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- BB 6 - USSR INTERNATIOIIAL SERVICE 
ITov. 29, 1955 

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 faYorable conditio:1s for 
(the stn:.:c;le?) for peace. The strue;<;le can brinG; benefit at a moment 
when the disarmament qu·;stion has been excluded from the U.N. ai::;enda. 

Cairo--The Egypt· n press has published the TASS 'ltement on the latest 
tests of tbermo~lear weapons in the Soviet Unid~ All papers have 

· · also r'eported Khrushchev's words: ·Let these bombs lie and get on the 
nervee ef those who-would' -l:i.ke-to start e1 war' " ' 

IBSR WILLTI-!G TO ""' W NCC LEAR ARMS Tl!:~TS 
'-. . ....../ 

Moscow, in J:;nglish to !!orth America, Nov. 29, 1955, 0001 GMI'--E 

(Commentary by Nikolai Andreyev on reaction in United States to the 
USSR bomb test} ' ~ 

(Text} 

Much of the A..~erican radio and press comment on the H-bomb tests boils 
dmm to the remark that the Soviet Union talks about wantinc disarma­
ment but manufactures H-bombs. And the ccnclusion is drawn that the 
Soviet Union is insincere, that its proposals for disanr.ament are nothing 
but propaganda. 

It seems to me there is one sure-fire method of determininr; whet,1er the 
Soviet Union is sincere, ancl not just making propaganda. Ar'd that is 
to accept the proposal. If llestern quarters are so certain that what 
this country sugr;ests in the way of disarmament is nothing but pro­
paganda, they risk nothing in accepting it. Those who go in for pro­
paganda rar-ely act on tteir word. One can see that (hy?) the position 
of the United States anri the other Western rowers on the issue of 
nisarmament. It WA.S the l!cst that proposed (limits 'l) for the J\.rmed 
Forces of the Big F:i-:e, periods for outlawinG nuclsar weapons, and 
disarman:em; in stages. But as soon as the Soviet Union accepted these 
proposals, they turneu out to be unacceptable to the ilestern rowers. 

Is it not re.ore proper to speak here of insincerity and propag;mdR? 
I am sure many think so. The Soviet Union has not only made concrete 
disarmament proposals, but h'3.S taken action in tha·t direction. It is 
reducing national armed strength by 640,000 men, and it has abolished 
its miJitary bases at Port Arthur in the Far East, and Porkkala in 
Finland, the only two bases it has (owned?). 

:Elut with the United states"and the oth;;-Weste;nPow~"i="s-stiiiarmiDg,-----/----
the Soviet Union can go no f~rther in disarming. Anyone can understand / 
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that. Nor can we discontinue the production and testing of nuclear 
weapons, so long as both the. United States and Britain manufacture such -~ ~ 
weapons and test them. ;;2 

-.. 
The proposals which the So~iet Union put before the United Nations ~~ 
stipulate a total ban on nuclear weapons, and their removal ftom ~ 
national armaments, And as one of t~st moyes to disarmament, the · ~ . 
Sovi'3t Union suggests thatthecoiiiltrie.~a.filg nuclear weapons · .~~ 
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ti LE'~1_ie to discontinue thelr t::~'tlng;:-we are ready to do so right 
Tk:1·e- and now, iTthe other powers with suetr 11 61""'* agzi:.::: Lo "r!he 
sat•e\ 

St1t1np:ely enough, the Soviet representatives in the U .N. Disarmament 
Sub~.,11mi ttee are still alone with their proposals. The W<:0stern 
spc-1~, 0 men not only refuse to accept them, they have even rc0nounced 
many c>f their own proposals on this issue, The United States continues 
to ~oock and improve nuclear weapons, and it is claimed this is needed 
·to k-:c.p a balance. 

But t~ that case, the Soviet Union also needs to keep a balance, and 
what ao 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 ob~ect, the Soviet people and their Government want the arms rise 
stopp"1 all over the world. We should like to compete with the 
Unite<'. States in peaceful progress, in raising the standard of 
livin~, not in turning out A-bomb 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 
(ageeJl wuyee Soviet pn\0&gjsyo58&the first to employ atomic 
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be, reached. Yet Britain, the United States and France even refuse to 
(agreeY) with the Soviet Union not to be the first to employ atomic 

" weapons, 

So who is. it·that is insincere-and is merely making propaganda7 I 

U.S. STAND OBSTRUCTS COITTACTS 

(An American 
and East) 

(Text) 

to Europe, 

New York, Nov. 27-- erican observer Drew Pearson, 
assertions of workers and representatives of the 
allege t e spirit of Geneva is dead," writes in the 
"One not destroy at once the main achievement of the Geneva Confer 
a -he summit, held in July • 
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"'Ihe tests," contim1eo the paper, "have given ihe Soviets a::new, adventa£eous 
opportunit~' ta come f:>rth with an appeal ta ban atomic weapons." Pas.sinu 

' over with silence the well-known Soviet proposals on the q•1es-tions '.lf 
armament reC'.nction and bar. on w~ns of mass exterminatian, the Ne11 ork 
m1Alll TIUllUNE cynicaliill..alJ.r>ges that the Soviet Unior. I& not "wiven an 
pro'.lf of a m'.lre or les~al pre~aredn~ss to diminish h~ovantaces 
in the field of the usual armawents. The paper opposes a ban on atoa;ic • 
and h:droGen weapons. 

I'_, __ Paris--Toda:"s papers .hasize.Jhe TA~ statement on t~tbermonuclear tests.• 
Most pe.pers imc'erline silences sa: ing toot the Sovi¥overnment 
alw,.:·s h"ls stood for a ban on atomic and b;'•drogen weapons anc~ establishment 
of e:fective internatipnal control. S"lveral papers mention the "l~ck. of 
pre-::1sion in translation" of the place in Khrushchev's speech mentioning 
that the fo::-ce of explosion of the ( ane wore~ miss ill(l;--Ec.) bomb "equal 
t,o that of several millions of tons of conventional explosives."' F.ar:l 
!'"!po:?:'ts of the Western press spoke about the force of explosion eq_nallin<:, 1words missing--Ec.). 

:i}i! F'IGAHO (passage miss ir.g--Ecl.) it follows that it can be transpoc·tec· b;· 
'ln afrplane. 'The United States plans extensive tests in the field of 
at'Jmi.c energ:r for the next sprinG," sa:·s the i:aper, "and this permits ns 
"';'.) draw the conclusion that the Americans are lac;GinG 6 months behincl the 
rcisn cans, if not in the field of scientific research, then at least in 
th"l field of tssts." 

E J.rtheor on, withont any bFls is, the paper attempts to cast doubt on the 
s'.r.cerety of the Soviet Union's peaceful polic:·. The paper asserts that 
:·h" test explosion of thE' hydrogen bomb in the USSR allegedl~ "giv;es 
r.::i'! o-pportuni t:c to doubt the Russians' g:iod will in their 'reace of fens hB ' 1 

"-tL'I. FRANC TIREUR attempts to persuade its readers that "this explosion has 
annih1 lat"ld the Geneva spirit,'' while the EXPRESSE stresses that rRrt of 
K"rir11nhchP.v 's ::ipeech from which it can he ceduced that the tests of the 
8•niet hydrorc,•·n bomb sh~t1lc1 be a warning f'.lr those who would like to 
ll!"'Je'>nh a r..ew world war. 

1,t the r;eneva Conference of the Four Power Fore;i:gn Ministers, recalls 
LlJ',Ef:ATivN, the United States rejectec the USSR pr'.lposal on the moral 
cr,nr,<"'IIIL'ltion of atomic anrl h;/clroi::;en wPnpons anr1 r"ll'used to si:,n unc,ertakincs 
not to r,"l the first to use these WP.aporis. The pi;iper states that the 
Un,i ted r.t.,-,t.es th"!rP.b: 3•1p1.ortec~ a res11m1Jtion of the arms race. The 
-p!l.per C'1lls fo:c the t1r'.Jhibi ti '.)11 of an: atomic anc. h: 0rocen bomb tests 
in the f11t.1ir'l. 
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-_ _.."'!"1111111!1!~!!!!!!!!!!•!~~ .. ~;;~~~;:;~'.;~t~ie*t:~·~· ~be~~cn:~~g: The beginning was laid 
oo;+. J .. _,..,.~•~"1'S'flem~-the 'bads of which the Russians And the Junericans,~n 
t.~~~, · · ta to each other 1n a friendly manner and learn to know each ther • 
. , This s a most important beginning which lca~s to friendship 

pe::;p.le --the main achievement, for Which we must be gratef 
Genova. 
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Pointing o 
the Russian 

.· that in the United States a tendency bad isen "to blame 
or the present failure in Geneva"--at e conference of 
rs--Pearson writes: ''However, even July of this year, 
was still conducting talks vith B Din, there was 

Foreign Minis 
when Eisenhowe 
concrete proof 
Geneva to have ve 
military men quite 
between the United S 
their appropriations. 

the fact that some people clo to him did not Wish 
much success. For instanc some of the American 
ankly expressed fears t too 1111.ny smiles exchanged 
tes and Russia could ad to the reduction of 

"At the se·lle time the Sta 
·of reducing the exchanges 
When the t;·:·o;;iooel lies made t 
experts on whent growing, the tate 
in its letter. When an attempt 
the trip of 10 Soviet farmers i 

gan to carry out a petty policy 
to n very small number. · 

delegations of agricultural 
epartment gave a negative reply· 

made to come to an agreement on 
onnection with the sale of seeds to Russia, they attempted to s s the Clatter. 

sand have not understood that 
er.s of Russians from coming to 

were touring other 

Pearson coraes to the 
end groups that nclusion that "a dema by individual Americans 

change of delegations be rried out can overcome 
State Department," because, she says, "the the red tape of 

ofi':!.cfal pol:!.cy 
Prce:ir!"'nt bimse 

Moscow, 

the UnHed States as it was p sented by the 
conaista of helping such friend relations." 

Talk by VolgiD 

:'i'crth il!llerica, Nov. 27 
1 

!lori, Izakov 1 Anatoli :3ot:ronov, and ether Sov:iet journalists h e 
Just returned to Moscow from the United States. I have seen the 
end they ell say that what struck them most during their tour of the 
United States was the hospitality and kindness of the people. 
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