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L 'HUMANITE says that enormous progress made in the Soviet Union in
the field of nuclear energy is a guarantee of peace. 'The success of
this test,” says the paper, 'has created favorable conditious for

|}

' (the stru, ble”) for peace. The strugzle can bringtenefit at a moment

! vhen the disarmament qu:stion has been excluded from the U.N. agenda. 1

¥ . .
Calro--The Egypt  n press has published the TASS 1tement on the latest 3
tests of thermotwrlear weapons in the Scviet Unionme’ All papers have
" also reported Khrushchev 's words: 'Let these bombs lie and get on the ‘

“.~——nerves-of-those who-would Yike—to start @ war:” - R
* USSR WILLING TO T*W NCCLEAR ARMS TI5TS  -- .
. R4

* Moscow, in Dnglish to North America, Nov. 29, 1955, C001 GMI'--E

i :

! (Commentary by Nikolai Andreyev on reaction in United States to the

$ USSR bomb test)

(Text )

Much of the American radio and press comment on the H-bomb tests boils
down to the remark that the Soviet Union talks about wanting disarma-
ment but manufactures H-bombs. And the ccnclusion is drawn that the
Soviet Union is insincere, that its proposals for disarmament are nothing
but propagsnda.

It seems to me there is one sure-fire method of determining whether the
Soviet Union is sincere, and not just making propaganda. And that is
to accept the proposal. If Vestern quarters are so certain that what
this country suggests in the way of disarmament is nothing but pro-
ragands, they risk nothing in accepting it. Those who go in for pro-
paganda rarely act on their word. One can see that (by”) the position
of the United States and the other Western Powers on the issue of
disarmament. Tt was the West that proposed (limits?) for the Armed
Forces of the Big Five, periods for outlawing nuclear weapons, and
disarmament in stages. But as soon as the Soviet Union accepted these
proposals, they turned out to be unacceptable to the lestern Powers.
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Ts it not more prorer to speak here of insincerity and propaganda?

I am sure many think so. The Soviet Union has not only made concrete

disarmament prorosals, but has taken action in that direction. It is

reducing national armed strength by 640,000 men, and it has abolished
~its military bases at Port Arthur in the Far LEast, and Porkkala in

Finland, the only two bases it has {owned?).

waf——

But with the United States and the other Western Powers still arming,
the Soviet Union can go no farther in disarwing. Anyone can understand
: that. Nor can we discontinue the production and testing of nuclear
weapons; so long ad both the United States and Britein manufacture such
weapons and test them., .

3 The proposals which the Soviet Union put before the United Nations
stipulate a totel ban on nuclear weapons, and their removal from

r national ermaments. And as one of the first moves to disarmament, the:

!a Sovict Union suggests that thie cointries: having nuclear weapons
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PITe 10 discontinue their testin g . We are ready to do so right

N NTTE and now, 1T tHE other powerszhe
savey

——-——-—- .
Stiangely enough, the Soviet representatives in the U.N. Disarmament
- Sub:z.mittee are still alone with their proposals. The Western

spciiicmen not only refuse to accept them, they have even rcnounced

many of their own proposals on this issue., The United States continues
to eriock and improve nuclear weapons, and it is claimed this is needed
to kecp e balance.
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But in that case, the Soviet Union also neceds to keep a balance, and
what do we arrive at then? Instead of competing and bettering the life
of the people, countries would have to compete in the manufacture of
armaments.

We object, the Soviet people and their Government want the arms rise

stopped all over the world. We should like to compete with the

United States in peaceful progress, in raising the standard of

living, not in turning out A-becmb and H-bombs. But for that, both
sid:: must be willing, and a concrete agreement for disarmament must

be reached. Yet Britain, the United States and France even refuse to
& W the first to employ atomic
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be, reached. Yet Britain, the United States and France even refuse to
(agree?) with the Soviet Union not to be the first to employ atomic
~ . Veapons. .

~

So who is it-that is 1nsincere and is merely making propaganda? I
— < -leave that for you to judge..-—

SON: U.S. STAND OBSTRUCTS CONTACTS

- Moscow, in Russian Hellschreiber, to Europe, Nov. 26, 1955,

2315 GMT--L

(An American cbserver on olicy as regards acts between West

and East)
{Text)
New York, Nov. 27-- s lying to the
! assertions of ss who
: allege t OR =

not destroy at once the main achievement of the Geneva Confer
he summit, held in July.
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"The tests," continues the paper, 'havé giventhe Soviets anew, adventageous
opportunity to cowe forth with an appeal to ban atomic weapons.” Passin, ‘

v over with silence the well-known Soviet proposals on the questions of

- armament reduction and bar on weapons of mass extermimation, the New ork .
$ HERALD TRIBUNE cynicallgsllages that the Soviet Union not "_iven en
proof of a more or lesbeal preparedngss to diminish h ¢vantages

in the field of the usual armawents.’ The paper opposes a ban od atomic =

" and h; drogen weapons. o ] . .

| Paris--Toda; 's papers hasize jhe TAJS statement on the~thermonuclear tests.s

| ¢ Most papers tncerline i silences sa; ing that the Sovimovernment

| alwars has stood for a ban on atomic and hrdrogen weapons ani establishment .

s of affeciive internatipnal control. Several papers mention the “lack of _ :
precision in translation” of the place in Khrushchev's speech mentioning ;
that the force of explosion of the (one word missing--EC.) bomb "egual \
o that of several millions of tons of conventional explosives.'” Earl.
raports of the Vestern press spoke about the force of explosion egqualling
"words missing--Ec.).

1R FIGARO {passage missing--Ed.; it follows that it can be transporis’ by
a0 alrplane. "The United States plans extensive tests in the field of -
atomic energy for the next spring," sars the paper, "and this permits us
PO draw the coneclusion that the Americans are lagging 6 months behind the
rossians, 1f not in the field of scientific research, then at least in
the fi21d of tests.”

Farther on, without any basis, the paper attempts to cast doubt on the
S:teerety of the Soviet Union's peacéful policy. The paper asserts that

The test explosion of the hydrogen bomb in the USSR allegedl; "gives ‘
The OTportunity to doubt the Russians' goo@ will in their 'peace offensive,’
=td FRANC TIREUR attempts to persuade its readers that "this explosion has
énnihilated the Ceneva spirit,” while the EXPRESSE stresses thal part of
Ktrushehev ' speech from which it can be deduced that the tests of the

Soviet hydrogsn bomb sh~uld be a warning for those who would like to

unleaah a rew world war.

4% the fieneva Conference of the Four Power Foreign Ministers, recalls
LTPERATION, the United States rejected the USSR proposal on the moral
coindemnntion of atomic and hydrogen weapons and refused to sisn uncdertakings
not to Le the first to use these weapons. The paper states that the

United ftates thereb; suppnrted a resumption of the arms race. The
'paber calls for the prohibition of any atomie and h 'drogen bombt tests

in the futura, [
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e following: Thebeginning was laid

"ot *the ‘basis of which the Russians a3 the Americans €8n
N te each other in s friendly manner and learn tg know each fther.
3 a mest important beginning which lcads totriendship ong
becplel-~the main achlevement, for which we must be gratefuy)f for the
Gencva, : ‘

o+

isen "to blame

fle conference of

h July of this year,
figanin, there was

to him did not wish
some of the American
too many smiles exchanged
ad to the reduction of

Pointing oW that in the United States a tendency had j
the Russiand\for the present failure in Geneva"--at
Foreign MinigNers--Pearson vwrites: '"However, even
when Eisenhowe\was still conducting talks with B
concrete proof ol the fact that some people clos
Geneva to have vedy much success. For instance
military men quite ¥ ankly expressed fears th
betvween the United 8¥tes and Russia could
their appropriations. '

"At the seme time the Ste\e
"of reducing the exchanges &
When the poposel wasg made t\
experts on whent growing, the RtateMepartment gave a negative reply-
in its letter. When an attempt\yod

the trip of 10 Soviet farmers in

to Russia, they attempted to s

Department }

gan to carry out a petty policy_
delegatiq

5 to a very small number.

"Our diplomats who hide the
while the State Departupent
the United States, severs
cotatries and were rece

R, 5829 have not understood that
Prevented dOgens of Russians from coming to
thousand Russ¥ans were touring other

”

onclusion that "a demalg
change of delegations be Nerried out can overcome
the red tape of thy State Department," because,\gs he seys, "the
of?iciul policy of the United States as it was prysented by the
Prcsident himse L, conalsts of helping such friend\ relations."

Pearsor cones to the
end groups that an g

hy individual Americans

Talk by Volgin

Moscow, ipfEnglish, to Novth 4merica, Nov. 27, 1955, O02% GMT--E

Borid Izakov, Anatoli, Soironov, end cther Soviet journalists haye
Jusg returned to koscow from the United States. I have seen they
end they ell say that what struck them most during their tour of the
. United States was the hospitality and kindness of the people.




