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fhe Permanent lvltssXou of ther USSR to the Uaited. Natioas presente 1ts
coEpl-1nent6 to the Unlted. Natlons gecreterlat and has the honour to enclose
herelrlth the text of a Note ob the questton of the dLscontlnuance of nuclear
\teapons tegts from the Sovlet Govern:nent to the Government of the United States
of Anerl-ca, of 5 Jul-y l-96f 

"
The Perrranent tllseton asks that the te:ct of tbtE Note ehould be published.

as an offlcial Unlted. NatLons docunent and circuLated to the deLegatlons of alL
States lvtrenbers of the Uulted Nations.
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NOTE FFOM THE sO\TIET GOVERNMFNT TO TEE GOVERNI,MNT OF TEE. UNIIED STAIBS OF A}NMICA

Ihe ttllnistry of, Foreign Affai-rs of the Union of Soviet Soclallst Republ-ics

presegts lte compllments to the Enbassy of the United States of Anertca and. has

the honour to state the fol-lo!.ing
The Soviet Government has etudled the United. States Government I e ""eply of

1J Jr:ne 1961 to the Memorandum on the queEtion of the discontlnuance of atonic

end hydrogen veapons te6ts hand.ed. by l4r. N.S. Khrushchev, ChaLrnan of the Councll

of Ministers of the USSB, to lrt". lGnnedy, Fres ident of the Unlted States of
America, during thetr Eeeting at Vlenna on 4 June 1p51. Thts repl-y shows that
the United States Governnent has, regrettabJ-y, not agreed to the Sovlet
Government's prolosals, whlch are almed. at facilitating and speedlng up the

solution of the probleu of the dleconttmrance of atoldc and hydrogen veapons test6
for all tine"

Ttre contente and tone of the United. States Governmentrs ald.e-menolre prove

that, ln6tead. of engaglag ln a business-like and constluctlve excbange of views,
the United. Statee Government hag taken a dlfferent course - that of dlstorting
the Soviet proposal-s and puttlng out a fanclfuL version of the Soviet UnLonts

posttion" The Unlted States Government is cl-ee"ly trying to aggravate the
controversy and. at the same tlme to lntroduce elements lnto ii whlch have no

bearlng on the rnatter under dlseuesion. frre purpose of thts is apparently to
cl-ear the Unlted. States of responolbtLity fo" the fruitlessBess of the Geneva

talks. There le, Boreover, oot the Bllgbtest indication of a desire to facilitate
agreeBent on the discontlnuance of iiucl-ear tests. The United. States aid.e-nenoire,
on the coatrary, gives the lnescapabl-e ll1presston that the Unlted States no\.r has

onl-y one concern - to Justtfy ln the eye6 of the reorl-d. oplnton the resmption
of nuclear weepons tests, lreparatlone for vhlch are being ned.e ln the United.

States, end. to flnd. a pretext for d.estroylng the chances of any posslble agreement

betveen the Porrers on the prohtbi.tlon of such testg. Ind.eed, the United. States
Press nakes no atteBpt to conceal the fact that the Unlted States Departlrent of
Defense - the PentagoD - and the Unlted States Atorllc Ererry Cormission are
anxiousl.]r avaltlng the stgnal to reeume nucl-ear tests.
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It is apparent for that r,edson that the ll::ited Statee Goverment 1s trying
to give a. dtstolted. relresentatlon of the entire cotxcse of the three'Power telks
at Geneva.

fhe Soviet Governmeat deens lt aecessary to "ecall 
the train factB concernlng

the negotlatlons on the discontinuauce of atonlc and hydrogen veapons tests and,

in partlcul-ar, the positions of, the partles to the Geneva Conference.

The Sovlet Union has for uany years steadfastly pressed for a peroanent

worl-d-vide ban on al-I forms of nucl-eav explosioEs, nhich serve oDly to foster the

atordic arnannents tace and end.enger hurian life aBd health. The Sovlet Union vas

the first of the nuclear Povers to point to the need. for the 1@edlate cessatlon

of dangerous experimeBts wi.th nucl-ear weapons.

trtrishing to faclLttate the preparatlon of an iEternatlonal- agreement on

this natter, the Sovlet UDion unllaterally ceased nuclear \{eapoBs testlng as earl-y

as l{erch }!!8, although it 16 co@on knowledge that the USSR had. conducted- fe\'rer

test explosions than the Unlted States and. the United Klngdon. And. holr had the

United States and Ullted Klngdon Goverrments responded? With a new series of
test e:cpJ-oslons of nuclear bonbs of unpreced"ented intensity. Ttre Sovlet Unlon,

neveriheless, cobtinued to press for universal aud l@ediate ces6atlon of nuclear

Ln L959 the Sovlet Government declded not to resu&e nuclear e:(plosions if,
on their 61tle, the Western Powers lroul-d. not und.erteke any 6uch expl-oslons. The

Soviet Uaion strlctly ablded by the comitnent it had. assriloed, ln splte of the

fact that Francer aD al-ly of the United States of Amertca and. the Uulted Kingdon

1n the I{ATO nilltery bloc, regularly earrles out Euclear tests.
It was oving to the lerslsteat efforts of the Soviet Unlon that the Geneva

three-Pover Conference was called at all. Ithat 1s nore, the rhole hiBtory of the

Geneve talks is, above ell, the hlstory of a ceaseless search by the Soviet Union

for nutually ecceptabl-e solutlone ulth respect to the prohlbltlon of all nuclear

rreapons teete. As is knovn, the Sovlet Government, with a vier to reaching

agreement, accelted. a whole serle6 of United. States and United Klngdom proposal-s

on irrportant points of the d-reft treety ln preparatlon. If sorne progress hes been

achieved at the Geneva Conference, it was lrluarlly due to the Bood $11-] of the
Sovlet Union and 1ts slncere d.eslre to nake headlray vith the natter of stopplng
the tests.
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Ilhat, on the other habd., was the posltton of the United States Goverrunent

and the other Westerb Powers ? They held. back a soLutlon of thls problen on
varLous far-fetched. pretexts. Who d.oes not know that 1t was precl.sely the
\'iestern Powe?g, and. flrst and forenost the Governeent of the Untted States of
Anerica, Ithich for a long tlme pubrlci-y olposed any negotl.atLons on the cessation
of nucl-ear wealons testE ?

ff the couro.e of the Geneva Conference 16 viel'ed not, as the Unlted. States
Governnent ls trylng to Look at J.t, in a dlstortiag nlrror but d.trectly, it wll-l
becoBe cl-ear to any observer r+1th the B1lghtest sense of obJectlvity that the
united. stateg ef,fort durlng the vhole of the conference at Geneva hag actuai-l-y
been d.Lrected. tollards hlndertDg the preparatlon of an agreemeut o! the cessatlon
of nuclear veapoas tests. fhere ts no lack of, factg shoeriDg that but foy the
ubited. states and unlted l(lngd.on posLtlon aLeed at frustratlng agreenent, the
work of the Geneva confe"ence would. have been colpleted and e treaty Elgned. long
o6v.

For example, tn L95B a favourable atmosphere developed after the neetllg
of experts of the unlted states of AuerJ.ca, the llnlted I(ingd.om, the sovlet unton
and. other cor.:ntrles, whlch roade a detalled. study of methods of d.etectlng nucLear
exproslons and. qorked out rmaalnous 

"ecomendattons 
concernlEg verlftcatlon of

the cesr'ation of atomic and hydrogen weapond teste. Al-l- that renalned vas for
the Governments whlch had. taken part ln the tal-kE and. approved the reco@end.ations
to conclud.e rapldly, on the bagis of those recomendatlons, an agreeuent on the
cessatlon of all nuclear veapons tests.

Itrhen the conference of represeatatlves of the ussB, the unlted. statee of
Amerlca and the unlted Klngd.on opened. at Geneva, a nr::aber of a"tlcles of a draft
treaty on the cessatlon of tests were ag"eed upon. Ilowever, thts apparently
eeriously d.lsturbed. those ctrcl-es In the united states of, Anerlca vblch \rere and.

stlLl are frlghtened. by the very prospect of prohlbitlng nuclear tests. For,it
is a fact that the ubl,ted. states Government r,rent back on vhat had been agreed. upou
and nad.e attempts to rev!.se, and. thereby virtuaLly to repud.late, the recomeEd.atlons
of the sclentJ.fic o<perts it had Ltsel_f approved.

rhe llnlted statee Goverument o.pended. no rlttre efforb on dJ.scredltlng those
recormend.atLons I rts representattvee stressed prluartLy that the system of cont"ol
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for und-ergxound explosions vorked. out by the experts ln f95B r+ould not be

eufflciently lerfect. Saslng itself oE thls contrived. arguneat, the Unlted. States
first d.enanded the excluslon f,rom the treaty of alf provlsions dealing wlth the
p"ohibitio! of und.erground nuclear weapons tests. When this t0et hrl.th detennined.
opposition on the part of the Soviet Un1on, it then put forvard. a proposal to
exclllde frcm the treaty und.erground. Duclear tests beloir a given yleld-./

Ttre excuse invarlabljr glven by the Unlted. Stateg representatives for neking
all these denands vas that the eyetem of coptrol qorked out by the erperts was

not fool-proof and coul-d not be relled. upon. Horcever, accord.ing to the sclentific
experts who worked out the 

"ecorqendattons there 1s al-ready every possibility of
d.etecting the vlol-atlon by States of an agreeu.ent on the cessation of, tests and,

therefore, of ensurLng that they fulfll- thelx obllgetions.
But, even lf the systen of coatrol were in any wey i-mperfect, thet

consideration can by no means be put forward as an obstacle to the reeching of
agreement, for with the progress of.science and. technol-ogy rnore htgmy perfected
ingtruments qll-l- be devel-oled. and, consequentLy, the control systen will be

lnproved.. That ls why, in the part of the draft treaty agreed upoa, there ls
a provislo[ to the effect that, tvo years after the entry into force of the treety
on the cegsatton of tests and annuall-y thereafter, the control- organlzatlon nay

tntrod-uce l-mprovenepts lnto the control- system ln thg ltght of experience ancl

scientific progress.

!:e Governmeut of the United. States of Anerlca 1s intentional_Ly lgnorlng
thls inportant provision, on which agreement was reached. after l-ong effort.
-illegations that control nethods are techntcally inperfect shov once agaia that
the United States of :roerica 1s not inteyested. ln honEst agree$ent on a tfeaty
that would put an end to nucl-ear tests once and for all, and ls seeking various
loopholes to ctrcumvent the treaty by tr:rnlng lt lnto a nere scyap of paper. Is
this not shown 6y the fact that the Unlted States of Anertca, tn its efforts to
impose such a treaty, is asklng that. the arraDgenent to refrala from und-ergf.ouna

testlng of 1-or.i-yleld. atoulc bornbs (t.e. ttre so-call-ed. noratoriun on Euch

explostoas ) ehoul-d run foy only thfee years? But what woul-d be the resul-t of
agreeing to a ooratorlum of the kind. proposed. by the Unlted. gtates? Ttre actual
result would be that the Sqvlet Unionrs territory wou].d be placed under control
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vhile the llnited States would. be free, on any specious ?retext, to reslrne nuclear
veapons testlng after three yeexB. Anyone can see that under such condi.tione
control- of the cessation of nuclear tests woul-d. serve no other lumose than the
col-l-ectlon of esplonage inforoatLon.

Ttrus, the United- States posltlon on underground expl-oslons t6 already enough

to nake an agreement lnpossible. Hovever, thls ls not the only questlon in whtch
the united states Goverunent has denonstrated its unlrll1ingnesB to move tovards
the concl-usLon of an agreement.

fn its, Note, the United. States Goverbeent ls trying to pubJ_lcize the proposal-B

recentLy nade by the Unlted. States delegation at the Geneva Conference. At the
sane tlme, howevef, 1t ts studlousLy ignoriDg the fact that lts poslttorl has not
changed. r,rlth 

"egard. 
to the nost ilmorbant natte", nelnel-y the questloa of

recognizing the conplete equality of rlghts of the sldes, of assurlng then equar
condltions of coltrol, lrlthdut which agreeoent is inconceirlabfe. If lre are to
hqve a serlous approach to the concJ_uBion of an agree&ent, these barrlers mnst
first be renoved., slnce only then wllt lt be poeoibS.e. to break the deadlock at
the Geneva Conference anal clee" the way for agreernent.

f,n thte connexion, we cannot lgnore the objections of the United. States
Governnent to the soviet Government I s proposal that the controL orgenlzetion
should be headed not by a single admlntstrator', but by an admlnistratlve council
conslsting of equal representatlves of the three prLncipal_ groups of States: the
soclalist StateB, the capitallst States menl:ers of Western nllltary blocs and.

the neutralLst States. The Sovlet Government t s proposal- to eetabl_lsh an

adrdnlstratlve councll of thls conrcosltloE vas based. on the realltles of modern

intelnational- llfe, ancl oD the nbed to create equat cond.ltions fo" the
representatlves of all three groups of Stetes and. to excLud"e aay possibility of
ebuse of the executLve authorlty ln the controL organ end of detrleent to the
secur.lty of the partles to the treaty.

In its Note of l! Jr:ne, the United States Government also recognlzes that
the control system should. be so devisecl that ono party to the treaty and no
opera'cor of the control- systen coul-d hurt the tDterests of another party or abuse
the authority granted by the treatyr'. Hovever, it contradlcts ttsel-f lrhen it
insists that the exeeutlve authorlty ln the control organ sboul-d be entrusted.
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to one person, For experience has shorlrn tbet there ere no peopJ-e calable of
d.ea11ng lnpartla].].y \{lth any lnternatlonal eveat or any soeial 6ystem. AEa this

I tu not surprlsturg, uLrr..(to one can tive ile soclety and not be exposed to the

influence of a lartlcul-ar id€ology and of the lnterrelationshtps betveen the

different groups within that socLety. Tiris is vby there. are neutral countrJ.es,
but there are not nor can there be any l]eutra]- persons.ll

I{e do not need. to look far for exanple, and very instructive ones too. The

tragedy of the Cobgo has clearl-y shown the lrhole qorld how dangerous it is to
entrust the task of, lnplenentlng responslble dectsions to one naa. ODly those

ttho are pol-itleally bllnd can fatl- to see that it ls precisely wlth the help
of l{ermarskjoJ-d., who loses as a neutral- lerson, that the colonialists have

comitted and. qre corrdttihg roonstrorrs crimes on Congolese so11-. .It !/as none

other than llaumarskJ old. who conpleteLy reversed the Security Councll decisions,
alned at d.efendllg the national independence of the Congo, to the advantage of
the coloniallsts. Using gannerskJold and- the United Nations offlcial-s he has

planted. there, the coloniaLlsts are stlfltng tbe Llberattog forces ln the Congo

and tahlng reprlsals on the Congolese patrlots. IIow can we consid.er Hadearskj o1d's

conduct ln the Congo as neutral, vhen he scoffs at el-ementary justlce and protects,

the murderers of that ard.ent fighter for the lndepend.ence of the Coago,

Patrice Lumtmbe ?

No, on the Congolese questLon, as in other lnternational eatters, Haroarskjold

is not neutral, although he lE tbe repreEentative of neutral Sved-en. In fact,
he r,ras and. stlll 16 the charopion of the pollcy of one group of States only - the
cepital-ist State6. And. now, after all thts, the United States Government is
trying to lnpose a nan like Eamarskjold as the slngle adnlnistrator in the orgap

called. upon to exerclse control over the d.lscontlnuence of nucl-ear weapoB6 tests.
Naturally, no State rhich cherishes the cause of peace wlll 

"ant 
to repeat

the experience with another Ealnrnarskj ol-d, espectall-y ln uatters affectlng the
most sensitive interests of the peoples - the lnteregts of thelr securlty.

How is lt posslbLe to excl-ude ell oDe-6ided. action ib the controJ- organ,
vhich r.rould lnfringe upon the leglti&ate interests of any Statee partles to the
treaty? The Soviet Government has consid.ered thls questlob and after thorough
study has reached. the flrm coBcluEion that olLy an executive organ composed of

)
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equal Tepresentatives fron the three prtncipal groups of states can ensure fair
and objectlve control over the fulfil-ment of the obJ-lgations assueed. by states.

objectlng to aa equal collaboratlon of representetives of the three prlnclpal
groups of Stetes in the chlef executlve organ of the control_ organizetion, the
unlted states GoverD&ent agalu alleges that Fucb col-laboratlon woul-d neke this
organ unworkable and vrould. be tantatrouat to the introductlon of a rlght of veto.
slnce we are on the subject of a rlght of veto, the Unlted. States Government itself
wants to glve thls rlght to the slngl-e admlnlstrator. rn fact, the unLted. states
vants the perEon appointed. to head. the controL o"gan hfuEerf to declde whethes

. an Lnspectlon should. be eade of a pgrticuLar event which a state parby to the
treaty haB asked. shouLcl be exanfned.. the result ts that thls adinrnistrator vlll
essebtlally have a rlght of veto, vhtch vou1d. enable him not only to hlnder the
cartying out of inspections nhere they are asked. for, but even to prevent then
entJ-rely. And. slnce the gdmlnLstrator cannot be neutrar, we cannot expect his
decislons to be objectlve. the state whose interests are unl-avfully prejudiced.
by the adminlstrator irlll- naturally not agree wlth his d.enands. Aad. thls vould-,
to all- inteDta and. pua?oses, paral-yze the cobtrol acttvlty end. rnake lt ineffectual.

ft is therefore l-egittnate to ask nho is, in fact, iDslstlng ob the
introduction of the riglrt of veto end. on the establlshnent of aa,nqorkabre
control organ ! the Sovlet lJriLoa, which lroposes settlng up a three_sld.ed.
adminlstratlve councll on a basis of equality of rlgbtB, or the united state6,
which asks for the coht"or- organ to he handed- over entlrely to one &an who, they
calculate, would serve as the tool of the l{este'o povers ? rn the tlght of the
foregoing, the only possrble cciDcLuslon is that the united states Government ls
seeliing the establ-iehsent of Just srrch an organ in r'ihlch tt vouJ_d. be gLven /

unllateral advaatages, in qhich the trvetot! 
r+ouJ.d. prevalr and. lrould be wielded. by

a henchnan of one of the aligr:nents of Statee lrhose actions, 1f only in the
unlted' Netions, experJ.ence has sholr'' to be lnconpatibr-e wlth rDFernational
1ega1-ity.

fhe posltlon of the Sovlet Union entirel-y excludes tbe posslb ity of any
erbltrarinese ln carrylng out inspectiobs. TI:e ussR propoeels for annuar o'-sr-te
inspection quotee c3-earLy state that the dlspatch of an iuspection team ldthrn
the li-nlts of the egreed. quotas n'st be carrted out at the request of the other

I
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sid.e and that no one - neither the control co!@isslon nor the adminlstrative
courtcil- nor any other organ of, the control organlzation - can preYent the exercise

of the rigbts of States to have an lnspectlon cerrted out withtn the l-1n1ts of
the quota, prbvlded that obJectlve lnstrwlent readtngs indicate the occurrence

of a susplclous event.
Ttre Sovlet Government and. its head, N.S. Khrushchev, have repeatedly stated

that the Soviet Union hae not dernanded. atrd is not dedandtng a specla]- or domlnating

positlon for ttsel-f in the control organ. The SovLet Unton seeks for .lteelf
precisely the 6ame rlglts es all other parties to the treaty w11l- have.

fn its Note, the Governrneut of the Unlted States 6ayB that fox almost three
yeers the Unlted States has assuned. the lrrlgktr of not testing nucl-eax veapons,

wlthout an tntexnatlonal. agreement oE the questton, and that tt cannot assrlrne

that " risl<'r indefinitely.
ff 'che natter ts stated iD these terms, it uust be said that the rlsh Ls

assumed. not by the Unlted. Stattes but by the Sovlet Unlon. It ls vell lmovn that,
Whtle the USSR is not carrylng out any expertnental exploslons of nuclear weapons,

tr'rance, an alJ-y of the Unlted States in the MTO niLltary bloc, ls coaducting
nuclear weapons tests and- thug has the olportuntty of inprovlng those weapons

in 'che inte"ests of the United. States of Aroerica aleo, as its al-J-y 1n that bloc.
The cardibal- sol-utlon of the probLem, the sol-utlon that vill prevent a new

vorld lrar, ls geaeral and. conplete d-iserl0ament. Und.er clrcumstences vhere the
I'trestern Poetefs, seeklng to obtaln rmtl-ateral- nii-ltary advantages, have stuJ.tified.
the negottatlons ou the d.isconttnuance of tests, the only way out of the resulting
situation ls by flndlng a corobined. sol-ution to the interdependent problens of
generpL and complete disarnament and. of the discoatlnuance of nuclear weapons

tests. The advantage of that solution is thal it rerooves the nain obstacle whtch.

the I,trestern Powerg noe' see ln the Sovle! prop6saL for the establishnent of an

admlnistratJ.ve council of three nembers.

As N.S. Khrushchev, the Chairman of the Counctl of Minlsters of the US$,
erophas:zed. at the sesslon of the General Assenbl-y, if the Weetern Por,rers lril-I
accept the proposaL for general- aBd. coupl-ete dlearrnanent, the Soviet Governnent,
for its part, is prepared. uncondltlonal-l-y to accept any proposels of the l^le

Porrers rdth regard. to contqq . IE opposing an lnte?depend.ent sol-ution of the
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problens of the d.iscontinuance of nucl-ear tests and- of generel and complete

disarnament, the United. States Goverrxnent i6 pretending not to notlce thie consent

on the part of the Soviet Union to the forns of coBtrol- suggested by the. I,Iestern

Polrers subject to the iuplenentation of general and coell-ete d"isarrnament.

Nor te tt possible to overl-ook the United Staies Government I s reference
in its Note of LT June to the fact that, if the t\,ro questlons were consld.eyed

Einultaneously, the agreenent on the discontinuance of nuclear veapons tests woul_d

be put off lnd.eftnitely end that tt voul-d be necessary "to start al-I over againrl
and. 60 on. It foll-o$s necessarlly from those vords that the Untted States and

its l,trestern allies 1n the nilltary blocs tntend to d.el_ay indefiaitely the
conclusion of a treaty on general_ abd. conplete d.isarmanent, thereby assuming a

grave responsibl$ty foy all the consequences. The Soviet Goverrlcent cannot aglee
that everybhlng wou1d haye to be started all over again tn the negotlatlons on
general and. coeplete disamarnent.

It is ainost two years sluce the SovLet Unlon lut forward its proposal-s on

general and. couplete d.lsarEanent. That problem vas discusBed in detall for
several uonths in the Ten-Nation CcEnlttee on Dlsarrament ffhlch 6at last year.

Tbe Sovlet Government had hoped. that the new United. States Goverruent lrould
revige the poLlcy of the Eisenhower Government oa thls netter, a pol-lsy vhlch
can only be call-ed. obetructlonlgt. But 1n the i-lght of the statenents in the
ilnited States Note., ae lrcll as in the light of soue other. facts, it m;sE be

aclrrowledged that thesq hopes have not yet been Justified. [:e Government of the
USSR vould ].lke to €lrpTess the hope that the ttro great Por.rers, the USSR and the
United States, v111 flnd a conmon lan6uage on the disarnetrent probl-ell.

General- and. conplete disanrament has nov becone en ulgent historical
necessliy end the only true way to lasting peace on earth. And. although the
question of the dieconthuance of test6 rs of no sr0arl irportance and an agreenent
on that questioE qould be a signiflcant step tovards d isannament, it uust be
cl-earLy realized that the d.iscontlnuance of nucl-ear tests by ltself could. not
renove the threat of atoEic war and put an end. to the arns race. rn ord.er to
solve the great probrem of vid.d.lng nankind. of wers end the burden of arnaments,
general and corq)lete d.isannEment is essential-. fhe ndlltary nachine of states
nust be conpletel_y crushed and annlhilated"
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Il:e Soviet Governnent agrees that a successful- concl-usion of the Eegotiations
on the prohibition of nuclear tests woul-d promote progress in disarosoent
measures, and. for lts part, it has d.one and is doing everybhlng posslble to
carry out that task. The Note of 17 Ju1s, however, Eakes 1t clear that the
Governuent of the Untted States nov wishes to use the Geneva three-Poser
Conferencer. r,rhtch ie concerned only with the questlon of the discontlnuance of
nuclear weapons tests, as a prerequislte for the EoLution of the urrch broad.er

aEd. nove important probJ-em of general and. cornplete disaruament. Btus, on the
one hend., the Government of the Unlted States has Eade great efforts to bring
about a deadlock at the Ceneva Conference and, oa the other hand., lt is now rnalilng

the fate of the negotiations on the d.isamanent problem as a whole contingent
on the outcone of the negotlatLons at Geneva. That ls strange 3-oglc, to say the
least. ft is,eonvenlent onLy forthoee r,rho rlsh to ubdemine both the negotlations
on general and conplete dlsar&aeent and- the negotletlons on the d.iscontiauance

of, nuclear tests.
It is regrettable that the Government of the UnLted. States consLd.ere it

approprlate to enbark ln its Note on the Blippery path of attacktng the social
systen of the Sovlet Unlon. Is thLs a demonetratlon of anlnosity towards
Coumunism or an attempt to dlstract attentlon fron the weakness of the United
States positlon on d lsarnarnent, questlons?

The Soviet Governrnent has no intentlon of enbarking here on a d-iscussion
with the Unlted States Government on the questlon of r+hich society - the soclaliBt
or the capitallst - is "opea" and. r,rhtch is ttclosed". The Goverrunent of the USSR

talies the vLew that, lf ful-l pley was al-l-owed. to the feelings of each std.e

regard.ing the social sysbem of the other sLde in the consideration of the questlon
of disarnament or the discontinuance of nucLear lreapons tests, or in general, any
questlon of lnter-State rel-atlons, it would. have to be admltted. that alt basis
for agreenent vas vlrtually excluded in advance. The sovlet Governaent has arways
held. this vlew and. consid.ers it the onl_y correct one. Eovevef,, since the Ubited.
States GoverDment has reised. this questlon, we should. Lihe to state vlth the
uteost firnne66 that Sovtet society is ind.eed tightly and. safely closed to th€
activ:ities of evelf,r klnd of expLolter and- oppre6so" who l1ves on the blood and.

sr,reat of the people; lt ls closed. to those \.rho are th€ enenies of the soclal_ and
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state system of the USSR. But it opens up unlielted. scope for the satisfaction ift'

of the needs and. asptratione of the workers vho have conplete polrer ln the Sovlet ir; \.

Union and. are entireJ-y &asters of the fruits of their labour.
3ut for whom ls Unj.ted. States society open? It is onty o?en-to the

e)rylolters, to the handfu]. of uonopol-les vho have placed the whole power 6f the
State at the servLce of their narrow lnterests. The Governnent of a country
vhose systeru ls based. on brutal- e>eloltetion of naa by uan ehoutd. be the Last to
be giving l-eesons 1n d.eoocracy to the Sovtet people.

ff there tE any truth in the assertlons whlch the Unlted States l-eaders

are so fond- of naking, that ln the United. States of Amerlca all secrets are
accessible to all, that the public ls irforned of every step taken by the Government

and other offictal institutlons, then hor,r vould. the Untted States Governmen'c

ansuer, for e)(atrple, such questlons as these:
Did- the Auerlcan peopl-e, or even 6uch a lofty body as the Unlted States

Congress, know aFout the provocatlve flights of Unlted States U-2 ai"c"aft within
the bound.artes of the USSR? Obvtouely, they dld not know until thoee flights
vere revealed. and. untll_ the cuf-prits were caught in the act.

Was lt r,,'tth the Anertcaa peoplets approval that aton bonbs were dropped on
fllroshlna and. Nagasakl? Nor the American people kner{ nothing about the
preparatlons for that lnhunan act and., so fa? as is la:ovn, cond.enne it.

Lastly, vas the Auerican people asked. ifhen the ?ecent aggression agalnst
Cuba r+as prepared and organized. fron the territory and vlth the support of the
Unlted. States? No, that vas kept a deep secret fron the Anericau people.

It eeeas that al-l these facte easiLy flnd their pl-ace in the eonception
of a "free" and. "openrr eoclety, which 1s given such publ-icity in the unlted states
Goverrment t s Note, but there 1s no prace for then ulthln the framework of a trulv
free and. truly open soclety.

It has long been latown that sone f,oreign nilttary staff6 are sinpl_y r!'altlng
for the soviet unlon to open uB lts dtate frontiers and. to facilitate esplonage
actlvlties on Soviet terrLtory. fhe Governnente of the Western powers frequently
acquiesce in the d.eeands of those bodtes and. carry out thelr pollcy even in
international- negotiatlons. rs there not evld.ence of this, 1n particul-ar, in
the insistent demands of the western Poraere for inflatlng in every r+ay the nunber
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of otr-slte lnEpectlons to lnvestlgate the posltLoE wlth regard- to the discontlnugnce

of nucl-ear tests on the terrltory of the USSR? 3$r ai-I appearances, the Unlted

States Governmeat is 
"eady 

to eacrlflce to tbe lnterests of lnteli-tgence the

lnteresls of achl.eving an agreenent on the d.tscoattnuance of exploFlons of nuclear

weapons .

tsre Sovlet Gover"oment has al-ready stated repeated3.y that it is wiLl-1ng to
lntroduce In lte terrttory aLi- the neasr:ree of, control necegsary for fucpleuentlng

en agreenent on the discontlnuaace of uucLear weapons tests. But the Sovlet

Governnent congid.ers it eeeential to enphastze onee agaln that lt IftLl Dever

agree to contxol belag exerclsed. in isoLatlon fron d.tsaruauent and. becoming

control over a!traneDts, nhlch the Untted state3 ha6 been seeking for naoy years

ln the United. Natlons as eLset+here.

At the sarde tlne, the SovLet Union declaree that 1t w1l-l never itself agree

to any d.lsamanent aeasures \,rithout effectlve control" over the lupl-enentation
of those &easure6. tre Sovlet Goverrment will not agree to dLsareanent vlthout
contTol, 6lnce 1t has l-earned from bltter exBerieEce not to rely on the vord of
honour of itB Westerb paf,tnero in agreernents.

The Sovtet Governuent f1rar1-y adheres to the vlews whtch were stated in 1ts
Ivleroranduar of 4 Jr:ne Ip6I. It woul-d. l1ke the Goverruaent of the Unl.ted States to
have a correct undeTstand.lng of the Soviet Unlonts polnt of vtew, as that w111

heJ-p to flld a basis for reachLng agreenent both on the problem of general and.

corplete dleartament and. on thb questloE of tbe dlscobtlnuance of atoDlc and

hydrogen weepons teets.

5 JuLy 196I.
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