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COIDIDNIST SALESMEN IN DEMOCRATIC IANOO 

April 29, 1956 

Ever since the death of Stalin, some three years ago, the rulers of the 

Soviet Union have been engaged in a campaign to make friends in the Democratic 

world. 

In the days of Stalin the rulers of Russia v1ere engaged in a campaign to 

subvert the Democratic world. 

And this, in my judgement -- what has been taking place in the last few years, -

represents a fundamental change. And even if one maintains that it is only a 

change in tactics and method, and does not represent a change in ultimate objectijves, 

it is still an important and significant change. For tactics and methods have a 

way of integrating themselves in ultimate objectives and therefore have an in-

trinsic value of their own. And sometimes tactics are more important than ultimate 

objectives, which are really seldom attained. Means and methods have a way of 

determing the fabric of the ultimate outcome - of affecting the final results. 

Even if that which has taken place recently in the Soviet Union represents onlya 

change in method, an approach, that too is tremendously significant. 

Bulganin and Khrushchev, in visiting India, Burma and Afghanistan and more 

recently Great Britain, were not out to Communize or Sovietize these countries. 

Or in some subtle and conspiratorial manner to undermine their institutions and 

their accustomed way of life. They are realJy not as naive as all that. They 

were out to make frierrls for Russia. To create new markets for Russian trade and 

to end a long period of isolation which its own threatening, revolutionary ideology 

and its own technique of subversion had imposed upon the Soviet Union. It is true 

that they had previously talked about the possibility of co-existence between 

capitalism and communism, but only by way of an argument when hard-pressed by way 

of a formal reassurance of the western world in a certain specific emergency. But 
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now they are in dead earnest about it. They want this co-existence badly and 

they are making a supreme effort to insure it. Not so much as a means to something 

else, but as an end in itself - something which is urgently needed, desperately 

wanted, by the peoples of the Soviet Union. 

And so earnest and urgent are they about it that they have done many things 

in the last few years which were unthinkable prior to that time. They ate humble 

pie with Tito, if you will remember, and called upon him whom they had expelled 

from their circle and had denounced as a traitor and as an enemy. They called 

upon him on a mission of reconciliation and they humbly acknowledged their mis-

take and solicited that reconciliation. More recently they abolished and made 

public announcement of the abolition of the Cominform - this international Communist 

organization which had expelled Ti to - and through which Communist Russia had 

channeled much of its international propaganda and subversive activity. But much 

more astonishing than all this has been the systematic campaign which has been 

goihg on in the Soviet Union for some time now, to discredit the old Stalinist 

Regime. To down-grade - in fact to licpiidate -- Stalin himself. He who had 

been enthroned on high for nearly a generation - the myth of the genius of Stalin 

which had been so systematically cultivated in the Union - which was part of the 

education of every child in the school system of the Union - Stalin as the true 

heir of Lenin - Stalin as the great economist and theoretician - Stalin as the 

glori~ous war leader -- all that myth is today almost a heresy in the Soviet Union. 

Three years after his death, Stalin is being systematically assasinated. 

And the present rulers of Russia are publicly beating their breasts in ack

nowledging, not only the errors of the past regime - under which they lived and 

thrived, and with which they cooperated most closely - but they are acknowledging 

without shame and w:i thout hesitancy - the criminal acts of the past generation in 

the Soviet Union. The unbridled tyranny and terrorism, the miscarria~ of justice, 

the wholesale purges of innocent people, the very crimes with w}d.ch the free world 
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charged the Soviet Union in the last generation, but which charges and accusations 

were contemptuously rejected and denied. 

At the 20th Communist part Congress last Februazy Khrushchev himself acknowledged 

all these crimes of the Connmmist regime. 

What a vindication all this is for Democracyl And what a vindication of those 

contentions of the free world - coming out of the mouth of the arch-communist himselfl 

Not outside of Russia - but inside of Russia. How self-accused and self-condemned 

are these communists today, not only in the Soviet Union but all their adherents 

and defenders and apologists, outside. 

For while these Bulganins and Khrushchevs are denouncing the one-man tyranny 

of Stalin, with which they collaborated, for the crimes which they witnessed with 

their own eyes but raised no voice of protest against them - they are also, in the 

same breath really denouncing and repudiating themselves. For what do 

they sug~est as a substitute for the one-man tyranny of Stalin. They have now 

established a collective tyranny of a half-dozen or a dozen men. A tyranny no 

less thorough going - no less oppressive of basic human rights and freedoms and 

no less capable of crjminal oppression and criminal abuse than the one-man tyranny 

of Stalin. !¥hie-flew 
aris 

This new dictatorial Junta - this plural-headed Hydra of ntocracy - is now 

offering the Russian people no freedom of thought or freedom of speech or freedom 

of assembly - no right of any opposition political party to exist - they are offering 

the people nothing which we associate with the democratic way of life. They are 

offering them the delusion of the benefit of a multiple, collective dictatorship in 

place of a unitary dictatorship. Still a self-sufficient, and to itself exclusively 

accountable tyranny·- the tyranny of an oligarchy - in place of the sole and absolute 

tyranny of one man - Stalin. 

Nevertheless I believe that the world will welcome this cha.n~e. Only as it is 

important -- only as it points the way to the next step - and in my humble judgment 

inevitably so. The collapse - the ultimate collapse - of this collective dictatorship 
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in some unforseen crisis of the future which will usher in the next stage of 

development in the Soviet r nion -- which will usher in the era when the Russian 

people will finally rise up and demand as other peoples have demanded, the rights 

of free men, and a charter of human liberties. This is bound to come. And the 

first decisive step has been taken - not voluntarily - an perhas not knowingly 

of the ultimate consequences -- the first step has now been taken. 

As to the reason for this radical and startling change opini6ns may differ. 

The best informed opinion seems to be that with the death of Stalin the circle 

about him, from which circle his successor had to come, thought it best for them

selves, if not for the country, that no single dictator with absolute power should 

be permitted. In a way it was a way of insuring their own survjva for a competition 

of leadership for the sole exclusive, absolute power might have lead to strife and 

to liquidations with which the Russian rulers are very familiar. No single dictator 

but on the other hand no reduction, no limitation of dictatorship in Russia and 

therefore a collective dictatorship and therefore the principal of the one-man 

dictator, with which the Russian people had been habituated and to which they had 

been educated had to be discredited, and therefore the woJe Stalin legend, -Stalin 

who represented the incrrporation of the idea of the one-man ruler the whole 

legend of Stalin had to be dismantled - had to be destroyed. And so the vast 

Russian propaganda machine which reaches every town and factory and village and 

home in the , ni on was put into full operation. The leaders of Russia know exactly 

how to manipulate this machine. And how a hero can, almost overnight, become a 

villain. They heve done that time and again. They have done that with the leaders 

of the Revolution who were liquidated by Stalin and had bullets sent into their 

heads. They know exactly how one's character can be assassinated and destroyed. The 

Stalin legend therefore is being liquidated. And the authority of theCommunist 

Party as such is being reasserted and reestablished. That authority which it 

enjoyed under Lenin and the executive power of this party will now be lodged in 

a group which will share collective responsib: lity. 



The new rulers of Russia now feel that the isolation which Stalin had forced 

upon Russia is no longer necewsary or desirable. They feel that they can best 

serve the interests of Russia - no longer by a program by a program of conspiratorial 

subversion all over the world, or military threats, which really frighten the free 

world and force the free world to organize itsel.f against the Soviet Union - they 

are now proceeding to employ the methods which are used in the free world - the 

methods of diplomacy, of friendly contacts between governments and between neoples. 

They resolved to win friends for themselves or keep the neutral, non-committed 

countries from joining alliances against Russia, by extending economic aid to 

those countries, whjch Russia is now in position to do, and even if necessary 

military aid. They feel that the position of Russia today,ie~~ economic positi~n, 

makes increasing trade with the free world obligatory - imperative. The present 

rulers of Russia are also less afraid of the free world than was Stalin. They 

are possessed now of the A-Bomb and the H-Bomb, a~d in regard to other military 

matters of strength they feel that they are the equal of countries like the United 

States. They feel that a war between the E~st and he West is nejther imminent 

nor likely in the proximate future, or at ~11, and therefore they are moving out 

more confidently on the international scene. There must be also grave internal 
a 

pressure within the Soviet Union which makes/fuller contact with the rest of the 

world vitally necessary. 
that which 

Now as they do/w~ they have set out to do quite deliberately and energetically, 

they will, I believe, increasingly come to realize the possibilities as well as '9he 

limits of their efforts. And the limits of their diplomatic victories. They will 

come to understand the extent to which either belligerency or cajolary can really 

go, in the free world. Now Bulganin and Khrushchev received a wild and tumultuous 

welcome in India. India is not a long established democracy. The people of India 

are still smarting under the meiories of colonial exploitation on the part of western 

powers, especially of Great Britain. India, in the present struggle between the 

East and the West, adopted a policy of what they call positive neutralism, and India 



-6-

has sort of been cultivating the good will of the Soviet Union . And the reception 

arranged for Bulganin and Khrushchev in India was fostered by the government and 

perhaps organized by the government. It nas a djfferent story altogether when 

Bulganin and Khrushchev vi sited an old,tried, hard-headed democracy like Pritain 

the mother of Parliament. There the reception was not quite as enthusiastic and 

tumul uous. There the people were far more critical of their invited guests. Free 
in Engl.and 

and organized labor/, for example, was not swept off its feet by the blandjshments 

of the Communist emmissaries, for they know from a long experience in trade unionism 

what had taken place in the Soviet Union. They know that Communism ai,a-~haek±ed enshackles 

labor and does not enfranchise it. And the common people of Great Britain were 

courteous to their invited guests but distinctly reserved and were 1n a mood of 

critical aDpraisal of the representat ives o~ the Soviet Union . And Bulganin and 

Khrushschev did not fail at all to appreciate the significance of all that . 

The results of the meeting between these leaders and the leaders of Great 

Britain were limited in scope. The great issues were not decided - some of them 

were not even touched upon. The question of the re-unification of Germany did 

not come up. The quest i on of peace and secuirty in Europe was touched upon but 

as the joint communique which was issued stated, an understanding on the means 

to achieve that end was not reached. Nevertheless the meeting between the leaders 

of Great Britain and the Soviet Union was not without its value as a contribution 

to a general relaxation of tension, a relaxati on which is good for the world. Their 

very coming together was a good thing. The exchange of ideas between leaders of 

governments, however diverse their ideologies may be, an exchange of ideas in a 

free and frank manner, where the representat·ves of the governments are not shouting 

into a microphone, for the sake of world propaganda , is hi hly desirable in these 

days of strain and tension. A reading of the communique - one or two sentences 

of it - may help us to understand the gains achieved in terms of attitudes and 

new approachments and explorations, rather than in concrete significant acts . The 

communique, signed by both governments reads: 
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"These talks have been conducted, on both sides, in a spirit of can-i or 
and realism. The have ranged over most of the international questions of 
current concern, and there has been a full and useful exchange of views. 

11 The representatives of the Soviet Union and the United Kingdom recog
nize t.hat the strenghtening of Anglo-ooviet relations in political, trade, 
scientific, cultural and other fields would be in the interests of the 
peoples of both countries. They were also convi nced that this would help 
to consolidate general peace and security. 

''They expressed the determination of .their Governments to work for a 
further relaxation of international tension. 

"Having in view the present situation where there j s not the necessary 
confidence between countries, they expressed thejr determination to take 
all possible measures to facilitate the strengthening of mutual confidence 
and the improvement of the relations between states. They reco~nize that 
one of theimportant factors in strengtheni g international confidence 
consists in personal contacts between leading statesmen which have produced 
positive results. 

"The two countries, in their relations with each oth r and also in their 
elations with other countries, will be guided by the principles of the 

United Nations. They are convinced that the basis of friendly cooperation 
and peaceful co-existence of all countries, irrespective of their social 
systems, is respect for national independence and sovereignty, territorial 
integtity and non-interference in the internal affairs of others." 

Perhaps the most significant of the matters discussed of immediate importance, 

and perhaps the one upon which some conclusions were reached, had to do with the 

Middle East, with the Near East, with Israel and its relation with the Arab world. 

You will recall that last September, Czechoslovakia, a member of the Russian bloc, 

shipped vast quantities of armaments to EPypt and thereby created an imbalance of 

military strength, vis-a-vis the Arabs in Israel, which caused grave apprehensions 

in Israel and brought the prospects of war nearer. This issue was thcroughly can

vassed at these meetings and they arrived at some conclusions. I again read from 

the communique: 

"The United Kingdom and the Soviet Union have the firm intention to do 
everything in their power to facilitate the maintenan e of peace and secur
ity in the Near and Middle East . For this purpose they will give the nec
essary support to the United Nations in its endeavor to strengthen peace 
in the region of Palestine and to carry out the appropriate decisions of 
the Security Council . 

11The Governments of the two countries consider that effective measures 
should be undertaken in the immediate future to this end in accordance with 
the national aspirations of the peoples concerned, with the necessity of 
insuring their independence and in full conformity with the principles ex
pressed in the Charter of the United Nations . 

"The Governments of the two countries call on the states concerned to 
take measures to prevent the increase of tension in the area of the de
marcation line establishedin accordance with the relevant armistice agree
ment between - srael and the Arab States. 

"They will also support the United Nations in an initiative to secure 
a peaceful settlement on a mutually acceptable basis of the dispute between 
the Arab states and Israel . 
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"They recognize the importance of the problem of the refugees and 
accordi gly will support action of the United I~ations directed tcward the 
alleviation of their hardships. 

11 The Governments of the two countries express the strong hope that other 
states will also do everything possible to help the Uni ted Nations in bring
ing about a peaceful solution of the dispute between the Arab states and 
Israel, and thus to strengthen peace and security in the Near and Middle 
East." 

The i mportance of that, of course, is the fact that the Soviet Union places itsel.£ 

on record as favoring a peaceful solution in t ~e Near East and not as an ally, an 

all-out ally, in support of the Arabs, an impression which had been given up to 

these meetings, by these vast shipments of arms to the Arab countries and an im

pression which the Arab countries, especially Ef'Y!)t, took occasion to give wide 

currency to. The Arab peoples had gotten the impression that the Soviet Union 

was now behind them, on any policy which t hey would ~~ti pursue ~~~ wished 

to pursue, and that should they go to war on Israel the Soviet Union would solidly 

back them up. This position has now been publicly repudiated by the Soviet Union, 

and that has helped to clip the wings considerably of the aspirations, the political 

aspirations of the adventurers in Cairo and in Damascus and in Baghdad and elseirhere. 

In the interview, before he left for Great Britain, Bulganin7~t~ted that 

he is prepared to agree with other of the nations of the world to stop shipping 

anns to the Middle East altogether. ell this ma t.ter of course, should be faced 

with extreme caution. First of all, the shipping of arms to the Near East altogether 

would leave Israel at the tremendous disadvantage under which it suffers at the 

moment - this grave imbalance which has been created by the vast acquisition of 

arms on the part of EpYpt - and on the other hand the question still remains open 

what the position of the Soviet Union will be when the question of a final peace 

settlement comes up. What will Israel be called upon to sacrifice in order to 

bring about peace in that partof the world? Where will D the Soviet Union be 

at that time? For that matter there is still the question where Great Britain 

will be at that time• and the United States. Nevertheless this new declaration 

on the part of the leaders of the Soviet Union may be viewed with a certain 

amount of satisfaction. Was this meeting between Gr-eat Britain and the Soviet Union 
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worth while? The Soviet Union seems to think so and Great Britain seems to think 

so. D Foreign Minister Eden, as the Russians were leaving Great Britain, was 

interviewed and was asked whether he regarded the results of this meeting as worth 

while, and this is what he said and it is very significant, what he said: 

* "The London discussions could be something very importantff. They 
could be the beginnjng of a beginning. 

"Bulganin said something at a press conference this morning which 
I want to quote because I agree with it so completely:" 

(And he is now quoting Bulganin:) 

" 1The program, as you see, is a solid one, and there is a good 
deal to work upon. We, the Soviet people, take the program seriously 
and will strive to turn it into reality. 111 

"Well", (said Eden) "so will we. Fven if only partly successful, we can 
contribute theeeby to the peace of the world. 

"There are some who think agreements of this kind have often disappointed 
us in the past. They say there is no use making t hem. I utterly disagree 
and want you to understm d seriously v1here I stand int his. 

"As long as I have any responsibility, we shall continue to work for 
solutions of these questions. 

"For my part, I will not accept a situation where the great powers of the 
world stand lowering at each other and consume a large oart of their wealth 
on armament expenditure. We have ot to do better than that. 

"It may be - I think it is true - that the irmnediate danger of war has 
receded, and that is good. Even if it is true, it is not enough. 

"Here is our policy: 
"We are not to be parted from our friends, nor will we abandon our vital 

interests. But we will seek agreements with all. 
"In the long history of diplomacy, suspicion has done more harm than 

confidence." Be¼ie¥e-me-+ia~~e--Mme-.-

I 1d like to repeat that sentence. 

"In the long history of diplomacy, suspicion has done more harm than 
confidence. Believe me that is true. 

11lfe shall follow the policies I have described to you, seeking agreements 
and promoting friendships. 

"I am sure this Soviet visit was in tune with this and that as a result 
the world can rest more secure." 

You may recall that on numerous occasions, when I discussed the relationship 

of the free world w1th the Soviet Union, I have in my humble way urged constantly, 

-- urged constantly - the meeting of minds - the value of conference - the exchange 

of ideas. Not by way of persuading our people to lower their guards, but by way 

of doing the very thing that Prime Minister Eden has in mind. We •ve got to live 

together in the same world. There is no choice. The c ooice is between co-existence 

or no existence. Would I favor such a meeting between the heads of the Russian 
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Government and our own Government? I would. I do not know whether this is 

the momeht- or in three months or in six months - but such meeting should be 

encouraged. Relaxations take place, of one kind or another, after all such 

meetings. I read the other day where our own government ha.a now made possible 

the acqu·sition on the part of Russia of some seven hundred items of trade which 

heretofore had been prohibited. That's all to the good. Open avenues of trade

of commerce - of communication. That 1 s the only way to clear the air. And 

Democracy will not suffer by it. Comrnunis~ will suffer by it. I have suff j cient 

strength - as has r. Eden - as have the British people - the oldest Democracy on 

earth - they have sufficient confidence in the strength of their own institution, 

their own ideas and of what democracy can give to people - to meet face to face 

with the leaders of the communist world and talk over outstanding issues in detail -

in ~efl piece-meal, and try to lessen tensions and to i ncrease conf idence in the 

world. Its the on_y way. 

And so I do not look, as some do, upon this Communist Salesman traveling to 

the Democratic countries with terrible apprehensions. Bulganin and Khrushchev 

didn't carry away from Great Britain,Big Ben or Westminster Abbey - they are still 

there. And I would like to see Democratic Salesmen go into Communist countries. 

Perhaps we are on the threshold of better days, after a generation which split 

the world, clear down the center. 
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a. in enanc oC peacP and f' • 

11ntJ in the I nd Middle 
a ,t. For t purpo, e the:-· 
·ill i\'e he " - Al"~ ~uppo1 

thr ' n1trd ions in 1t~ .,, 
eavor to t r hrn pea t> i 
h " 1· ion of Pale<:tme and 
a11y ou he- app1op1 ti\ e d 
l!'io n ecur i ,. Coun ci 
Th f' t>n ~ o"r the t\, 

ou nt de r hat pffe 
ivP . hould be unrlPt -

tak • lht> immrdiate e 
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the national a pirat1ons of the 
peoples concerned, with the 
necessity of insuring their in
dependence a.nd in full con
formity with the principle ex
pressed in the Charter of the 
United at.ions. 

The Government of the l\ o 
countrie call on the states con
cet·ned to take mea ures to pre
vent the increase of tension In 
the area of the demarcation 
line establish d in accordance 
, •ith the relevant a.rmistice 
agreemen between lsrael and 
the Arab states . 

Thev ,·m al.o suppott tht> 
1.,"nited Nation in n initiativ 
to ecure a peac ful ettlement 
on a. mutually acceptable has1!I 
r the dispute between the Arab 

~ta te and I rael 
They recognize the impor

tance of the problero of the 
refugee and accordin ly will 
upport action of the nited 

Nations direct d toward the al
leviation of their hard hip!I. 

T ne Gon • nment of th P t 1·0 
countrie expre the 5 ron 
hop that other s ate will al ~o 
do e ·erythin pos.,le to h Ip 
the nit d a ionP'in bringin 
about a p ace!ul solution of th 
di pute between he Ara tate 
and I rael, and thu!I to 

rengthen peace and ecurity 
the Near a.nd Middle East. 
e Problem of Di'3rmaml'nt 

In th cours of the e change 
or views the disarmament prob
lem wu di cu!!!!ed . The repr -
en atives of the wo coun ril's 

1evi wed the po ition teached 
in the di cu. !-ion in the l:ni d 

tion and the propo als made 
by the power concern d . It 
, ·ns a~reed that a olution or 
ti 1s problem would b of he 
u mo~t i nif1ca nee for the 
ma int nance of uni" t""al peace 

The G<H·ernment of the ovie 
'niot and he Go, rnmenl of 

the rnit d Kin dom a tach 
g1 a.t importanc to concluding 
an appropriate 1nte1 national 
ali('teement on hi!I pt oblem . 

u h an µ-1eemen would help 
to reduce mterna ional en ion. 
lo Iner a e con fidenc h tween 
. t nd to rel i ve the burden 
of military e. penditur s. 

The two Go"ernm nts agieecl 
on the paramoun import nee 
or !Ila ·in humani ,. from thP 
thre t of nuclear \\"a.r!at e. Th ir 
common objecti,•p r mam th 
ultimate prohibition or nucl a t· 
weapQn, and lh d ,·otion of 
nuclear "n rgy exC'IU!=h"E>ly to 
peaceful U!'e'I , and hev ill 
continue heir effort to ·chi ,. 
th1 aim . 

The Go,·ernment!! of lhe , o-



a e . !nor . 
He also rejected tht- rontenlion road f 

lo( various ntics, including Adlai a. lone 
E. S evenson, that the nited th fl 
Stat s was lo m the "cold war." I 

"If y rold war :> ou mean C nt 
merely to k ep ahve hatred of 
Ru ia, or to keep the Rus ian IS 
permanently o trac1zed, and to f e 
deny th m any access to the free I H 
world, then I uppose it could be 
Judged that we are not winning," 
Mr. Dulles a1d. 

He add d, however. that the 

1
1 danger of actual war had dimin- Two 
i hed and there were signs of for th 
change m Moscow. Saying th t nomina 

I the ba ic objective of the "cold revis 
war" as he saw it was to ''do lm _the 
away with the great dan er of proJPCt 
hot war," fr. Dulles claimed a contine 
"great victory in the cold war" gen bo 
for the West. dlai 

In . B11t the corrected transcript the Sov 
tiet i sued five hours later by the would 

-lev l Stat D partment toned down demand 
in~o th1 contention It had fr. ni~ed 

n -5 Dulle aying: " * if, in fact, proJect. 
ori y the Soviet Union is not a much Admm1s 
If n lo b feared as it wa , 1f 1t has gerousl. 
Au••~ become mor tolerant, 1f it . ha. Go~er 
wiU jPU a 1d the u e of violen , was in 
into if it l be mntng to move in a th asse 

1liberal \a,:ay within, th n I would Khru. he 
call that progress toward vie- ni~t part 

co tory in the cold war." j Britain. 
re• Hi comment wa made in re• 15 tot~rig 

" on spon e to a que. t1on about a mg b lair a 
Continued on Page:?, Column 3 the Nort 

.. 
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But the London discussions 
could be something very impor
tant a.11 the same. They could 
be the beginning of a. begin• 
ning. 

Bulganin said something at a 
press conference this morning 
which I want to quote becau11e 
I agree with it ao completely: 

"The program, aa you aee, is 
a solid one, and there ia a. good 
deal to work upon. \Ve, the o
viet people, take the program 
eriously and will strive to turn 

it into reality." 
Well, ao wil we. Even if only 

partly successful, we can con
tribute thereby to the peace ot 
the world. 

There are some who think 
agreements of this kind have 
often disappointed us in the 
pa.st. They say there is no use 
making them. I utterly dis
agree and want you to under-
tand seriously where I stand 

in thi . 
A long u I have any I e

spon ihilt. . we hall continue 
to work for olu ion of these 
qu~!ltions. 

For my part. I will not accept 
a situation wher th great 
powers of the world stand lo •• 
ering at each other and con-
ume a large part of their 

wealth on armament expendi
ure. We have got to do better 

than that. 
It may be-I think i is tru -

tha the immediate danger o 
wa1 has receded, and tha is 
good. Even if it i true, it i 
no enough. 

Here is our policy : 
We are not to be parted from 

our friends, nor will we aban
don our vital interests. But we 
will eek agreements with all. 

In the long history of diplo
macy, uspicion has done more 
harm than confidence. Believe 
me, that is true. 

We hall follow the policies I 
ha.ve described to you. eeking 
agreements a.nd promoting 
friendship . 

I a.m ure thi ovie visit 
wu in tune with this and tha.t 
a a. re ult the , ·orld can re t 
more secure. 

he e ' ~1:inist r he vould eek a solu• 




