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TEXT OF THE MESSAGE, TATEL 22 APRIL 1961, FRCOM THE CHATEMAN OF
THE COUNCIL CF MINISTERS CF THE USSR, MR. ¥.3. KHRUSHCHEV, TO
THE PRESTILENT OF THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, Mr. .J. KEWNEDY

T rhave recelved your reply of 18 April. You write that the United States
intends no military iotervention 1n (uba, Bubt numersus facts kanown bo the whole

world - end to the Goveramment of the Tnited States, of course, betier thnan

ct

o ANy
one else ~ speak differently. Despite all assurances to the contrary, it ass now
beer proved beyond doubt that it was precisely the United States which preversd the
intervertion, financed its armirg and transported the gangs of rercenaries that
invaaad the territory of Cuba.

Inited States srwed forces also took a direct wmart in the accomylishmaent of
tne gangster attack ugron Cuba. Areriecarn bombers and TFighters suprortaed the
crerations of the mercernaries who landed on Curan territory, and pariticipsted in

the milivary operstions against the srmed Torcas of the lawrul Joverorent and

0]

people of Cuba.
Such are the facts, They bear witress to direct United States rarticipaticn
in the armed aggression ageinst Cuka.

In your zessage you tock the course of Justifying, and even lauding, the

stiack on Cuba - this crime which has revolted the entire worid, You try to

Justify the organization of a =llitary a Cuba, committed for the sole

veagon that the way of life cnogen by Iths is not to the tazte of the ruling
and the North Americsn mopncooliss operats

i
the Uriited States Covernment's adnerencs to the

@ maey ask, of vhat fresdos are you speakivg?

G freedom to strangle the Cul Tecnle

o

the establishment of an ccoromic bhlockade?

Of freedom Lo send military planss aver the territory ol Cuba, %o subject

veacernl Cuban cities to barb:

ros bombing, to set fire to sug

Te that freedomt

;1.

Fistory records rmeny cases in which, on the pretext of

vecples have ceen drowned 1n blood, colonigl wars waged, and one swall nation

o
ziter another taxen by the throat.
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In the present czse, aprarently, the United States Governoment is seeking
to restore tc Cuba that "freedom” unfer which Cuba would dance to the tune of
ner more powerful neighbour and foreign meonopolies would agalin be zble to
»lunder the ccountry's npational wealth, to wax rich on the sweat and tlood of
the Cuban people. But it is precisely against such "freedom" that the Cuban
reopie accemplished thelr revolution when they threw out Batista, who way have
loyally served the interests of his foreign masters but who was a foreign element
in the hody of the Cuban nation.

You, Mr. President, disvlay concern for 2 handful of enemies who were expelled
by thelr pszople and found refuge under the wing of those who want to keep the guns

-

of their cruisers and destroyers trained cn Cuba. Bub why are you wot concerned

.

about the fate of the six zmillion Cuban peoyple, why do you not wish to pey regard
to thelr inalienable right to & free and independent life, their right to srvange
their domestic aifairs as they see fit? Waiere are the sbandarcs of international
law, or even of simple human merality, that would justify such s positliont They

Psimply do not exist.

The Cuban people have cnce again expressed their will with 2 clarity which
should have left no rocm for doubl, even in the winds of those who prefer to
close thelr eyes to reality. They have shown that they not only know thelr
interests, but car stand uwp for them. Cuka today is not, of course, the Cuba you

identify wita the handful. of traitors who have come oub agalnst thelr

i3

2ople. It
is the Cuba of wcrkers, peasants and intellectusls, 1% 18 a pecple which has

rallied round its revoliutionary Govervment heacded by the rnaticnal hero, Tidel Castro.
o o -

And, judging from everything, this reople received the interventicnists in a

fitting way. Is not this convincing vroof of the real will of the Cuben people?
I think it 1is. ul since thie is so, is it not time for =1l to drvaw Irom it
the right conclusicns?
As Tor the Soviel Union, we have stated on many oceaslons, apd T now  state

again, that our Governmeni does not seek any advantages or privile

2 a

have no bases in Cuba, and wve do not intend to establish any. And this is well
known to you, to your generals and your admizels. If, despite this, they still
.try to frighter the vecple by fabricatlions aveout "Soviet bases' or Cuba, that is

obv1ouﬁ;y designed for consumption by siaplstons.  Sub there are snd fewer

such sigpletons, end that appiies also, I hope, to the United States

!
PR ]
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By the way, Mr. President, I would like to express my oplnion concerning
the staterents made by you ard by certain other United States roliticians to the
effect that rockets and other weapons cculd be installed on Cuban territory for
rossible use against the United States.

The inference from this is that the United States has some alleged right
to attack Cuke, either directly or through the traiftcrs to the Cubsn peorle whom
you arm with your weapons, train on your territory, maintalin with the money of
United States taxrayers and transyort with the resources of your armed forces,
covering thex from the air and the sea while they fight against the Cuban people
and thelr lawful Goverrment.

You also refer o scome United States obligations to protect the Western
hemisyhere againsgt sxbernal aggression. BHut what cobligetions can possible apply
in the present caset Wo opne can have any obligaticn to defend rebels agalnst the
lawiul Government of & scverelgn State, such as Cuba 1s.

Mr, TIresident, you are setting cut cn & very dargerocus road. Think of it.
You gpeak of your rights and obligations, arnd, of course, aoyone can clalm
thals or that right. Butl thern you will have to adwmit that other States, too,

can bhase Tthelir actions in similar circumstances on glmilar arguments and

o

coasiderations.

You allege that Cuba can lend her territory for actions against the Tnited

1

n
States. That is your suppositicn, bub it is besed on ro facts. We, ou the cthér
hand, cen aliready reler o concrete facts, not suppositions: in poxe countries,
bordering on the Soviet Tnion by land and ssa, there zre at ovresent Governments

following 2 policy that is far from reasopnsble, Governments which have conclude

[N

milltary agreements with the United 3tates and have made thelr terrltory avaiiable
for the establishrment of American millitsary bases., And yoﬁr wilitary say openly
tnat these bases are spearheaded agalnst the Soviet Union, =8 1f this were nct
already sufficiently clear. 8o, if you consider yourself entitled to take such
measures against (uba as the UTnited States Government has been resorting To lately,
you must admit that other countries have no lesser grounds for acting in tne same
way with repard to States whose territories are the scens of actual preparations
corstituting & threat to the security of toe Soviet Uricn. If you do not went

Ty
to sin against elementary legic, you must obvicusly conecede this right wo otaer

/e
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States. We, for our perl, do not hold such views, We ccnsijer.that the arguments
advanced on this score in the United States constitute, not merely an extremely
free interpretation of international law, but, to put it plainly, open advocacy
of & treacherous policy,

A powerful State can of course always find a pretext for attacking a wesker
country, and then Justify its attack by claiming that that country was a
rotential menace, Put is this itwentieth-century morality? This is the morality
of the colonialists, of the brigands who once pursued precisely such a pelicy.
Today, in the seccnd half of the twentieth century, it is no longer possible to
take the pirate worality of the colonialists as a guide. We all see, tcday, how
the colonial system is crumbling arnd becoming a thing of the past. The Soviet
Uniop, for its part, is doing everything to promote thils vrocess, and we are
proud of it.

Or take the United States actions with regerd to Chira. What standards
of law can be invoked tc Jjustify these acticns? Everyone knows that Taiwan is
an ilnalienable part of China. This has been admitted even by the Government of
the United States, whose signature appears on the Cairc Declaration cf 1943, But
later the Tnited States seized Taiwan ~ tock, in fact, the road to brigandage.
The Feople's Republic of China amnounced its natural aspiration to reunite the
territory of Taiwan with the rest of Chirese territory. But how did the Tnited
States reacht to thist? IH dGeclared that it would use armed foree to prevent
reunification of this Chinese territory, seized by it, with the rest of China.

It threatens war if China takes any steps towards the recovery of Taiwan. And
this is being done by a country which has officially recognized that Taiwan
belongg to Chinal Is not this perfidy in International relationst? If such
metheds were to become the rule in relations between States, there would be no
rlece left for law, TIts place would be taken by lawléssness and arkitrariness.

So, Mr, President, your sympathies are cne thing; but actions against the
security and independence of other peoples, taken crn the basis of such sympathles,
are very much another. You may, of course, express your sympathy with the
imperialist and colonialist countries; that does not surprise anyone. For example,
you vote with them in the Tnitea Nations. This is a matter of your morality.

But what has been dome against Cuba is ne longer morality. It is gangsterism,

/...
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should like to stress that if the United Nations is really tc hecome
strong and Mulfil the functions for which it was established - and at present
this Organization, unfortunately, is a body salready infected by'the bacillii of
colonialism and imperiaslism -~ the Usited Nations wmust resclutely condemn the
barditry undertaken agzinst Cube. And the roint here is not merely ko condemn
the United States. The important thing is that the condemnation of aggression
should be seen to be a precedent, a lesson which other countries, too, might leern,
80 that aggression should never again be repeated. For if we were to teke the
course of approving or even, simply, condoning the worality of the aggressors, it
could be adepted by other States as well, ard thls weuld inevitably lead to
milltary conflicts, any of which might result in a third world war.

What you sald in your last statement to the Press must fill the entire world
with great alarm. Vor you simply elaim, in faet, scme right of yours to employ
military force whepever you find it necessary, and to suppress other peoples each
vime you decide that toeir expression of their will constitutes "communism"”, But
what right have you, what right has anyone in general, to deprive a people of
the possibility of choosing their social and rolitical system of their own free
will? Have you never conaidered that other countries, too, might perhaps advance
& demand simdler to yours =nd mlgnt declare that you, in the United States, have
a4 system which breeds wars and espouses an lmperislist policy, the policy of
threats and attacks against other countries? There is every grourd for sguch
accusations. And, proceeding from the prineciples which you now procleim, cne
could, aprarently, demand 2 change in the internsl system of the Tnited States.
We, as you xnow, do not follow thabt road., We tTavour the peaceful ccexistence of
all States, and non-interference in the internal affairs of other countries,

You allude Lo Budarest. Bulb we can tell you orenly, without any allusiona:
it is you, the United States, that crushed the independence of Guatemsls by
sendlng your merceraries there, zs you are now frying to do with regard to

Cuba., It 31

s

the United States, and no other country, that still mercilessly
explolts and kezps in economic bondage the countries of Latin Arerice and rany
other countries of the world., This 45 known ho all. And if, Mr, Fresident,

your logic is to he followed, acticns from without could arrarently be orgarized

feve
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egainst your country toc, to put an end forever to this imperialist policy, the
rolicy of threats, the policy of suppressing the freedom-loving peorples.

As for your concern for the dmigrés expelled by the Cuban pecple, T should
Like to add the following., You are of course well aware thal there are, in many
countries, émigrés who are dissatisfied with the situation and the system existing
in the countries from which they fled. And if the abrormel practice wers
introduced, in relstions between States, of using these Lmlpres, esrecially with
arms in their hand, against the countries they had fled from it can be openiy
gald that this would inevitably lead to conflicts and wers, Tt would therefore
ve well to refrain from such 1ll-advised actions. This i1s a sliprery and
dangercue rcad which can lead to a new world war.

In your reply, you saw fit to touch upon certain guesticns unrelated to the

subject of my message to you, including the question - az interpreted by you -

o]

T the historic inevitakility of a communist revolution. T can only regsrd this

m

g an attempt to evade the main queshion - that of aggression azainst Cuba. Ve
gre prepared, in spproprisate circumstances, to exchange opinions on the guestion
of the ways in which huwan scciety develops, although this question cannct be
getlled by dehates bebtween groups cor indlviduals, however high their position
may be. The guestlon of vwhose system is the better will be decided by history,
by the peopies themselves.

You, Mr, Freaident, speck often and much of your desire thalt Cuba should
be Iree. But that attitude is flatly corntradicted by 2ll United States actions
with regerd tc this small country, let alone the latest armed attack upcn Cuba
organized with a view to changing Cuba's internal system hy force. L was the
United States which nearly sixty years ago imposed on Cuba the enslaving terms
of the Havana Tredty and established its Guantanarc naval hase on (uban territory.
Yet the United States 1s the most poweriful country in the Western hemisthers, and
no one in that hemisphere car threaten you with a military invasion. Consequentiy,
1f you continue to retaln your nsval base on Cuban territory against the clearly
expressed, will of the Cuban people and its Jovernment, it is because this base 1s
designed, not tc serve as a delence agailnst an attack by any cxterral Torces, but

suppress the will of the Latin American pecples. It was established to fulfil

the Tunctions of a gendarme, to keep the peoples of Latin America politically

/.

and economically depsrdent.
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The Government of the United States is now fulminating against Cuba, But
this indiecates only one thing - your lack of trust in your own system, in the
rolicy rursued by the United States. And this is understandable, as it 1s a
roiley of exploltation, a policy for the econcmic enslavement of under-developed
countries. You have po confidence in your own system, and therefore fear that
Cuba's example may prove contagious for other countries. But aggressive,
bandift acticns cannot save your system. In the historic vrocess of the develorment
of human soclety, each people decides, and will decide, its own destiny.

As Tor the Soviet Union, the peoples of ocur country seitled this question
fipally and irrevoca®ly over forty-three years ago. We constitute a socialist
State. Our social system is the most equitable of 2ll that have so far existed,
because in cur country all the means of producticn are owned by those who work,
That is indeed a contagious example, and the soconer the need to go over to this
system is realized, the sooner will the whole of mankind achieve a really just
society. By this very development, an end will be put, once and for all, fo war.

You, Mr, President, did not like 1t when I seid, in wmy previcus message,
that there can be no stable place in the world if anywhere wear is aflame. But
this i1s really so. The world is a single whole, whether we like it or not. And
I can eniy repeat what I said: it is impossible to proceed by adjusting the
sltuation and putting out the flames in one area, and kindling & new conflagration
in another.

The Soviet State has always been a copsistent defender of the freedom and
independence of all peoples. We naturally, therefore, cannot concede to the
United States any right to control the destinies of other countries, including
the countries of Latin America. We consider that any Interference by one State
in the aflfairs of arother - especlally armed interference - is & violation of all
internatioral laws and of the principles of peaceful ccexistence which the
Soviet Unicn has invariably upheld since the first days of its existence,

If it is now, more than ever belore, the duty of every State apd its
leaders ot to permit actions which are capable of jeopardizing universal peace,
that appllies with &ll the zore force to the leaders of the great Powers., It 1s

this that I urge upon you, Mr. Fresident.
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The Soviet Goverrment's position in international afiairs remeing unchanged.
We wish to build cur relations with the United States in such a way *that neither
the Soviet Union nor the United States, as the two most rowerful countries of
the world, shall engage in sabre~rattling or push their military or economic
sureriority to the forefront, since that would lead to an aggravation of the
internmational situation, not to its improvement. We are gincerely desirous of
reaching agreement, both with you arnd with other countries of the world, on
disarrement and all the other questions vhose solution would promote peaceful
ccexistence, the recognition of every people's right to the social and political
systems established by it, genuine respect for the will of the peoples and non-
interference 1in their ipternal affairs. Only under these conditions can one
really sresk of coexistence, for coexistence is possible only if States with
different social systems ckey internatioral laws and recognize the waintenance
of world peace as their highest aim. OConly in that event will peace be based on

firm foundations.

22 April 1961 N. KHRUSHCHEV





