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1 have been provoied by receut incicents to write to you, passing
on to you ry observations in thae lope tuat you will give tlier: careful
consiceration wiick will lead you to tal:e some appropriate constructive
and positive action relevant to tlhie issues in question,

in Ly opinion, our Iresident and Ctate Departuent have actec
irresponsibly, recklessly, and dangerously in pernitting (or ordering)
our resunption of nuclear testing (even for purposes of "iuproving de-
tection") before we have reached soue kind of detection experiuent
agreenent with .lussia, Iy what logic can we place such coiplete and
total trust in anotler nation (in this case, .ussia) that we place in
her lLwands tie entire weight of responsilility and discretion, in the
"Lope" that she will be corstructively cautious (assuming she is con-
structive and not suicidal) enough not to retaliate either "in kind"
or wit: soue even narsier reaction? The State Cepartrent and the
President have issued statements wiiici liave been of an equally unwvise
and irresponsible nature, in reacting to {liie .ussian's indignation
over the spy plaue incident, Jut, this action of resuning nuclear
testing is even iore concretely recilless tian these statements, couing
at a time wier it caz (anc uncoubtedly will) be interpreted as a de=
fiantly belligerant "eye for an eye" gesture, If indeed (as the State
Separtuent has said), the resumption of nuclear testing had "mothing
to do with {the spy plane incident," then it is all tle more ridiculous
tiat they lel it go tiwrough, withoul stopping it, Inowing, as tliey do,
how it would e inverpreted,

Jur Ctate Jepartment should certaiunly Xrowr better than to bait tae
.ussions, or give theu: any furtler provocation tliau we already have in
flying planes over ler territory witlhout her peruission, Soviet lussia's
ovn record of abuses and our Imowledge of her established burtality and
itsiorality ol governumental principles and actions should be even iiore
reason for exercising caution.in our relations witr her, " T:iat canr he
uore recrless than giving a proved raduan or criuisal provocation to
turn on you, wien you are rol i a stabdized, secure position of coztrol,
viiere e is not safely locked iz & padded cell? Under such circumstances,
if you do not aancle a dangerous lunatic with "kid gloves," you yourselfl
are "out of your nind"! If you go irto a lioa's cage andproceed to
"tease" niwm witlh a stick, you are tie one wmost responsible for your oaw
inevitalle, logical cdestruction, because you nave provokea it!

in the ligat of this Jact, the President's and Jecretary of State'!s
petulent reactiocs to .iussia's indigration are misplaced and uncomstruce
tive incharacter, Iurtlierwore, tleir assertions tiat our aggressive act
in flying over ..ussia is justified by our'delense requireuents is an il-
logical stand, detriiental to our owm self interest, :
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With your owa sel{-interest as the value at stake {ever in terus
of "need" as defined by their asserulon), you caunot 1eg1t1uate1y de-
Jenc an 1ap051t10 of your will oz otlers, wiom you are ia no position
to treal otlier than equally (Lecause, eve: if they are wmed , you caznnol
loc™: the ilussian leaders in padded cells, secause tuey nave evaded
respousibility for eaclh of tleir uadresses by "Jjustilying" tneu, Just
as you are Lov urvlug to ;ustlxy your Owi 1upos1t1on of v111/, or the
basis of an imuediate need, at ithe 1on¢-rarge sacrifice ol a wmore pri=-
vary, Jundacenteal need--tie need to liave your owr rights respectedﬁ
Tou canrot expect your rights to be respected ucless you respect tle
rigats of otkers, If you do not, you are settinz a moral pattern--—a
pattern of woral anarciy--wiicih is clearly against your oww: best in-
terests, Since, obviously, we cannot eitier siool tlle .lussian leaders,
or loclz tlew: up, our only logical course is to try to teach then the
venefits ol a “oral societly (ocze wiich respects the rigats of iacdividuals
--all individuals), and, again obviously, wre cah“ot accoun p1154 this ex=-
cevb uy oractising our own: basic philogopliy. e wnust lead the wayj we
cannot erpect Russia to do so, when ler asic pnlloSOP“y is arti-
individual, .er Russia coruits acts ol age ress1on, sie is heing consist-
nt wita 2er basic philosoplty, so wiy siould it surprise us?

If we expect to teac: Qussia tiie acdvantages of - etical systeu, we
had better bhe sure we understand tieu on“selves, and Qractzse tlhem, ine
stead ol acting unetlhiically ourselves anc tien expecling Hussia to act
etically—-—to practise our owm umorality, wiiclk we ourselves reiuse to
okserve, .J.eu you nold a double standard of uoralluy (oe for yourself

and anotier for tize ovler xe;lov), you cannot expect i to hold a siagle
standard of ethical coxduct; if we ermect .ussia Lo Je e uorest in her future
dealirgs with us, we will have to be homest in adumititing that, in tais
irstance, we were xorally wrong in principle, rather tlian saying in el-
fect, "I cando acything I want to, because I an ze.," The fact tzat

Russ1a lerself is a waster specialist ia taking tais cdouble-stazcard at-
titude does rot alier our responsibility to call the siots, bota ours
and Russia's, with logic and louesty.

In this spec1;1c 1ns»ance, Eisealiower siould be honest enougih to see
that {regarcless of wiat he, or others, see as a "defexsive Lecessity"
aixd, therefore, see a free siy agreement as a cesirable goal to achieve

2is does not alter tiae fact that we cormittec an aggressive action ino
flying over Russia for "defense" purposes uatil such aa agreeuent was
concluded,

0f course, a wore basic question is: CJan an euphasis on defensive
nilitary preparation e as effective for either party involved as a con~-
centrated effort Lo reach a reasonasle, worlrable agreemzexnt, a resolution
of difference, wiereby boitl: parties cen live in Jutual reSﬂect ard grow in
a healthy way without Tear of eitler oue's 1L9081hg o the otaer, either
in terms o7 small acts of aggressiox suci as tie present Py nlace inci=-
dent, or by larger acts, sucna as lussia has com“1ttea, iz Torecing
policies and coxtrol upon vulierable wealer nations,

Jven it (tﬁrouw; fear and suspicion aroused because oi past surprise
RO N

atvacks by other nations on vie U, 3,) we ¢o succeed in olsering in ad-
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vance all of any zation's military preparations, can one logically say

tizatl preparing to destroy that nation or its wilitary installations is real-
ly tie answer? Or, regardless of what course is heing teken iuside ihat
nation, does ot our prinary seli interest lie in preveuting the necessity
ol both nation's eillher meecing or using such wilitaristic delfemse, by
acbively worizing to ac:ieve the lest irterests of bovl. wations tirouzh tle
cutually seii~-interested veans of lLiard worl and woral integrity?

The figlht over free skyways (as any issue) should properly ke conduct—
ec in words, shoving the other party Low your particular stand on tiis issue
is to nis equal seli-interest witl: your oz (assuuing, of course, itaat iv
ca: logically e nroved to be to the equal interest of botl parties, il i,
izcdeed, caix De proved to be Lezeficial to eitler—-beneficial el all; arnd,
while this particular policy-—open siyweys--—couvld conceivably be acventage~

us to hotll: parties, its use for spying purposes is not particularly
aealthy, construcvive, or couaducive to & real, cooperative eflort in tle
working out ol prollens to ithe mwbuel satisfaction of both parties.)

Tais mutuality {or equality of seli-iuterest) is the oxly real,
logical Lasis, the oxly logical reason for malicg any proposal, sicce in-
equity in one action izvariably leads to trouble in the future for tle
party wiho got the "edge'" in the oxrginal transaction, There must he, il there
is to be real peace anc respect tetwvee:x nations, an equal give aad tale,

This country is big erough and we sihould feel coniident enouga to Dbe
ASLE to admit arc error wiern we make one, and not iind it aecessary to he-
corze emotionally, helligerently delfeusive wien ve are called to task for it,
Certainly, iussia's noral right to speak up (according to our basic moral
philosophy) remairs clear and ucaltered Ly aay specifiic reasouas and
notivations hehind rushclhev'!s reactions, as speculated upon {or even, sub-
stantially proveds By political sciemtists in this, or otier, countries,
Cervainly also, iv is perfectly reasonahle and velid for us to looik iato and
exa.iizne carelully the reasons Jor “rushclev!s reaction, but this does not
reduce our respousibility lor incurrins this reactiox,

Zacli of tiie President's and Jecretary of State'!s replies asserting tlat
our flight wes "justified' and tlen that we intend to contirue ralking such
flights in attempting to learn military secrets, only served to coupound the
error in judgeuent (resulting iz action detriuental to our self icterest)
of the fligat itself. This official attitude of ours, ot ouly frow tae
standpoint ol ils imuediate effect uporn “ussia and upon the Geneva coafer=-
ence, but also, irou a broader, more basic roral standpoint, uporn ourselves
axd the emntire world, represents a ind of dangerous, emoctiozally derfensive
stand wiaicla szould be extirely wmrecessary for any couatry lwaviag the fear-
lessress that goes with tie strengitl of real wmoral integrity,

To defend our action on the basis that "Qussia spies on us" (even if it
weren't illogical corsidering the fect thaat ussia's aggressiveness is coa-
sistert with Zter plhilosopiy) would still be illogical even if her basic
nizilosophy were identiecal with ours., Tou dox't couwit an error in judgeuernt
on the basis tliat "everyvody is doing it," wiether that error lies in a
bBasic piilosopiiy or in au error of practical applicatior, If you are thinke
ing straight, you doux't do auytiing, or think anything is "all right", just
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because "everyhody's doing it". Should we male destructive chioices just
because Russia, or anyone else, chooses to maZke then? Certainly, it
sihould be patently clear that, if you acted continually and consistently
on a basic philosophy of "an eye for an eye", eventually both you ard
your adversary will have stripped the {lesh {rom one anothier, until there
is notaing left of you but two skeletons, . hat purpose does retridution
serve wien it leads only to selfi-destruction?

As far as Jussia's right (though she is certainly no "lily") to call
us to account for the spy flighti, hile we are equally correct in calling her
to account for any such aggressious on lher part (without, howvever, having
to "manufacture" them), it is equally legitimate for .ussia to express her-
self about us, A4 "pol" is entirely justilied in calling a "kettle" black,
if in fact, it is Dhlacl, even though tlhe pot may be just as black, or
blacker,

Neither lussia nor the United States (uor any other nation) has to wait
-~in fact, should not and wmorally cannot wait--until either is "Ferfect"
or "lily white" belore calling the shols as they are, Certainly no U,S,
statesuen would advocate waiting until our own country is in absolute
"apple-pie' order hefore daring to call Jussia to account for jer uistakes
(noral nis judgenents) affecting us, Anyone in his right mind Imows that
such a course would be utterly urrealistic, If everyone waited until he
vere spotless in every respect (or even in any one respect, or that parti-
cular respect) before speaking up about the errors made by otihers, teaching
would becoue a thing of the past, iJo one would ever open liis mouth to conm=-
nunicate again, acd our huuan capacity to teach {and to learn froz) others
would be lost, Jithout our ability aad our right to use tnat avility to
courzunicate our thinking, we would, indeed, no longer be "human",

In the case of our resunption of nuclear testing and our failure to con-
tinue a moritorium until an agreecent can be reaclied banning all nuclear
tests, our action is indefensible, Detection tests should be regarded as
part ol a two-way, equal agreevent, and they should be conducted according-
ly, nol by one party going ahead on its own! Insofar as nuclear testing as
a "defense preparation", I thinl I have dewonstrated that, quite aside fronm
the devestating eiffects from tests already made (estiuated, according to
United Nations and Atomic Energy reports, to cause to our future citizeus
as nany as 150,000 cases of leulkenia, 100,000 gross mental or physical de~
fects, 380,000 cases of stillbirth), such "preparation" is utterly illogi~
cal unless what we are '"preparing'" for is to becoue skeletons!

Our only practical and logical course, unless we intend to cormit nass
suicide, is to co everything humanly possible to achieve total agreeument
on the banning of nuclear weapons aund the banning of testing of such veapons,
and then proceed to an agreenent on total disarmament,

I urge you most strongly to take whatever action you can to aveid in
the future such irrespomsible statetienis and actions, as I have cited, and,
for nov, to try to correct the situvation that now exists in the form of
tension between the United States and dussia, The first action we should
take along this line is to cease our nuclear detection experiment tests un-
til we have agreed on a mutually salisfactory experiuent plan, arnd, then,
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post important of all, to act as constructively as humanly possible in at-
tempting to reach a total test ban agreement, Let's get the cold var settl-
ed once and for alll

1 very much appreciate your taking the time to reach this somevhat
lengthy letter and to consider carefully and thoughtfully these issues,
vhich are as vital to your owa well heing as they are to nine and those
of my friends and neighbors, I should appreciate an ansver containing
your reactions and thinZing oz these important issues, Howvever, I hope
you will take your time in replying, giving each factor your careful,
judicious consideration. Your sincere, concerted efforts along this line
are far more icportant to me than receiving an immediate, hasty reply,

Sincerely,

STAT

SUBSEQUENT EVENTS: The blowup of the Summit Conference by Irusiichiev's
demands for a full apology accoupanied by a change in our policy of spying
on Russia is the logical consequence of our own action, The fact that
Krushchev's indignation over the spy plane incident as expressed ir Paris
led to Eisenhover's quick retraction of his previous assertior that such
flights would continue is indicative of the basic moral correctress of
Krushchev's position in this irnstance, DJut, Zisenhover's reluctance to go
all the way in offering an official Ud, apology (even announcing the change
of policy concerning future flights under such extreme pressure that he ap-
pears to have his back to the wall) is seriously detrimental to U,5, inte=
grity, prestige and moral responsibility in the setting of an atmosphiere of
ill~will through a position we took which now it can obviously be seen was
so hlatantly erroneous that it served to endanger tiie efficacy of the
Sunmit Conference,

PLEASE SIND COFIZS OF YOUL ZEPLY TO ZACH O0F TIE FOLLOVING INTERESTED PASTIES:

2
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