of States of momopoly, imperisiist capital, are not guided by
the interests of strengthening peace.

That is why the gtructure of the United Naticns must be altered and its
executive organs made to fit the reguirements of life, to accord with the
principle of equal representaticn for all three groups of States. Otherwise it
will not be the United Nations, but rather the disunited nations.

I have spoken of altering the structure of the Security Counecil. This,
of course, fully applies to the executive crgans of the United Nations, to its
Secretary-General. No one man, however brilliant, can objectively express the
interests of three groups of States simultaneously.

It is guite natural that, since the United Naticms is now dominated by
the United States of America and ites allies - the United Kingdom, IFrance and
other cogntries of mconopoly capital which pursue an imperialist, colcniatist
policy - they ncminate thelr candidates tc the prinecipal United Naticns posts.
Whose candidate is the present United Faticns Secretasry-General, Mr. Hemmarskjold?
It is clear to all that he is the candidate of the United 3tates of America. The
Swedes say that he is a representative of Sweden. True, he is a Swede by bilrth,
but by his political views he is a repregentative of the United States of America,
and he serves the United States. Let not the Bwedes be offended by this. We too
have cur own Farrarskjold in the United States - Kerensky. He is Russian by
birth, but whom does he serve? He serves American imperialist capitai, and the
Russian people have been getting along rather well without him for many years now.

Of course, each group of States would like to have its own candidate hold
the post of Secretary-General. That is rpatural; but unrealistic. Each group of
States wishing to introduce its representative into the United Nations executive
brgan wants to dominate, but ocur thesis is that there should be no dcmination by
any one group of States in the executive organ of the United Naticns - the

Secretariat.
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Censedquently, the most radical and just solution of the question of both
the United Nations Secretariat and the Security Council would be to apply the
Frinciple of egual righis, equal opportunities, equael representation. The United
Naticons Secretariat must consist of three secretaries.

The ot jection may be raised that it will then be extremsly difficult to
settle questions. It is difficult to do s¢ in the parliament of a single ccuntry
too, especially in the parliaments of bourgecis countries, as antagonistic
classes exist there, and each class has its cwn party and its own representatives.
The ruling classes pursue their own policy, that of suppressing the other classes,
In s¢ deing, they rely on capital, and capital is a great force. It seemingly
does not vote, but it bribes and thus mekesits voice heard through representatives
of other classes whom it has bought over. But this happens within a single State.

Tc apply such.a parliamentary system to an international organization is
quite unjustifiable. The United Naticns embraces about a hundred States, and
three systems of States stand out sharply in the world today. To start suppressing
this or that group would te to embark on the course of employing force, the course
of preparing for war. DBut it was not to wage wars that the United Nations was sel
up. It was established as an instrument for ensuring peace,

To ensure lasting peace, it 1s necessary that the interests of none of these
groups of States should be violated, that international problems should be
settled with due regard for the interests of all three groups of States. Only
then can peacs be ensured.

If a cne-sided pclicy is followed in the United Nations, in the Security
Ccuncil, thé Assembly and the Executive, 1f the interests of all three groups of
States are not obzerved, the United Nations will commit suicide. In those
circumstances, its decisions will not te respected by all States. In that event,
no group of States can oblige other States to carry out the decisions adopted.
Such a situation may raise international tension to the breaking point, and the
conflagration of a world war might be set off by even an accidental spark.

World War II left the German guestion still unsettled. Large and small

countries are taking part in the United Nations, but the German pecple is not.
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Italy hes been admitted to the United Nations and so has Japan, formerly a
militaristic State. Even Spain and Portugal, which are fascist States, have been
admitted. Why then is not the German people represented in the United Nations?
Because there is no peace treaty with Germany. The imperialist States are
artificially postponing the conclusion of a peace treaty. They are trying by
this means to avoid recognizing the German Temocratic Republie. Put this is a
foolish policy, because the German Temocratic Republic has existed and has been
developing for eleven years now. It 18 necessary to put an end to this state

of affairs and conclude a peace treaty with Germany. It is necessary to sclve
this question, to place on record the conditions and changes that have been
brought abcut by the war, so that the German pecpie should be represented in the
United Nations Organization on a basis of equality.

I repeat, the conclusion of a peace treaty with Gernany is of great
impertance for the relaxation of international tenslon. The continued existence
of the state of war with Germany does nothing but poison the atmosphere, because
all the gquestions to be zettled in connexion with the signature of a peace treaty
have already found solutions that have received de facto recognition.

It 18 now clearly necessary to solve them as they stand; it 1s only necessary
to place on record the existing state of affairs -~ the existence of two German
States and the inviclability of the frontiers established after World War II.

No sober politician expects thet anyone willi give up or renounce the
achievements of socialism in the German Temccratic Republic. Ncr does anyone
think that West Jermany will tcday renounce its politiecal and sccial system.
Therefore it is necessary to give de facto reccgnition to the situation that has
already taken shape and to place it on record in an appropriate treaty.

With regard to West Berlin, toco, we have time and again.proposed 8,
reasonable solution.

The German question is now being used for political aims; it is being
exploited in some States in the course of election campaigns.

L presidentisl election is now appreaching in the United States of America.
The German question is an inevitable feature of the election cenrpaign. Will the
‘situaticn in Germany change or not? That is, will a peace treaty be signed with
the two German States or will the pregsent situation continue? This subject crops

up continucusly in the election debates. The sggressive circles, which are bent

v
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on preserving this hotbed of war, are trying fo exploit the German question for
the purposes of their "positions of strength" policy. But a trial of strength on
such an issue is dangerous.

West Germany, toc, is exploiting the gquestion of a peace treaty with Germany.
And here is what happens. For example, thé line is taken in 1960 that it is
impossible to raise the question and fo reach agreement on the German problem
because the presidential election in the United States is an obstacle tb this.

We are dropped s hint that we should pay no attention to the talk about the
Germen question during the election campaign, but that once the elections are ovér;
it will be possible to reach agreement.

But there will be elections in West Germaﬁy in 1961. There, too, the
aggressive circles, the representatives of monopoly capital, are exploiting the
Germaen question, and there, too, some leaders hint that Chancellor Adenauer
cannot be expected to abandon his point of view because, if he does, Brandt will
win the election. Have patience, therefore, till the elections are over and
conditions may then arise for a more realistié approach to the sclution of the
German gquestion. _

‘ Sc the extremely important question of the conclusion of a peace treaty with
Germany is being continuously postpeoned, a question which requires sclution and
which is fraught with grave military danger if left unresclved.

This question must be settled. And it must apparently be settled in 1561,

Common sense must prevail, It is necessary to sign a peace treaty, and the
climate in Europe will then be entirely different. ‘

The steps West Germany has taken against the Germen Temccratic Republic, which
include the viclation of trade agreements, tend to aggravate the situation, becsuse
the German Democratic Republic can also take corresponding steps and all these
factors taken together, are not conducive to an improvement in the relations
between countries. It is necessary, therefore, as we agreed with the Western
countries after the United States brought abvout the failure of the Faris
conference, that no steps should te taken which would have the effect of
exacerbating relations. We proposed a summit meeting after the presidential
election in the United States so that fresh efforts could be made to settle the
issues in dispute, to reach agreement on the conclusion of a pea‘ce treaty with the
two German States and, under that treaty, to sclve the question of West Berlin

by meking it a free city.
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We abide by these positions. But if another policy is forced cn us, the

responsibility for this will rest with the imperialist Powers of the West.

General and complete dlsarmament - the way to enduring peace

Comrades, the Soviet Union has declared repeatedly that the question of
disarmament is the crux of all the vital international issues of our time.

Mankind has been endesvouring for decades to solvé.the problem of ridding the
world of destructive wars, the arms race and the competition in developing weapons
of apnihilation. In the past, such endeavours were foredocmed to failure. In
circumstances in which the exploiting classes exercised undivided sway, society
was rent apart by irreconcilable class contraditions which imperialism had carried
to the extreme limits, and more than half of mankind was under the colonial yoke,
continuous wars between States for a redivision of the world were a constant
feature of the life of society.

Before the emergence of the world system of socialism, all attempts to get
rid of wars were pious illusions and dreams. Sometimes they also served as a
means of deluding pecple. It may bte recalled, for example, how the bourgecisie
asgerted during World wWar I that the war bhad to be won by the Entente Powers so
that there should be no more wars. We know, however, that World War I was
followed by many others and, finally, the fascists, with the connivance of the
imperialists of the United States, the United Kingdom and France, started the
even more destructiﬁe World War II.

Now that scilence has discovered weapons of unheard-of destructive power,
any new world war would bring mankind untold calawity and suffering. We are
convinced that mankind will not perish in the event of a new war. It will merely
cast off, firally and résolutely, the rotten capitalist system, which gives birth
to wars. The question arises, however: need the victory of the new be achieved
at such a fearful cost? Must the establishment of a new system on the ruins of
the old be paid for in the bloed of hundreds of millicus of pecple? TIs there no
other way?

All reasonable people understand the necessity of creating conditions which
would preclude the possibility of the ocutbreak of wars waged for the sake of
enriching some countries at the expense of others. The Marxists-Leninists see

such a pessibility.
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We, Marxists-Leninists are well aware of the full complexity of questions of
war and peace. Wars developed similtanecusly with the division of society into
classes. The danger of wars and the basis for their outbreak will be finally
and irrevocably eliminated with the abolition of the division of society into
rich and poor, into haves and have-nots; into exploiters and exploited, with the
establishment of & social system which is not based on the brutal bourgeocis
principle that man preys on man.

Such a world will have nothing in cormon with the world of capitalism
governed by the law under which the strong robs and exploits the weak., 1TIn the
countries of imperizlism, those who have fhe capital have everything, while the
ordinary people who work and create all the meterisl and spiritual assets but who
have no capital and are debrived of the means of prcduction, are subjected to
exploitation and discrimination.

The ruling cireles of the United States descrivbe the sc-called American way
of 1life as a medel for the "free world". But what kind of freedom is involved?
It is freedom to exploit, freedom to rob, freedom to die of starvation in the
pbresence of surpluses, freedom t0 be unemployed when productive capacity stands
idle., TFreedom in the United States is freedom for monopoly capital to oppress the
working reople, to bamboozle people with the bipartisan system and to impose its
will on thelr partners in military blocs. Such a scciety provides & basis for
wars between countries because the tendency towards reaction inside the country
and towards expansion and aggression outside is characteristic of monopoly
capital, of imperialism.

To preserve peace under conditions in which imperialism exercises undivided
domination would have been impossible. But the situation chenged with the
emergence of a new social system - socialism, which is taking the place of
capitalism. The socialist system is a more progressive one; it esteblishes new
laws in the relations between people, new laws in the relations between nations
and States. Our conviction is that all mankind will come to accept socialism,
communism - & harmoniocus society which will know no antagonistic classes and
will be based on the mest humane principle that man is a brother and a friend to
e

After the victory of the working class and working peasantry, thefe will be

neither social, naticnal, nor any other causes for the cutbreak of war in any
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country. This will come sbout in circumstances of the complete supremacy of the
socialist, communist system throughout the world. Mankind will then represent a
true commonwealth of equal nations.

This was said long ago and was scientifically proved by the fcounders of
Marxism-Leninism.

The liquidation of the capitalist system is the crucial guestion in the
develcpment of scciety. But only gamblers can believe that a change in the social
system can be brought abcut by unleasing wars between States. Social revolutions
are not for export. They cannct be carried oy baycnets or rockets. Just as we
cannot admit the idea of anyone imposing on us their own way of life, which is
alien to us, we similarly have no degire to interfere in the internal affairs of
other countries, because it is the unalienable right of every nation to chocse
its own way of life. The decision regarding the social conditions they wish to
live under is a matter for the nations themselves; it depends on the internal
development and the ripening of ceonditlons in each individual country. The system
that is to exist in one or other country - whether it is to be socialism or
capitalism - is not a gquesticn of international relations nor is it a matter for
discussion in an international forum such as the United Natlions in which ccuntries
with different social systems are represented. It is a matter to be settled by
the peoples themselves within every State. '

It is necessary to take account of the real state of affairs, of the world
ag it is. The present world consists of the countries of socialism, the countries
of capitalism affiliated to the military blocs of the United States, and the
countries not affiliated to any military blocs and following a neutral policy.
Consequently, we must search for solutions of the cardinal international problems
that would take into consideration tﬁe conditions now obtaining - the
simultaneous existence of antithetic social systems in different States - and,
given that situation, would create conditions that would rule out the possibility
of another world war. Nuclear war would cause unprecedented destruction of
cities, factories and plants. It would lead toc the loss of hundreds upon hundreds
of millions of human lives. It would destroy assets created by the labour of many
generations and would affect all countries, all pecples. Its consequences wculd -

have grave effects on the life of the generations to come.

Jee.
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We would commit a crime against present and future generations if we
accepted such sn unenvisble fate and made no effort to ward off the menace of
a world war. Tt wculd also be unpardonable becsuse sociglism has given the
working class, the whole of the working pecple, such strength, such possibilities
for defence that were inconceivgble before the emergence of the socialist States.

Such is cur position on questions of war and peace.

It would be ngive %o think that the cepitglist countries would asgree to
disarmament if they were stronger than sociglism. The situation row is such that
the world system of sociglism is, at least, no weaker than the countries aligned
by the United States in such aggressive military blocs as NATQO, SEATO and CENTO.
The socialist gountries now posgess hitherto unheard-of means of influencing
the capitalist countries and, if you will, even compelling them to accept a
disarmament agreement.

Having regard to the movement for national liberation, the strength of the
popular movement for disarmament and peace in all countries, and also the .
existence of peace-mirded elements in a certain section of the bourgeocisie, it
may be said that disarmament is favdured not only by cur physical capacity to
meet any attack on the socialist ccuntries with a shattering rebuff, but also
by the support given by all the pecples of the world to ocur struggle for peace
and the termination of the arms race.

This is why the Soviet Government relies upon concrete political, econcmic
and moral factors in submitting its proposal for general and complete dlsarmament.
World war can be averted if all the peoples fight for peace, for general and
complete disarmament, for the destruction under the strictest international
control, of the means of waging war.

Is all this possible? It is. No one denies that it is a difficult matter,
but war, if it does break out, will be even harder for the peoples. This is why
the question now is: should we, communists, retreat in the face of these
difficulties and consequently follow in the wake of those imperialist forces
which stand for the continuation of the arms race - and if this is continued, it
will result in war - or shoqld we, withcut sparing cur strength create a dam, a
barrier to0 such a c¢Curse Oof events. We are against fatalism, against inactivity
on questions of war. and peace. We should not underrate, and still less should we

overrate, the capacity of those imperialist forces which stand for the preparation
!
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of war. As long as imperialist States exist, as long ag they are ruled by
monopoly capital with its inherent urge for aggression, for imperialist wars, the
danger of a new war will exist. But this is precisely the force that we can and
must counter with a still greater force - the preparedness of the pecoples to avert
war, their determination resolutely to curb any imperialist aggressiom.

There is such a force ranged against imperialism - this force consists of the
gocialist countries, which are guided in their policy not only by the interests
of the peoples of their own countries, but also by the interests of the peoples
of 811l countries, of gl1 toilers. And these forces rely not cnly on socialist
humanism. They rely on their socialist economy; they have mighty armed forces to
defend the State interests of the‘socialist countries.

Cur strength lies in the fact that the interests of socialist countries
coincide with the interests of tollers of all countries, including the working
pecple of capitalist countries. The toilers of cepitalist countries take that
stand on the principle of the styruggle for peace and peaceful coexistence. We
should add to all this the fact of the continually increasing number of new
States which have freed themselves from colonial coppression and which as a rule
adopt a policy of non-glignment, that is, the course of a peaceful policy, thus
destroying the former hinterland and reserves of imperialism. And although the
imperiglist States are trylng to use the neutralist policy of a number of
countries for their own purposes and although the neutralist countries scmetimes
join in singing a particular passage in their chorus, this is a temporary
phenomenon.

" There can be no neutrality on matters of war and peace, because all the
peoples want peace and therefore zll the peoples must fight for peace, against
the threat of a new war. The process of demarcation between the forces of peace
~and the forces of war will accelerate and develop. And this process will increase
the forces which stand for peace.

The peoples of non-committed countries face z historic choice. The
imperialist camp is attempting to invelve them in the arms race, to place the
manpower and material resources of these countries at the service of war.
TImperialism offers them nothing for the elimination of the economic backwardness

they have inherited from the colonial past. It is not desisting from attemptis
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to interfere in thelr internal affairs with a view to imposing a new colonial
yoke upcn them. -

The socialist comminity of peoples offers the young States a different
path - the path of non-participation in the arms race, 6f developing their
economy and culture, of tolerating no interference in their internal affairs.

Is there any need to say what the choice of the peoples will be? Without
doubt they will choose the path of pesce and freedom and not the path of war
and of new enslavement. And this choice immessurably increases the forces which
stand for peace. '

As & result of the growth of socialism end the forces of peace, the
balance of forces on the international scene is not in favour of imperialism.

AL present it would be wrong t¢ gauge the demarcation and balence of forces
tetween socialism erd reace ¢n the cre hand, and imperislism, on the other, by
applying the parliamentary yardstick. It is not the number of States ranged

on this and the other side, on the side of soclalism and on the side of
Imperizglism, that ultimately determines the balance of forces.

Many factors must be taken into account in‘assessing the balance of forces:
the econcmic and military potential, population and many cther factors of a
material and moral nature. In this connexicn, simple arithmetic may be gravely
misleading. |

The arithmetical yardstock does not give a clear jdes even of the balance
of forces within a State which has antagonistic classes. As we know, it is not
the number of parlismentary seats that determines the actual balance of forces
between parties and classes in any particular capitalist country.

The constitutions and election systems in tourgeois countries are framed in
such a way that.they give numerous privileges to the ruling, exploitiﬁg classes
and not to the exploited classes, the working classes. This is exemplified by
France, where the communist party won 3,888,204 votes and 10 seats in the latest
parlismentary elections, whereas g right-wing bourgeois party, such as the Union
of Defence of the New Republic won 3,608,958 votes and 188 seats. Just compare
10 seats with 188. Such a parlismentary system is, I should say, of no use for
the purpose of determining the balance of forces within any particular hourgeois

State with any degree of accuracy.

/e



A /4550
English
Page 2k

What then is the basis of power in bourgeois countries? Why is it that
proletarian parties, which have enormous support among the masses, frequently
dc net have a corresponding number of representatives in parlisment? Simply
because the bourgeoisie resorts te various electoral machinations and leans for
support on the forces of suppression - the police, the army, the judiciary and
legislation -~ which serve monopoly capital. These are the mainstays of the
power of the bourgecisie. This power is based on the fact that the ruling classes
own the meens of production, the means of ideological propaganda and the mesns for
suppressing democracy and the revolutionary progressive movement. This is, in
fact, the dictatorship of monopoly capital.

If such parliamentary methods are used to determine the balance of forces
between the socialist and the imperialist countfies, the figures can easily be
misleading and give an incorrect picture. How then can cne explain the fact that
the young socialist State born in the October Revolution, which was the onhly
one in the world, was able, though'weak and frail, to uphold its right to
existence. I8 it not a fact that our country was then attacked by fourteen
States? Our land was ravaged by the troops of the United States of America,
France, the United Kingdocm, Germany, Japan and other States. The young Soviet
State crushed these forces and ejected them.

We must always remember Lenin's advice: politics is not a matter of
arithmetic. The Soviet Union then leaned for support not only on its internal
forces, on the working class and the toiling peasantry, but also on the
internationel support of the working class and the progressive sectors of society
in bourgeois countries. This is how it was as long as forty-three years ago.

Now the situation is entirely different. The Soviet Union has grown into
a tremendous force. Our economy is flourishing. We have a mighty and well-
equipped industry capable of producing most up-to-date means of defence in the
quantifies required. We have an efficient State agpparatus. We have g great
army of highly skilled engineers, technicians and scientists capable of solving
any problem. We have a first-rate modern army equipped with rockets and nuclear
weapons. All the world is aware of the great progreés attained by Soviet science
and engineering. l

Turthermore, we are not alone. In Furcpe and Asia there are other countries
which have embarked on the road of sociglism and are advancing successfully slong

its road. These new socialist countries have slready made great progress hoth
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in consclidating their statehood, in constructing socialism, and in building up
their armed forces.

I had already said that more than a third of the countries which have
adopted neutralist positions represent the former hinterlend of imperialism,
the suppliers of manpower and raw material rescurces. Imperialism has lost these
reserves and will not ke able to bring them back to the colonial past.

All these conditions should be taken into account in determining the balance
of forces and it will then become clear that the forces of pesace are now not
weaker but stronger than the forces of war. This fact should be clearly
appreciated in order to form a realistic estimate of our forces to avoid
underrating our own possibilities in defending the policy of peace.

Now, as before, the Soviet Union stands for peaceful coexistence between
States with different social systems. But we are not begging for this peaceful
ccexistence. e are proposing such g policy on the basis of a sober appraisal
of the present balance of forces in the worid.

~ All peoples will come to socialism, to communism. Such is the law
governing the development of scciety. Some might say that if cur forces are not
smaller but even larger than those of our enemies, why should we not decide the
issue by war? Why not accelerate the course of history? But history is not
2 hqrse, it cannot be driven with a whip. When bourgeois peliticians say that
the Soviet Union needs peaceful coexistence only as a temporary measure, that
we, communists, are only biding our time to touch off a war and thus change the
political and social system in other States, we say that they are lying.
Marxism-Leninism asserts that thelquestion of the balance cf forces between this
or that class is decided in every State by the class struggle. And when the
revolutionary proletarian forces increase, the proletariat settles the question
of political power and the social system as it sees fit, that is in the interests
of the proletariat, in the interests of the revolutionary class, the particular
wmethod of setﬁlement depending oﬁ the specific conditions that exist and the
methods used against the proletariat by the old ruling classes.

If we were to admit the legitimacy of war between socialist and capitalist
countries in order to scolve internal political and social problems, we would
gimply be playing into the hands of the enemies of socislism. The enemies of
socialism would use this against Marxist-Leninist teaching, against the

socialist countries. They would then be able to say: you see, what kind of a
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progressive system, what kind of g progressive.teaching this is, if it has o
be imposed on the peoples by force.

Socialism ig streng by virtue of its vitality, by virtue of the fact that
it corresponds to the vital interests of the mass of the people. This has been
proved by the whole practice of the construction of socialism and communism.

No coercion is needed for the dissemination of the ideas of socialism among the
masses - this is a truth known even to schoolchildren, but one which our
enemies - the enemies of communism - are continually trying to distort.

What could better arﬁuse sympathy for socialism than the example of the
Soviet Unicn and other socialist countries! Everyone knows what a backward
country Tsarist Russia was. And everyone knows hcw far our cocuntry has
advanced and how mighty it has become in the years of sbcialist development.

Cur once backward country has become a mighty, highly developed socialist power.
Socialism has created conditions for economic development, for the flowering of
culture and science, which were unthinkable in conditions of capitalism. Even
our enemies admit this.

The force of example is g great force. The more prosperous our affairs,
the higher the standard of life in socialist countries, the quicker we shall win
minds over to socialism. And this is a force which cannot be measured by
arithmetic.

Returning to the question of the possibilities which the socialist countries
possess for averting a new war, it should be said that this important gquestion
is decided not by the number of countries which stand for peace and the number of
countries which telorg to the military blocs of the Western waers. It is =
well known fact that, at present, the number of capitalist countries vastly
exceeds that of the socialist countries. And if we base oursélves on an
arithmetical estimate, this might only mislead us politically.

The present balance of forces enables us to raise the disarmament problem
and to press for a practical solution. The ides of complete and general
disarmament represents a powerful weapon for rallying the peoples in the struggle
for preserving peace and averting a new war. This is why it is the duty of every
individual and every people to upheold this idea, to fight for it, to fight for

peace.
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The Soviet Government has worked out in detail its position on disarmement
and hds laid it before the United Nations. These proposals have been sent to all
countries in writing. The object 6f these proposals, as I have already said
in New York, is to prepare the way for the conclusion of a treaty on general and
complete disarmament.

Cur idea is that, as early as the first stage of disarmament, all means of
delivering nuclear weapons to thelr targets must be destroyed, military bases on
foreign soil must be dismantled, military aircraft eliminated; etc. We also
suggest the prohibition of nuclear weapcns and the discontinuance of the
manufacture and testing of those weapons and the destruction of all stockpiles.
In short we stand for genuine disarmament under interpational control.

In New York, the Prime Minister of the United Kingdom, Sir Harold Macmillan
said something to the effect that disarmement talks might take five or ten years.

But the arms raée is not coming to an end. Today three or even four States
have nuclear weapons. And what will the position be in five or ten years' time?
Many countries will have such Weapons.

We are against procrastination on so importanta problem as disarmament and
we shall not agree to take part in deceiving the pecples hy means of interminable
negotiations. Though Sir HaroldMacmillan, the Prime Minister of the United
Kingdom, is a Scotsman, T do not want to hurt his feelings in using the word

"volynka". "Volynka" is the Russian word for his natioral music instrument,

the bagpipes, but I am using the word in its other meaning of procrastination on
major problems. Our proposals are quite realistic. WQ are pressing for talks of
a kind which would yield useful results and we are against talks of a kind which
only confuse and deceive the pecples.

Some people in the West say that the Soviet Union has submitted its proposals
to the Assembly for propaganda purposes.. We are not afraid of such charges: it
is not to war that we are calling; we are deranding the creation of conditions
for a lasting peace. And we shall continue to conduct such propaganda; It is not
detrimental to the peoples. But if the "estern Powers are afraid of propaganda
in favour of peace, we are ready to forego speechmraking.

There are our comprehensive disarmament proposals. Let the Western Powers
present theirs. Let us get around a table and discuss point by point, in a

businesslike manner, what is acceptable and what is not.
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I would add that the responsibility for ensuring peace and, therefore, for
reaching agreement on disarmament and the destruction of weapons cannot be
attrivuted only to the countries which possess nuclear weapons. This is wrong
and dangerous.

There are no pecples indifferent to the solution of the disarmament problem.
If any industrially under-developed countries refrain, because they do not
possess sufficiertly powerful armies, from contributing their share to the
solution of the disarmament problem, they will not diminish but increase the
danger of bringing down upcn themselves, upon the peoples of their countries and
upon all the world the military disasters of an unparallelled nuclear war.

Every people, large or small, every State, strong or weak, must now display the
same interest and the same persistance in the struggle for the solution of the
disarmament problem and for the destruction of weapons as they are displaying in
the struggle for their freedom and independence.

The other day the Prime Minister of the United Kingdcm, Sir HaroldMacmillan,
spoke at the Conservative Farty Conference. He expressed setisfaction over the
fact that he had gone to the General Assembly, to this remarkable meeting, to
guote his words, which was attended by representatives from nearly ocne hundred
States. He admitted that mankind was now facing a choice between the path of
viclence or the path of negotiations for the solution of outstanding issues.

Sir Harold Macmillan favours negotiations on outstanding issues for the purpose of
reducing tension. .

The Soviet Government agrees with such a position and we have repeatedly
argued that the policy of peaceful coexistence is not a tactical device but the
Soviet Union's general line in foreign policy, a line bequeathed to us by the
great Lenin. Tt was our position in the past and it will be our posgition 1n the
future. _

But if Sir Parold Macmillan's statement about his desire to reduce temsion
is not to remain a pious wish, practical action is called for by the Western
- Powers. .Sir Harcld admits that, where thg guestion of disarmament is concerned,
discussion does not develop into action. An enlightening admission.

If, as Sir Harold Macmillan has said, the United Kingdom Govermment really
wants disarmament and control simultaneously, so that there would be disarmament

arnd control at every stage, this is acceptable to us.
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The Soviet Goverument has stood and still stands for real disarmament and has
proved this by deeds, by effecting repeated unilateral cuts in its armed forces.
If the United Kingdom and its allies - the United States, France and others -
display a similar real desire to disarm, the main and most important cobstacle ta
agreement on disarmament will be removed and the rcad to disarmement will be open.

If everything Sir Harold Macmillan =aid was designed to splve the disgermament
problem, let us, &t long last, proceed to practical action and let ug not delay
the solution of this burning question indefinitely.

If this is his own cpinion and the opinion of his allies, let us then have
his amendments to our proposals or his own comprehensive proposals, if he does
not like ours simply because they have been advanced by the Soviet Union.
Copyright is unimportant to us; what is important to us is to reach agreement on
disarmament, which would deli?er mankind from the danger of a catastrophic world
war. The main thing for us is disarmament and not who was the first to advance
this or that proposal on this guestion. Before leaving Wew York, I made a special
statement on disarmament at the fifteenth session of the United Fations General
Assembly. Our proposals have been published in the Press and are known to the
public. _

We have also submitted to the United Nations a draft of the basic clauses of
a treaty on general and complete disarmament, which also contains provisions
regarding a strict and detailed system of intermational control-and inspection to
ensure compliance with the terms of the treaty.

A favourite expression in the West is: "Let's put our cards on the table".
To us disarrament is not a gamble. But as they want it this way, we have put our
cards on the table.

It is now up to the Western Powers to act. True, these Powers have submitted
new proposals to the Assembly, after our departure from New York. One of them,
submitted by the United States, the United Kingdom and Italy, contains what its
authors conceive the principles for the solution of the disarmament problem.
Another, submitted by the United Kingdom, provides for the establishment of a
cormittee of experts to study - surprisingly - the question of control!

Sir Harold Macmillan as an Erator calls for a concrete apprcach to discussion
on the problems of disarmament. Yet in fact there is no such concrete approach.

How are we to take such people? But life will teach them a lesson; it will
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teach a lesson to Sir Harold Macmillan and other gentlemen like him. We can wait.
We told him, if you, gentlemen, want to test the might and endurance of the
socialist State once again, we ghall show you what's what, as they say. Today we
are strong and tomorrow we shall be stfonger gtill and you, gentliemen, will not
live to see the day when you can rejoice at ocur weakness. BSoviet workers and
peasants and Soviet scientists will give you, day'to day, and yearAby year,

cause for disappointment by reason of the growth and consideration of the forces
of socialism, the growth of the forces of communism.

This has been a slight deviation from the prepared text of my speech, but I
think it will do no harm to those who are unwilling to heed the voice of reason
today. As i the fifteen years which have been spent on discussing questions of
diéarmament, including that of control, are not enough.

Both these proposals show that the Western Powers are still not ready to
adopt a sericus apprcach to the solution of disarmament questions, that they are
sti1l using discussions on disarmament, including those at the current session
of the Assembly, as a screen for the policy of the arms race. Judge for
yourselves! How else can one assess the proposal I have mentioned concerning the
principles for disarmament, when it does not say a word about the liquidation of
military bases on foreign territories, when it does not say a woxrd about the
time apd duration of the execution of particular disarmament messures. It is a
proposal essentially providing for control over armaments, which was advocated
by President Eisenhower in the General Assembly, and not disarmament under control,
for which the Soviet Union has been pressing for wany years.

The aforesaid Western proposals do not augur well for the future.

If the Western Powers refuse to adopt the path of general and complete
disarmament, we shall be entitled to draw the conclusion that they are not ready
to disarm now, but do not want to say so openly to their peoples, because the
peoples of the Vest - the peoples of the United States and the United Kingdom, all
the peoples of the world - want disarmament. The Soviet Union will continue to
fight steadily and persistently for disarmament, for the strengthening of peace
and the security of the peoples.

I repeat, we stand for real disarmament, and everyone who stands for this will
find a ccmmon language with us - _

The peoples place great hopes in the United Nations. They want it to settle
outstanding international problems and to bring about conditions under which world

Jane

peace would be reliably ensured.
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But I can only say that if things continue as at present, the United Nations
will nct achieve substantial results. The cart of the United Nations has cut a
deep rut, is travelling along this rut and is having.difficulty in getting out =i
of it.

But had you seen the way in which many delegates speak and behave at the
General Assembly, you would have reached the conclusion that the United Nations
may not Justify the hopes the pecples are placing in it.

Often the hall is almost empty. The places reserved for the.delegations of a
number of countries are occupiéd by delegates "on duty". Actually, they do not
take part in the work of the Assembly but ait there, apparently, only to vote if a
vote is taken. Such a representative "on duty” is like a robot or an autcmatic
machine tool, which operates according to a schedule. He does not need to think,
he does not need to exert himself; only one thing is required of him: to vote "yes"
or "no" on scme particular question. It 1s impossible to influence the thinking of
such an individval; he acts strictly in conformity with the instructions he has
previously received.

This convinces us even more of the justice of our appeal to the Heads of
Govermment of States Members of the United Nations to approach with all seriousness
the vital internaticnal problems facing the world - the question of the abolition
of the colonial regime, of the restoration of China's lawful rights, of the
aggressive actions of the United States and other questions, tut above all, the
overriding international question - disarmement - upon the solution of which the
safeguarding of world peace primarily depends. |

It goes without saying that all these questions cannot be solved during one
General Assembly session. Therefore if we really desire to ensure a lasting peace,
it is essential that the participation of Heads of State or Heads of Govermment
should become a regular practice in the work of the General Assembly.

As I have already said in New York, the disarmement problem will clearly not
be solved at this session of the Assembly. Therefore we ccnsider that it is
essential to hold an extracrdinary session to deallspecifically with this question.
It seems to us that such a session could be convened next March-£pril. If the
Heads of State or Govermment who take,part in the work of the session achieve a

solution in principle to the question of general and complete disarmsment under
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strict international control, further work will obviougly be needed in a smaller
bedy. For instance, the Heads of State or Govermment could give directions for
the work of a fifteen-nation committee which ﬁe have suggested should be
established.

But, I repeat, the questions of prineciple, the main questions of disarmament
cannot be solved without the participation of the Heads of Govermment or State,
because the mistrust among States has beccme too great and the same applies to the
differences in the approach cof Governments to the solution of this problem. We
must adopt a sound and beld approach and display statesmanship in order to get the
cart of the United Nations onto the right course. Who can do this? This can be
done only by those invested with the full trust of their pecple, of their

Government,

I1T. Freedcm and independence for the colonial pecples!

Comrades: at the fifteenth session of the United Nations General Assembly,
the Soviet Union has with the utmost firmness called for the complete and immediate
abolition of colonialism - that abominable legacy of the barbarity and savagery of
past ages. True to its policy of supporting the strugsle of oppressed pecoples Tor
national independence, the Soviet Union has called upon the United Nations to raise
its voice in defence of the jﬁst cause of the liberation of @he colonies.

" The declaration of the independence of colonial countries and pecples has been
- welcomed and approved by many delegations in the United Nations, and has been
warmly supported by all freedom-loving peoples.

The cclonial Powers and their allies in the aggressive military blocs stop at
nothing to prevent the pecples of the cclonies from ettaining inderendence and
freedom. As a result, the discussion on the granting of independence to the
cclonial countries at the United Nationg General Assembly has been marked by sharp
differences.

The freedcm-loving peoples scored a great success. The General Assembly
recognized the question of the abolition of colonialism raised by the Soviet Union
as a most importént problem and placed it on the agenda for the plenary meetings of
the Assembly. The recognitioﬁ of the importance of this question is a great moral
satisfaction to the Soviét Union, a great victory for the forces fighting against

colonialism.
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The situation at the General Assembly was such that even the imperialist and,
colonialist States had to agrée to the discussicn of this questicn at plenary
meetings of the Assembly. T admit that before golng to Wew York, when our
Government wes discussing the prcblems of the General Assembly session, ﬁe conceded
the possibility that the United States might vote with the Soviet Union for the
discussion of this'question at plenary meetingsxof the Assembly.

In the discussion on the General Assembly's agenda, the United Kingdcm
representative was the first to oppose the Scoviet proposal. He attempted to prove
that the coloniélists‘ sole care wag the prégress and liberation of the colonies.
Indeed, he all but raised his hands to the heavens, invoking as witness the
Almighty, who, so to speak, blessed thé colonialists! "civilizing” mission in the
colonial countries. But who does not know that this activity was expressed in the
enslavement of peoples and the extermination of indigenous populations.

The blocd curdles in one's veins when one reads about the kind of
"civilization" the colonialists brought to the colonies. Within a half a century
of Belgien demination, the population of the Congo had been reduced by punitive
expeditions, hunger and disease almost to half. 4ind the Congo iz no exception. In
sixty years of French rule, the population of Madagascar fell by more than half.
The child mortaliﬁy rate in the colonies is frightiul. In Nigeria, for inétance,
mbre than one cut of every two children dies under the age of sixs The colonies
have the longest working hours, the lowest wages, the lowest life expectancy, the
highest death rate,

And all this is taking place in cur century, & century of progress and
supreme sclentific discoveries, when people have split the atcm, are successfully
conguering outer space and are expanding their power over the forces of nature with
extraordinary speed. Meanwhile, the representatives of Powers which claim the
first place in the development of culture beast of their "civilization", and speak
of the benefactions of the colonialists. IListening to these "benefactors", oné
almost expects them to ask the Lssembly to expréss gratitude for their "ecivilizing",
l.e. colonialist, policy of slavery.

But the representatives ol the peoples which have freed themselves from
colenial, élavery spoke differently. The General Assembly was addressed by '

representatives of India, Indonesia, Ghana, Guinea, Ceylon, Literia, Morocco,
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Higeria and many other countriesg; and all of them demanded that this question be
discussed at plenary-meetings.of the General Assembly and stressed the necessity
of abolishing the colonial system.

The representatives of the United States kept silence; they almost seered to
be absent. Bub they could nct keep silence all the time; they had either to vote
for the Soviet Union's proposal that this question be discussed at a plenary
meeting of the General Assembly or come out in support of their ellies - the
colonialiste. OFf course, the United States imperialists are actually colonialists
themselves; they impose enslaving treaties and exploit peoples of many countries.
This pelicy is well known to the peoples cof Iatin fmerica and of other countries.

£ heated debate developed cn this question, and nearly all the speakers were
in favour of the Soviet propcsal. At last ﬁhe Lmerican representative took the
floor. I am very sorry that he did not ccmplete his speech. The United States
representative made slanderous attacks on the socialist countries, against which
their representatives protested vigorously. Rcmanian repregentative Comrade
Mezincescu mounted the rostrum and gave the American the deserved rebuff. He
called upon the President of the Assembly, Mr. Boland, not to permit insults. A
rather curlous scene followed. The President showed excess of zeal: he did not
expect his main instrument - the gavel - to fail him and he rapped it on the desk
with such force that it broke to pieces. Having lost this token of power, the
Prezident made hagte to declare the meetiﬁg closed.

It is a pity that the meeting was closed. I believe that the representative
of the United Htates wcﬁld have'ccmpleted his speech by supporting the colonialiist
Powers. However, the night passed, and wasg aprarently spent in meditations as a
result of which the Americans came o the conclusicn that the lesser evil should
be chésen. It became clear that to come cut in direzt and open support of the
British, Spanish, Portuguese and French cclonialists would mean self-exposure.
Therefore, the fmericans decided to feign a noble gesture and support the proposal
of the Soviet Union aﬁd the countries which are fighting against the colonial
system. The United Kingdom representative, taking the flocr for the second time,
also had to pretend that he was meeting half-way those representatives whc were

pressing for discugsicn of this question at a plenary meeting.
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The unanimous decision for the discussicn of this issue at plenary meetipgs
of the Gemneral fssembly is a major victory of the forces fighting for thg
eradication of the colonial regime.

But T must warn you: it would be naive to accept the votes of the
imperialist Powers at their face value. It may be éaid that the unanimoug vote
was wrested-from the colconialists under the pressure of an overwhelming majority.
The representatives of the imperialist States decided to vote in favour of having
this issue discussed at plenary meetings; but this deces not yet settle the real
issue. Cn the real issue there has never been and never will be any unity with
the colcnialists.

We stand for complete and immediate liquideation of the disgraceful colonial
éystem, Tor condemning cclonialism past znd pfesent, for preventing the coleonial
system from appearing in any form anywhere in the future.

The imperialists are trying to lend the colcmialist policy "a noble aspect'.
They are not even averse to speaking of rendering assistance to the countries -
that have freed themselves from colonial oppressicm. But what kind of “assistence"
is that? Take, for instance, the speech made by the President of the
United States at the session of the Ceneral Assembly. It contained rno
constructive proposals. The President declared that the United States wasg
prepared to allocate to the United Naticns programme 1C0 million dollare for
.assistance to the African countries that have gained independence. But if this
sum:iS divided_ sticrg the entire porulation of the African ccuntries which have
gained independence, there will be 55 ceunts per person. But, as they say, this
would not take you very far. In the United States 55 cents would not even buy
you twe packs of cigaretties.

The imperialists used to plunder and want to ccntinue plundering the
African countries and now they are offering mere handouts. A dollar taken, a
cent returned. They are offering handouts in the same way as the kulak used to
give Tive kopecks at Christmas to his lzbourer whom he had mercilessly exploited
throughout the year; or as a capitalist used once in a while tc provide a bucket
of vodka for a whole artel.

The imperialists may even pay lip service to the necegsity of liberatingx

colonial pecples, but most probably they will suggest such a plan as will protract
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the grarting of freedom arnd independence to the peoples of colonial countries for
many yeers. They will plead that nco cadres are available, thét the people have
not been educated, have not been prepared for self-government, and put forward
other "theories" of the slave dealers. Listen to the fine reply given to these
inventions of(the colcnialists by a representative of a young African State. He
gaid: 1if you wenit to be convinced that a man can walk, break the chains that
fetier him! |

ALl the naticng which truly adhere to the position of denouncing
colonialism -and liberating colonial peoples must press resclutely for complete
and immediate cessation of colomial slavery. All must raise their voices against
the coleopialists, expcose thelr designs no matter in what disguise they appear.

it is natural that the oppressed peopleg should be intensifying their
struggle for liberation since the colcnialists oppose the granting of
independence to the coclonial peoples. £nd they will win their freedom! ' There is
no doubt that the freedom-loving pecples will offer a helping hand to those who
are fighting against fhe colonialists, these suppressors of the freedom of
pecples. Nothing can avert the collapse of the colonial regime doomed by history.
The knell of coleonialism has soundéd, ﬁhe recples of the colonies will be freel

Comrades, the Algerian question is an important component of the problem of
abolishing the colcnial system, but it will be discussed in the General Aséembly
as a separate item of the agenda.

For over six years the Algerian pecple have been waging = heroic war for
their liberation from foreign oppression. The French colconialists are trying to
suppress the Algerian desire for freedom and independence with sword and fire.
But they have not broken and are unable to break the will of the people who have
risen to fight for their liberty. The noble struggle of the‘sons and daughters'of
thé‘Algerian people 1s finding steadily incréasing internaticnal recognition and
support. In France itself a movement of true French patriots who are actively
opposing the colonial war in Algeria is gathering momentum.

The Algerian question has more than ocnce been taken up at sessicns of
the General Assembly, but each time the colonizlists succeeded in reducing

these discussions to insignificant resolutions which gave no real assistance
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to the Algerian pecople. The French colonialists, supporited by their allies, and
first and foremost by the United States and the United Kingdom, emerged victorious,
so to say, from the discussion of this issue. This time the struzgle in che
General Assembly will be much sharper and the colcenialists will find it move
difficult to reduce the wmatter fTo yet ancother toothlesgs resolution.

What is the Scoviet Union's pesition on the Algerian question? It is
absolutely clear. We have always teen in favour of self-determination for all
peopliles, in favour of every people choosing the sccial and political structure of
its State., This fully applies to Algeris, too. '

We have rereatedly expressed ocur views on this guestion to French
representatives. I recall cur ltalks with former Prime Minister of France
Guy Mollet and Minister for FPoreign Affairs Fineau during their stay in the
Soviet Union in May 1956. We said then to the French leaders: if you fail to
heed the lessgone of Viet-Fam you will undoubtedly find no way out of the deadlock
you have reached in Alzeria. The only way cut for you is to recognize the Algerian
s pecple's right to self-deterwination. It is cnly on this basis that the Algérian
gquestion can be settled.

- Guy Mpllet and also Pineauwtried te prove that France cannct give up Algeria
because 2 willion Frenchmen live there. +his, acccrding to their logic, gives
sufficient ground Tor believing thét Algeria must be French. We replied to the
then leaders of the Freunch Government; jcu speal of the 2 million Frenchmen in
Algeria (and actually they are fewer than that); but the 9 million Algerians
cannot be ignored. _

We tried t¢ make the other parties see this problem in the ccrrect light.
Guy Mollet and Fineau claimed that the loss of Algeria would mean the loss of
France's greatness. We tried to prove to them that the greatness.of France does
not lie in colonial plunder,-in the crpression of cother peoples. Apparently, ‘
. however, the supporters of the colonialists do no: want to reckon with the facts
because they are continuing their cld bankrupt policy.

If the French colonialists db not now rencunce their atitempts tb retain
Algeria as their colony by force, they will lose it as a result of a military.
defeat which is lnevitsable.

Scon after General de Gaulle cams to power as a result of a military putsch

he made a statement to the effect that France reccgnized Algeria's right to
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self-determination. But later, under pressure frcm the extremist reactionary
colénialist forces, he went back on it and began talkirnz about the right to self-
determination, but only such “self-determination' as would determine in advance
that Algeria woﬁld reﬁain part of France. The most rabid French colonialists are
demanding integration, that is, the ccmplete absorption of Algeria; they want to

do away with Algerian Algeria and convert it into a French province in North Africa.

The pecples of the Scoviet Unicn, of the sceizlist countries, firmly follow
Lenin's precepts that every people must have the right toc self-determination, to
- organize their State as they see fit. Qur sympathy, our support are therefore
with the Algerian people who are waging a just war for their liberation frem
colcnial oppression.

There are different kinds of wars. We are against rapacicus imperialist wars,
like‘that which the French colonialists are waging in Algeria. But we recognize
and support the just wars of peoples for their liberation. The pecples of the
oppressed couantries are rising up to throw out the colonialists because the latter
will not withdraw from the colionies of tTheir own free will. These pecples do not
balk at taking up arms, 1T necessary, to win thelr freedom and indépendence. The
Algerian patriots are now waging such a struggle and we wish them success.

We have already spoken of the Soviet Unicn's de facto recognition of the
Provisional Government of the Algerian Reputlic and we wish now to repeat this
statement. This Government has earned recognition by the whole world, including
France. The French Government has more than once established comta¢ts and entered
into negotiations with the Government of the Algerian Republic, which is now
regarded everywhere as the representative of the Algeriaﬁ pecple, as iis leader _
in the struggle for national freedom and independence.

The General Assenbly adopted a decision to discuss in plenary also the
guestion of the Cengo. In thelr speeches in the Assembly, the Scviet delegation,

. the delegations of other sccialist countries and also many representatives
of Asian and African countries correctly assessed the situation now obtaining in
the Cenge and the unseemly role played there by the Secretary-General of the

United Nations.
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Nothing can remove the shame with which the United Nations has covefed itself
as a result of the pclicy pursued in the Conge by the United Wations Secretariat
under the leadership of Zecretary-General Hammarskjcld. Thanks to the efforts
of Mr. Hammarskjold and his representatives, the lawful Parliament elected by the
Congolese people; the Geovernment headed by Mr. Lumumba, set up by the Pariiament
on the basis of the Constitution, were disorganized and paralysed.

And who are these representatives whom Mr. Hammarskjold sent to the Congo?
They are Mr. Cordier and Mr. Bunche. Both are Americans. But‘you should not be
surprised, because Mr. Hammarskjold himself is a servant of American Zonopoly
capital. It was nc accident that the United States Secretary of State Mr. Herter
gave Mr. Hemmarskjold = chegue for 55 million to be used in the Congo at his
discretion to consummate the evil deed and covértly restore the systenm which had
existed there under the Belgian cclenialists. .

Developrent took a tragic turn for the Congeolese pecgple. But at the same
time they tore the mask from the face of the imperialist colonialists and of
those who serve them, from the face of the United Nations Secretary-Generai.
Everycne now sees that he is pursuing e reactionary colonialist policy, expressing
the interests of the imperialist group of States headed by the United States. The
developrents in the Conge will help to enlighten the colonial péoﬁles, ﬁill help
them better to understand who their friends and their enemies are.

The failure of the policy of the colomialists is beyond any doubt. The time
ﬁill come when the Republic of the Ccﬁgo will stand surely on its feet and firmly
ensure its independence. The earnest of this is the selfless struggle the Congolese
people continue to wage and will carry on until victory is won. The sccialist
States, all freedom-loving netions take the side of the embattled cclonial peoples,
the side of the embattled people of the Congo.

Comrades, thrcughout our delegation's voyage in the "Baltika" to the shores
of America and while we were in New York we were constantly aware of the

attention and support of the Soviet pecple, of our great Soviet Fomeland.
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We received thousands of letters and telegrams from different corners of
our country. They were messages frcm the rersonnel of enterprises, collective
farms, scientific institutions, Party, Soviet, trade union and Komsomol
Drganizafions, from numercus workers, collective farmers and intellectgals.
These letters conveyed the most cerdisl wishes Tor success in the work of the
Boviel delegation and expressed confidence that our delegation would do
everything in its power that the General Assembly session might strengthen
the people's falth thalt a relaxation of international tension would be achieved,
that menkind wculd te saved from the armaments race, from shameful colonial
slavery. _

Boviet pecple gave ungualified support to the position of the Soviet
Gevernment, demonstrated profound concern for the settlement of the most
important intermatiocnal probiems for the benéfit of all pecoples longing for
peace, tranguillity and happiness fcr themselves and for the generations to come.

All these kind messages gave us great confidence and inspired us to
struggle for the strengthening of world peace, for the sclution of the most
urgent and vitally important problems of our time. -

Permit me, on behalf of the Central Committee of our Party, on behalf of the
Soviet Government and myself personzally, to expreés the warmest gratitude to thé
collectives of the working pecple, to all Soviet citizens for their kind wishes.

Qur delegation also received thousands of letters and telegrams from
foreign countries wishing us succesg in our work for the benefit of peace. Many
letters and telegrams were received frem Americans, who alsc. expressed the hope
Tor the establishment of better understénding between nations, for the
gtrengthening of world peace.

Permit me te thank 211 our friends abreoad for their kind wishes, for the’
support they rendered our delegation in its work at the fifteenth gession of the
General Assembly.

T should like to offer cordial thanks to the crew of the furbo-electric
ship "Baltika" coumanded by Captain P.A. Meiorcov, tec thank the crew of the
TU-114 aircraft and its commander, A.K. Vidkovsky, for their fine work, for their
perfect service performance. On beard the "Baltika" we crossed the Atlantic and
arrived in New York and the TU-114% brought us back to cur beloved Mcscow in ten

hours.
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It took us ten days to cross the ocean in the "Baltika'" while only ten hours
were needed to return from New York to Moscow in the TU-11k aircraft. What
progress in technology! A different level, different possibilities! -

It is for the Soviet people to judge how .the Scviet delegation fulfilled its
mission in the General Assembly. We tried to represent the ihterests of the
Soviet Union with honour arnd dignity. We did not waste our time, fully reglizing
that we came to New York to work and not to eat pancakes. The more so since the
United States Govermment, as.you know from the Press, had no intention of meeting
us with bread and salt. But this did not embarrags us and we did'oﬁrfjob, as ouvr
sense of our great responsibility and our conscience as Communists - fighters
for peace on earth - proupted us. L 7

i1 should like, Ccmrades, to let you have my impressions of New York. This is
a very big city. Gorky called it the city of the yellow devil. But more than
fifty years have elapsed since Gorky was there and during this time New York has
become still more repulsive. It seems to embody the ugliness and degeneration of
cgpitalism. People living there doom themselves to something like penal
servitude for life, and immure themselves in stone cells. Tall buildings are
often torn down and replaced by new skyscrapers. The city seems tc be crawling
upwards. | _ )

Dovwn below, trees have been planted in some streets. But they cannot grow,
they wither and probably perish. In their place new ones are planted, but they
toco will soon perish. _

It is painful to watch children who are deprived of many joys of childhood
because they have no chance to run about or even to walk outdoors, as every human
being has to be able to do. The strests are literally jammed with & vast number
of mbtor cars. And umotor cars, as is krnown, use petrol for fuel. As a redult,
the entire atmosphere is poisoned. TIn short, New York is a horrifying city in
this respect.

The people who are résponsible for the trend in urban develépment are unable
to check the city's further degeneration because neither the Government nor the
political leaders determine how the city is to develop; this is done by each
owner who has a plot of land. If it is to his advantage to tear down a
15-20 storeyed house and to build a house with L40-50 or even 100 storeys on a
busy street, he tears down the old and builds the new.
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The main thing in this city of the yellow devil is not man but the dollar.
Everyone thinks cf how to make more money,'how.to get more dollars. Attention
there is_focussed,.not on people, but on profits, the quest for capital.

The capitalisgt trend in city planning takes 1ittle account of the vital
fequirements of the people. I could rnot but feel proud comparing this with our
socialist town development, where planning and btuilding is subordinated to man,
to solicitude for him ard his greater comfort.

Back at home, in Moscow, I literally delight in the fresh, invigorating air
our peorle breathe. oOur capital is a splendid city, especially now, when it is
being transformed, when new sections =are building. Moscow is becoming an ever
more splendid ecity with comfortable houses, with broad streets, squares, boulevards
adorned with greenery, with playgrounds for children, with ponds and parks,

Comrades, I have already saild that the United Nations in its present form

does not justify the hopes of the people for liberation from the threat of war,
 from the armaments race. But we believe that common sense will prevail, truth
will triumph, good seeds will give an abundant crop. The time will come, and it
is not far off, when under the pressure of the peoples the Governments will
realize the necessity for the peaceful coexistence of States, will arrive at the
conclusion that general and complete disarmament under strict international
control must be carried out. For our part we shall do everything to have the
United Nations reorganized in the spirit of the demands of our time, to make it
an effective and universal instrument of worid peace. '

It must be admitted that the internaticnal situation continues to be tense.
Aggressive guarters in the United States have not abandoned their aggressive
acts, the provocative [lights of planes over cther countries' territories, and
first and foremost over the Soviet Union. As you know, we submitted %o the
General Assembly for ifs cocnsideration the gquestion of the aggressive actions
of the United States against the Soviet Unicn. This item has been put on the
agenda. '

A report recently appeared in the Press to the effect that the Pentagon
had decided to send submarines eguipped with rockets and nuclear weapons to

cruise off the shores of the Soviet Union.
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American generals and admirals must surely know that our country also has
atomic-powered submarines eduipped with rockets.

What would happen if we took the same course and our submarines started
cruising‘off American shores?

This is the criminal "policy of brinkmanship” proclaimed by Dulles and
pursued by his successors. This is the path of the "cold war" which may develop
into a shooting war.

Our relations with the United States have deteriorated of late but not
through any fault of ours. |

But nc matter how cold our relations with the United States are today, we
shgll carry on the Leninist policy of peaceful coexistence. We are sure that
the time will come when relations between our States, our peoples, our
gGovernments, will improve.

But irn order to bring this time nearer and to discourage the Pentagon and
American aggressive guarters from staging provocations against'the Soviet Union’
it is necessary for cur economy to develop at g rapid pace, for our science to
be at an adequate level, for our army to have the most up-to-date armements.

We must do everything possible to bring about a constant fiSe in the
productivity of labour, to ensure the growth of the economy, of science and
culture, to raise the living standards of the people so as to demonstrate in
practice, in peaceful competiton with capitalism, the great advantages of
gocialism, the great force of Marxist-Leninist teaching. _

Our successes at home are cohvincingly illustrated by the recent report of
the Central Statistical RBoard on the resulis cf the fulfiiment of the national
econcmic plan for the first nine months of this year. These results hearten the
Soviet pecple, the indefatigable builders of bommunism, and inspire our friends
abroad, | |

Socialist industry, developing at an extremely fast rate, is surpassing its
target figures year after year. This year industrial preduction will inérease
by over 140,000 million roubles. It should e noted that only a few years ago,
before {the recrganization of management in industry, the annual growth of
industrial production smounted to approximately 10C,0C0 million roubles.

You will remember that at the beginning of 1946, when drawing up the plans

for the post-war development of our econcomy, the Party set the task of trebling
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industrial production and achieving an annual output of 60 million tons of steel
and 60 million tons of oil. It was estimated that fifteen years, and perhaps
more, would be required to achieve these goals.

How has the Soviet people coped with this task? Fifteen years have passed,
and industrial output in our countfy has increased not threefold, but sixfold.
The Scviet Union now produces 65 million tons of steel and upwards of
145 million tons of oil a year. Egually fine progress isg being made in ocur
agriculture and cultural construction.

The Communist Party and thé Soviet Government devote special attention to
training skilled cadres. Qur country's successes in the training of cadres have
‘amarzed the whole world. The opponents of socialism have even produced an absurd
theory that the more engineers, scientists, doctors and feachers the Soviet Union
gets the greater the difficulties we shall experience in our onward march. Well,
we are facing these "difficulties" with ccurage.

Allow me to guote scme highly indicative Tigures. In 1926, whén we were
about to regain the pre-revolutionary levels of our economy, the Soviet Union
had 168,000 gtudents in higher educational establishments and little more than
two and a helf millicn white-collar workers and intellectuals. Iast year we had
2,200,000 students, thaf is 135 times as many, while the number of white-collar
workers and intellectuals has increased eightfcld snd now exceads 20 millioa..
The number of engineers, technicians and agroncmists has increzsed 18 times,
and of scientific workers 25 times over.

The number of persons wiﬁh secondary and higher education among manusal
workers has increqsed considerably. Before the Revolution there were no)people
with secondary, let slone higher, educatlion smong the workers and‘peasants,
vwhile today, according to the latest census, 52 per cent of manual workers have
secondary or higher education, inclﬁding 39 per cent among workers and 21 per cent
among collective farmers. '

Thus, in the years of Soviet rule, we have built up an army of over
20 million white-collar workers - a truly popular intelligentsia, fiesh and
blood of the workers and peasants. JIven more significant is the fact that almost
one third of the Soviet people engaged in manual labour,.including two fifths
of the workers and over one fifth of the collective farmers,; have secondary or

even higher education.

e
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All thisg shows convincingly that we have already achieved very tangible
results in gradually eliminating the essential differences between manual and
mental work. '

I could guote many other egually convincing examples attesting to the
oﬁtstanding achievements of our motherland, which is advancing confidently
“toward bur great goal of communism.

Dear comrades, in little more than two weeks we shall be celebrating the
L5rd anniversary of the October Socialist Revolution, the greatest revoluticn in
the history of mankind. |

It 1s fine and heartening to realize that the Soviet people, the great
bullder of a new communist world, has achieved outstanding successes under the
leadership of 1ts cwn Communist Party.

True to the all-conquering teaching of Marxism-Leninism, we ere marching
forward courageously, and no force in the world can arrest this advance of the
peoples to their glorious geal.

Long live our Leniniet Communist Party, the inspirer and organizer of
the building of communism!

Tong live our socielist motherland, the pride and glory of all progressive
manlkind? ‘

| Tong live the mighty camp of the countries of socialisﬁ!

Iong live enduring peace throughout the world!





