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CURRENT INTELLIGENCE STAFF STUDY 

Khrushchev on Nuclear S t r a t e g y  

This  is a working paper .  It  is in t ended  as a s m a l l  
c o n t r i b u t i o n  t o  t h e  work of t h o s e  concerned wi th  eva lua t -  
i n g  Sov ie t  i n t e n t i o n s ,  and as t h e  f i r s t  of s e v e r a l  pape r s  
on  problems i n  t h e  Sino-Soviet  m i l i t a r y  r e l a t i o n s h i p .  The 
conclus ions  of t h e  paper  appear  as pages 14 and 15. 

The Sino-Soviet  S t u d i e s  Group would welcome comment, 
addressed to  Matthew Gal lagher  or  W. P. Southard,  who 
j o i n t l y  prepared  t h i s  paper .  I 
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RHRUSHCHEV ON NUCLEAR STRATEGY 

INTRODUCTION 

The r a p i d  growth of Soviet  ICBM c a p a b i l i t i e s  pos-s cri- 
t i c a l  problems f o r  i n t e l l i g e n c e .  The t a s k ,  i n  its broades t  
terms, is t o  determine t h e  s t r a t e g i c  assumptions under ly ing  
t h e  Sov ie t  Union's p re sen t  m i l i t a r y  development programs. 
Th i s  paper o f f e r s  a modest c o n t r i b u t i o n  t o  t h i s  end by ana- 
l y z i n g  s t a t e m e n t s  on w a r  that Khrushchev has made i n  pub l i c  
speeches  and i n  in t e rv i ews  from s p r i n g  1957: through h i s  re- 
p o r t  t o  t h e  Supreme Sovie t  on 14 January 1960. 

Khrushchev's views when excellent ana lyses  of Soviet  m i l i -  
t a r y  thought  a l r e a d y  e x i s t ,  e .g .  Raymond L. G a r t h o f f ' s  So- 
v i e t  S t raeegy  i n  t h e  Nuclear Age (1958) and h i s  The S o v E t  
Image o r  p u t  ure  2 War (1959) . One reason  is t h a t  t h e  t h i  nk- . 
i n g  of a p o l i t i  cal  l e a d e r  l i k e  Khrushchev may d ive rge  i n  
some r e s p e c t s  from t h e  t h i n k i n g  of h i s  m i l i t a r y  s p e c i a l i s t s .  
Another reason is t h a t  t h e r e  may be a l a g  of theory  behind 
p r a c t i c e ,  p a r t i c u l a r l y  i n  a per iod  of r a p i d  t echno log ica l  
development. Khrushchev's s t a t e m e n t s ,  if f o r  no o t h e r  rea- 
son  than  t h a t  he,,is .$he idominirnt f kgure., o l  athe -regime, mqy 
provide  a u s e f u l  supplement t o  t h e  w r i t i n g s  of Sovie t  m i l i -  
t a r y  s p e c i a l i s t s .  

a t  one extreme, could adopt a minimum , ' d e t e r r e s t  d t r a t e g p ,  . , 
f r e e i n g  its resources  f o r  o t h e r  purposes whi le  r e l y i n g  on 
its possess ion  of a good r e t a l i a t o r y  c a p a b i l i t y  t o  d e t e r  t h e  
West from w a r .  A t  t h e  o t h e r  extreme, Moscow could adopt  a 
p reven t ive  war s t r a t e g y ,  b u i l d i n g  its c a p a b i l i t i e s  f o r  a su r -  
p r i s e  knockout blow against  t h e  United S t a t e s .  The s e l e c t i o n  
made from t h e  spectrum of cho ices  depends on t h e  Sovie t  esti- 
mate of such matters as t h e  balance of power, t h e  consequences 
of a gene ra l  w a r ,  Western i n t e n t i o n s ,  t h e  c o s t s  of ach iev ing  
v a r i o u s  l e v e l s  of c a p a b i l i t y ,  etc. 

It may be asked w h g  an e f f o r t  should be made t o  descrl;be 

Khrushchev has  a range of cho ices .  The Soviet  Union, 

Khrushchev has spoken d i r e c t l y  on some of t h e  matters 
t o  be cons idered  i n  such a Sov ie t  estimate; H i s  genuine be- 
l i e f s  a r e , o f  course, d i f f i c u l t  t o  determine,  because h i s  
statements on w a r  have been c a l c u l a t e d  f o r  p o l i t i c a l  e f f e c t .  



N v e r t h e l e s s ,  such statements  s e e m  t o  r e v e a l  c e r t a i n  assump- 
t i o n s  which are of i n t e l l i g e n c e  value .  
ers may in terpre t  the  data d i f f e r e n t l y ,  a compilat ion of Khru- 
shchev's  pr inc ipa l  statements  on war since e a r l y  1957 is ap- 
pended. 

Because o ther  observ- 
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I. The Salance of Power 

Communist d o c t r i n e  e n j o i n s  Khrushchev t o  keep under . 
s t u d y  t h e  " r e l a t i o n  of forces"  i n  o r d e r  t o  avo id  "adven- 
tur i sm" (hazardous cour ses )  on t h e  one hand, and " r i g h t  op- 
portunism" (excess ive  cau t ion )  on t h e  o t h e r .  H i s  s t a t e m e n t s  
in t h e  p a s t  t h r e e  y e a r s  have expressed a c a l c u l a t i o n  of re- 
c e n t  achievement .of an  approximate balance of f o r c e s  between 
t h e  s o v i e t  Union and t h e  United S t a t e s ,  w i th  a n  i n c r e a s i n g l y  
conf iden t  estimate of t h e  Sovie t  p o s i t i o n  i n  t h i s  ba lance .  

In 1957, t h e  yea r  of t h e  Soviet  ICBM tes ts  and t h e  first 
s p u t n i k s ,  some of ZXhrushchev's s t a t emen t s  seemed t o  imply a 
c a l c u l a t i o n  of a d e c i s i v e  Sovie t  advantage.  He c la imed,  fo r  
example, t h a t  t h e  Sovie t  Union had "outs t r ipped"  t h e  US i n  
t h e  development of t h e  ICBMs and t h a t  t h e  ICBM had "solved 
t h e  ques t ion  of d e l i v e r i n g  a hydrogen charge t o  any p o i n t  on 
t h e  globe." He w a s  c a r e f u l ,  however, a t  t h e  same time, t o  
d e s c r i b e  t h e  Sovie t  s t r a t e g i c  c a p a b i l i t y  a g a i n s t  t h e  American 
c o n t i n e n t  as  composed no t  only of ICBMs: b u t  of  "submarine 
m i s s i l e s  and o t h e r  means which now e x i s t , "  i n d i c a t i n g  a judg- 
ment t h a t  t h e  ICBM a l o n e a n  whatever l e v e l  of development it 
w a s  a v a i l a b l e  t o  t h e  Sovie t  Unionldid no t  g ive  a d e c i s i v e  
m i l i t a r y  advantage.  Moreover, subsequent s t a t e m e n t s  gave a 
moremodest a p p r a i s a l  of t h e  Sovie t  m i l i t a r y  p o s i t i o n  vis-a- 
v i s  t h e  US. 

In autumn 1958, i n  an appa ren t ly  candid moment, Khru- 
shchev t o l d  an American v i s i t o r :  ''We have kept  up  w i t h  you 
i n  t h e  a r m s  race. In f a c t ,  i n  some ways I t h i n k  w e  are a- 
head." I n  t h e  same month, another  American who had t a l k e d  
wi th  Khrushchev r e p o r t e d  t h a t  Khrushchev d i d  n o t  appear  t o  
b e l i e v e  t h a t  t h e  USSR.had broken o r  was about  t o  break  t h e  
e x i s t i n g  m i l i t a r y  stalemate w i t h  t h e  US. 

In s p r i n g  1959 Khrushchev aga in  spoke of t h e  ba lance  as 
be ing  so n e a r l y  equa l  t h a t  d i s t i n c t i o n s  were n o t  meaningful.  
Re fe r r ing  t o  ins t ruments  which measure t h e  r e s i s t a n c e  of  m a -  a 

terials, Khrushchev observed that an  ins t rument  des igned  t o  
measure s t r e n g t h  i n  p o l i t i c a l  and m i l i t a r y  a f f a i r s  would show 
t h a t  t h e  Bloc and t h e  " i m p e r i a l i s t  states" were both  " s u f f i -  
c i e n t l y  s t r o n g  a t  present ."  

I n  h i s  r e p o r t  t o  t h e  Supreme Sovie t  on 14 January 1960, 
Khrushchev expressed confidence i n  t h e  s u p e r i o r i t y  of  Sov ie t  
m i l i t a r y  s t rength . '  A t  t h e  same time, he acknowledged t h a t  
t h e  W e s t  could i n f l i c t  "great calamities" on t h e  USSR i n  a 
g e n e r a l  w a r ,  Fu r the r ,  while  asser t ing  a s u b s t a n t i a l  Sov ie t  
l e a d  i n  t h e  development of missiles, he observed t h a t  t h e  
race is not  over  and t h a t  t h e  West "may sooner  o r  later 
draw even wi th  us ."  

- 3 -  



In urn, Khrushchev - ,as’not  claimed a d e c i s i v e  advantage 
for the  Soviet  Union -- i . e . ,  such an advantage as would 
guarantee a Soviet  v i c t o r y  i n  a general war on terms accept-  
able  t o -  a responsible  Soviet  leader. He does not‘appear 
to  b e l i e v e  that  such an advantage has been achieved. 

. .  
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11. Consequences of a General war 

Rhrushchev has  commented many t i m e s  i n . r e c e n t  y e a r s  on 
t h e  ques t ion  of whether under c u r r e n t  c o n d i t i o n s  a meaning- 
f u l  v i c t o r y  would be p o s s i b l e ,  f o r  e i ther  t h e  USSR o r  t h e  
U. S., i n  a gene ra l  war. 

H i s  f o r e c a s t s  of t h e  outcome of a m i l i t a r y  c l a s h  w i t h  
t h e  West have been expressed i n  s t r i k i n g  concepts  of destru- 
t i o n .  I t a l y  could  be knqcked ou t  i n  "two hours ,"  and Turkey 
i n  " f i f t e e n  minutes1'; US bases could be attacked i n  a **matter 
of minutes";  West Germany could  be des t royed  i n  " ten  minutes." 
F 'wther ,  "it s u f f i c e s  t o  p r e s s  but  one bu t ton  and n o t  only 
a i r f ie lds  and t h e  means of communications of v a r i o u s  ( m i l i -  
tary)  headquar te rs ,  bu t  whole c i t ies ,  w i l l  be blown sky-high, 
whole c o u n t r i e s  can be des t royed  

Khrushchev has  emphasized t h a t  t h e  American c o n t i n e n t  
would be wi th in  t h e  range o f  a c t i o n  of a f u t u r e  g e n e r a l  w a r ,  
and t h a t  t h e  United S t a t e s  would s u f f e r  great d e s t r u c t i o n .  
"It /Fhe war7 w i l l  rage no t  on ly  i n  Europe and A s i a , "  he has 
said, "but G i t h  no less furyr*  i n  t h e  United States;  he poin ted  
out  t h a t  i n  such  a w a r  " the  American people w i l l  s u f f e r  enor- 
mous losses .1r  "It is high  t i m e s t t  he declared on ano the r  occas- 
ion ,  " fo r  t he  American strategists t o  come o u t  of t he i r  fool's 
parad i se  ( in  which they  b e l i e v e )  t h a t  i n  t he  event  of a m i l i -  
t a r y  c o n f l i c t  t h e  t e r r i t o r y  of t h e  United S t a t e s  would remain 
invulnerable .11 Most r e c e n t l y ,  i n  h i s  14 January r e p o r t  t o  t h e  
Supreme Sovie t ,  Khrushchev declared t h a t  t h e  USSR llwould be 
able l i t e r a l l y  t o  wipe t h e  count ry  o r  c o u n t r i e s  which a t t a c k  
us /Fhe Bloc7 o f f  t h e  f a c e  of t h e  ea r th . "  

f o r  t h e  USSR as w e l l .  He admitted t o  an American j o u r n a l i s t  
i n  1957 t h a t  t h e  Sovie t  Union would " s u f f e r  great lossesf1 i n  
a f u t u r e  war; on ano the r  occasion he spoke of t h e  l o s s e s  -- 
"and great ones" -- t h a t  t h e  Sovie t  Union cou ld  expec t .  In 
h i s  l e t t e r  t o  Russe l l  he described nuc lea r  w a r  as  r lexcept ion-  
a l l y  dangerousf1 f o r  the l t twol '  warring states " i n  t e r m s  of 
direct  d e v a s t a t i o n  and d e s t r u c t i o n  of human be ings ."  I n  h i s  
Dnepropetrovsk speech, he said: " W e  know t h a t  i f s u c h  a w a r  
b reaks  ou t ,  great damage w i l l  be i n f l i c t e d  on us t o o ,  and 
t h a t  w e  t o o  s h a l l  have t o  make great sacrifices. War does  no 
one any good . . . Most r e c e n t l y  (14 January)  he acknowl- 
edged aga in ,  t h a t  llWe, too, would s u f f e r  great calamities; 

- - 
Khrushchev has conceded t h a t  a new w a r  would be grim 

*'we would have many losses . . . , 11 

! 
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Khrushchev has  sometimes q u a l i f i e d  h i s  assessment of t h e  
consequences of w a r  f o r  t h e  USSR by a s s e r t i n g  t h a t  Sov ie t  capa- 
b i l i t i e s  f o r  s u r v i v a l  are s u p e r i o r .  I n  t h i s  connect ion,  he 
has  s p e c i f i e d  t h a t  t h e  wide d i s p e r s a l  of popula t ion  and in -  
d u s t r y  i n  t h e  USSR'gives t h e  USSR a degree  of r e s i l i e n c e  which 
t h e  US'does not have. 
r e p o r t ,  Khrushchev observed t h a t ,  d e s p i t e  t h e  "great calami- 
ties" and "many l o s s e s f v  which t h e  USSR would s u f f e r  i n  a new 
w a r ,  "ye t  w e  would s u r v i v e ,  rf  and t h e  West "would s u f f e r  in- 
comparably more. (( 

In making t h i s  po in t  i n  h i s  14  January 

.. Since autumn 1959, Khrushchev has  most o f t e n  spoken of 
. ' t h e  consequences of a g e n e r a l  w a r  i n  teras of t h e  terrible 

r e s u l t s  'Tor mankind" r a t h e r  t han  f o r  specific peoples  o r  b locs .  
He has  observed t h a t  t h e  number of v i c t i m s  would run i n t o  hun- 
dreds of m i l l i o n s ;  t h a t  nuc lea r  weapons could s t r ike any p o i n t  
on t h e o g l o b e ;  t h a t  "no country" would be able t o  escape  a 
%rushing  blow"; t h a t  a new w a r  would e n t a i l  t h e  " d e s t r u c t i o n  
of a l l  t h a t  has  been c rea t ed"  i n  t h e  cour se  of h i s t o r y ;  and 
t h a t  w a r  I1.would not  s p a r e  anybody and would cause mankind un- 
precedented s a c r i f i c e s ,  d e v a s t a t i o n  and s u f f e r i n g . .  . . . If 

In sum, j u s t  as he has  spoken of t h e  balance of f o r c e s  
as being so n e a r l y  e q u a l t h a t  d i s t i n c t i o n s  are not  meaning- 
f u l ,  Khrushchev has  tended t o  speak of gene ra l  w a r  as e n t a i l i n g  
consequences so s e v e r e  f o r  each p a r t i c i p a n t  as t o  be unaccept- 
able. Even when he has  asserted a s u p e r i o r  Soviet  a b i l i t y  t o  
emerge from a nuc lea r  exchange, he has  no t  i n d i c a t e d  w i l l i n g -  
ness to  accept  l o s s e s  on t h i s  scale. 
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111. American Pnztentions 

Khrushchev h o l d s  t h e  o r thodox  view t h a t  the  Uni ted  S t a t e s  
I s  i n t r a n s i g e n t l y  h o s t i l e  t o  t h e  Sov ie t  Union and t h a t  Ameri- 
can d e f e n s i v e  measures  are i n  f a c t  a n  e x p r e s s i o n  of this hos- 
t i l i t y .  He h a s  m a i n t a i n e d  s i n c e  1956, however, t h a t  g e n e r a l  ~ 

war is n o t  i n e v i t a b l e  and indeed  that the p rospec t  of  w a r  di-  
m i n i s h e s  as t h e  bloc becomes s t r o n g e r  and the  Y e s t  i n c r e a s i n g -  
l y  r e c o g n i z e s  t h a t  s i t u a t i o n ,  

Late i n  1958, Khrushchev no ted  a g a i n  (as i n  May 1958) 
t h e  p o s s i b i l i t y  of war beg inn ing  as a r e s u l t  of American 
m i s c a l c u l a t i o n  on a p a r t i c u l a r  d i s p u t e d  issue.  
t o  a n o t h e r  American v i s i t o r ,  American s t a t e m e n t s  t o  t h e  effect 
that the  US would employ m i l i t a r y  means i n  B e r l i n  -- state- 
ments made a p p a r e n t l y  in t he  belief t h a t  the USSR would n o t  

He cited, 

In s p r i n g  1957 Khrushchev den ied  that he be l i eved  t h e  
US t o  be p r e p a r i n g  war a g a f n s t  t h e  USSR. He repeated t h i s  
l a t e r  in 1957, b u t  a t  t h e  same t i m e  he referred to American 
bases as  i n d i c a t i n g  tha t  the US is "prepar ing"  to  strike a 
b l o w  at  t h e  S o v i e t  Uni,or or  a t  'least "wants" t o  do so. 

S e v e r a l  times i n  1957 KhruShchev noted the p o s s i b i l i t y  
of a general w a r  b e g i n n i n g  by a c c i d e n t ,  such as an  a c t i o n  by 
a deranged p i l o t .  
specified p o s s i b i l i t y  w a s  t h e  acc i -den ta l  dropping of a bomb 
on some t e r r i t o r y  (non-Soviet)  b e i n g  overf lown by an  Ameri- 
c a n  p l ane ,  which would be %aken as a s u r p r i s e  a t t a c k  and would 
set ,off a g e n e r a l  w a r .  

t i c a l l y  i n e v i t a b l e , "  Khrushchev observed  t h a t  any attempt to 
change the e x i s t i n g  s i t u a t i o n  by f o r c e  would r e q u i r e  t h e  rein- 
s t a t e m e n t  of the d o c t r i n e  of t h e  " i n e v i t a b i l i t y  of w a r , "  
i m p l i c a t i o n  w a s  that any  a t t e m p t  by t h e  US t o  s p l i t  one of 
the'satellites away f r o m  the USSR woiild lead to war. 

t h a t  he had some a p p r e c i a t i o n  of t h e  c o n s t i t u t i o n a l  and tra- 
d i t i o n a l  f a c t o r s  i n h i b i t i n g  t h e  US from i n i t i a t i n g  war. 
shchev  obse rved  t o  a n  American v i s i t o r  t h a t  '* the S o v i e t  Union 
d o e s n ' t  want w a r ,  and under  your  system t h e  United States 
c a n ' t  s tar t  a w a r . "  

He made other s u c h  r e f e r e n c e s  in 1958; one 

In May 1958, whi l e  r e a f f i r m i n g  t h a t  wars are n o t  "fatalis- 

The 

In autumn 1958 Khrushchev fo r  tne first t i m e  i n d i c a t e d  

Khru- 
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re tal ia te  wi th  m i l i t a r y  means. 
a belief w a s  false. 

Wrushchev mentioned a t h i r d  p o s s i b i l i t y  of inducing a gen- 
eral w a r  -- namely, a f a u l t y  estimate by the  US of its own 
capabilities vis-a-vis  the  USSR. Khrushchev c i ted "Ameri- 
can g e n e r a l s  and statesmen" who contend tha t  t he  American 
m i l i t a r y  p o s i t i o n  is s u p e r i o r  because US bases surround the 
USSR whi le  t h e  Sovie t  Union has only a f e w  ICBMs.. Khru- 
shchev admonished those who may be tempted " t o  use  t h i s  propi -  
t i o u s  moment fo r  s t a r t i n g  a w a r , "  and warned of t h e  d i s a s t r o u s  
consequences" of I'strategic p lans  . . . b u i l t  on a false pre- 
m i s e  . . . . 
the  p o s s i b i l i t y  of an  American d e c i s i o n  t o  attack the USSR 
while American capabi l i t ies  were r e l a t i v e l y  high. 
ence  to u n r e a l i s t i c  p l a n s  could be projected, however, t o  
cover  t he  p o s s i b i l i t y  of an  American attack at  a t i m e  when 
the  US would know its capabilities t o  be much i n f e r i o r  b u t  
would decide t o  strike while it still had any capabili t ies 
a t  a l l .  

Khrushchev warned t h a t  s u c h  

A t  t h e  t w e n t y - f i r s t  p a r t y  congress  i n  January 1959, 

, 

I? 

In t h e  fo rego ing  s t a t emen t ,  Khrushchev w a s  concerned w i t h  

His refer- 

J u s t  as he had noted i n  autwnn'1958 t h a t  t he  Americas 
sys tem i n h i b i t e d  a deliberate recour se  t o  w a r ,  so i n  June 
1959 he offered no demurral  when ano the r  American v i s i t o r  
s ta ted t h a t  it should be obvious t h a t  t h e  US would "never 
under any circumstances s ta r t  a war ."  On s e v e r a l  occas ions  
subsequent ly  i n  1959 he conceded, i n  effect, t h a t  it is un- 
l i k e l y  t h a t  American leaders a r e , c o n t e m p l a t i n g  an attack on 
t he  Sovie t  Union. 

In h i s  14 January r e p o r t ,  Khrushchev fmplied a t  s e v e r a l  
p o i n t s  t h a t  he does n o t  b e l i e v e  that the United States is 
about  t o  s t r i k e  the  USSR. "It is hard  t o  be l i eve , "  he said, 
" t h a t  anyone i n  the United States is not aware of t h e  catas- 
t r o p h i c  consequences t o  which a new world'war would lead,ft 
F u r t h e r ,  in d i s c u s s i n g  t h e  p o s s i b i l i t y  that the  West would 
"draw even" i n  weapons development, he minimized t h e  possi- 
b i l i t y  that t h e  West would then  under take  a s u r p r i s e  attack, 
He r e t u r n e d  i n  t h i s  r e p o r t  t o h i s  concept  of an  attack by 
"madmenv1--a term used t h i s  t i m e  in a p o l i t i c a l  rather than  
c l i n i c a l  sense--but he did no t  sugges t  t ha t  %admen" now sit 
in "government, par l iament  and o t h e r  r e s p o n s i b l e  posts" i n  
t h e  West. 

, 
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. .Drushchev  may genuinely b e l i e v e ' i n  t h e  p o s s i b i l i t v  of 
a g e n e r a l  w a r  a r i s i n g  from a n  a c c i d e n t ,  from a m i s c a l c u l a t i o n  
on a p a r t i c u l a r  i s s u e ,  or from an  American estimate t h a t  t h e  
t i m e  has come t o  str ike while American c a p a b i l i t i e s  are high 
o r  e x i s t  a t  a l l .  A t  least a t  t h i s  time, however, he appears  
t o - b e l i e v e  it probable  t h a t  t h e  United States, c a l c u l a t i n g  
t h e  ba lance  of power and t h e  consequences of nuc lea r  w a r ,  
w i l l  r e f r a i n  from i n i t i a t i n g  a general w a r .  

. 

. I  
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I V .  Sov ie t  I n t e n t i o n s  

Khrushchev, l i k e  S t a l i n ,  takes the p o s i t i o n  t h a t  t h e  
Sov ie t  Union is never t h e  aggres so r .  H i s  s t a t emen t s  on 
Sov ie t  s t r a t e g y  have i n v a r i a b l y  assumed a Western a t t a c k  
on t h e  USSR--an a t t a c k  which, whatever its i n i t i a l  r e s u l t ,  
would leave  the USSR i n  a s t r o n g  enough p o s l t i o n  t o  win 
t h e  war. However, some of Khrushchev's s t a t emen t s  bear  
o n - t h e  p o s s i b i l i t y  t h a t  t h e  USSR would a c t u a l l y  d e l i v e r  
t h e  f i r s t  blow, under the concept of "pre-emptive" a c t i o n ,  , 
And some of these s t a t emen t s  a r e  r e l e v a n t  to a considerat-ion 
6 f  whethe r .  Khrushchev may be tempted to  go beyond t h e  
"pre-emptive" concept  t o  adopt a s t r a t e g y  of prevent ive  
war. 

It is appa ren t  t h a t  Khrushchev has  a very  high re- 
gard  for t h e  ICBM. As e a r l y  as  autumn 1957, Khrushchev 
was desc r ib ing  the ICBM a s  t h e  "absolute  weapon"--in t h a t  
i t  cou ld  be launched very  r a p i d l y ,  could be delivered t o  
any p o i n t  of t h e  $Idbe, and could no t  be defended a g a i n s t .  
Be has  r ea f f i rmed  t h i s  eva lua t ion  on e e v e r a l  occas ions  
s ince t h a t  time, adding d e t a i l s .  I n  the  same per iod  he 
has  d isparaged  o t h e r  weapons, remarking f o r  example t h a t  
bombers, f i g h t e r s  and s u r f a c e  f l e e t s  a l l  are becoming 
obsolescent .  

Khrushchev's 14 January report w e l l  i l l u s t r a t e d  h i s  
a p p r e c i a t i o n  of misssales, p a r t i c u l a r l y  t h e  ICBM. He ob- 
se rved  t h a t  "almost t h e  e n t i r e  m i l i t a r y  a i r  force is bealng 
r ep laced  by r o c k e t  equipment," and t h a t ,  w h i l e  t h e  submarine 
f l e e t  "assumes gre&$ importance,  '' s u r f  ace vessels  "can no 
longer  p lay  t h e  p a r t  t h e y  once d id ."  F u r t h e r ,  he argued 
t h a t  t h e  new weapons make f e a s i b l e  h i s  proposed r educ t ion  
of t h e  armed forces-- including t h e  ground forces (which 
is a b s o l u t e  terms w i l l  probably bear  t h e  l a r g e s t  s h a r e  
of t he  reduction). Be went on t o  s p e c i f y  t h a t  t h e  Sovie t  
armed forces have "combat means and firepower never before  
possessed" by any armed f o r c e s ,  t h a t  these weapons enable  
t h e  USSR to  wipe the a t t a c k e r s  ?'off t h e  face of t h e  e a r t h , "  
t h a t  e v e r y s t r a t e e c  c e n t e r  i n  t he  enemy camp ccpuld be a t -  
t acked  i n  t h e  first minutes of a war,  and so on. 

Wrushchev appears  i n  h i s  14  January r e p o r t  t o  have 
moved some d i s t a n c e  from e x i s t i n g  S o v i e t  doctrine--which 
has  he ld  t h a t  a new general. war would be p r o t r a c t e d  
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and would r e q u i r  tfa us;e of very l a r g e  onven t iona l  
f o r c e s .  H e  does not appea r ,  however, t o  have committed 1 

himself  t o  t he  c o n t r a r y  p ropos i t i ons  t h a t  t h e  war would 
be s h o r t  and would r e q u i r e  only  sma l l  f o r c e s .  He noted  
a t  one po in t  i n  h i s  r e p o r t  t h a t  t h e  USSR, should  it be 
t h r e a t e n e d ,  co,uld i n c r e a s e  "considerably" t h e  size of 
its armed f o r c e s .  

Khrushchev implied i n  h i s  14 January r e p o r t  t h a t  h i s  
p o s i t i o n s  are accepted  by Sovie t  m i l i t a r y  leaders and 
s p e c i a l i s t s .  
t i o n '  of the armed forces, he s a i d  t h a t  "We have s t u d i e d  
t h i s  ques t ion  i n  d e t a i l  from every a n g l e , .  consu l t ed  w i t h  
t h e  m i l i t a r y  and t h e  g e n e r a l  s t a f f , "  and are a b l e  to  
s t a t e  f i r m l y  t h a t  "our defense w i l l  be f u l l y  s u f f i c i e n t . "  
Defense Min i s t e r  Malinovsky*s speech t o  the  Supreme So- 
v i e t , l a t e s  the same day, d i d  i n  f a c t  g ive  emphatic suppor t  
t o  Khrushchev Os p o s i t i o n s .  

In connect ion wi th  h i s  proposa l  f o r  a reduc-,  

\ 

Khrushchev seems t o  be l i eve  i n  t h e  p o s s i b i l i t y  t h a t  
the S o v i e t  Union could  i n  f a c t  s t r ike  t h e  first bl ow i f  
an enemy a t t a c k  appeared imminent. Th i s  concept  has  been 
d i scussed  i n  Sov ie t  m i l i t a r y  l i t e r a t u r e  as "pre-emptive" 
a c t i o n .  The d i s c u s s i o n s  have g e n e r a l l y  a f f i rmed  t h a t  t h e  
USSR would be cable to  g e t  in t h e  first blow by trirtae of 
d i scove r ing  t h e  enemy's p repa ra t ions  t o  a t t a c k .  Th i s  would 
mean bea t ing  t h e  enemy t o  t h e  punch, as d i s t i n c t  from ab- 
so rb ing  the blow and r e t a l i a t i n g .  

a c t i o n ,  conceived r a t h e r  narrowly, in a May 1959 s t a t emen t  
'in which he took note  of suaittements about American a b i l i t y  
t o  d e v a s t a t e  t h e  USSR with  a i r  attacks " i n  a ma t t e r  of 
hours." He  observed t h a t  t h e  USSR d id  not depend on a i r -  
c r a f t  and could launch more devas t a t ing  a t t a c k s  i n  a " m a t -  
ter  of minutes from missile bases w i t h i n  t h e  USSR." 

Wrushchev may have been r e f e r r i n g  t o  "pss-qmptivett 

In h i s  14  January r e p o r t ,  Wrushchev t w i c e  impl ied  t h e  
p o s s i b i l i t y  of e f f e c t t v e  pre-emptive a c t i o n .  He s a i d  t h a t  
t h e  s o v i e t  armed f o r c e s  have the necessary  f i repower  t o  - 
d e t e r  an enemy a t t a c k  or t o  "give him a proper  rebuff  should  
he a t t empt  (sic) to attack." Again, i n  noting t h e  hypothe t i -  
c a l  p o s s i b i l i t y  of a s u r p r i s e  a t t a c k ,  he impl ied  t h a t  sur- 
p r i s e  would probably no t  be achieved. H i s  f o rma la t ion  w a s ,  
"even i f  one supposes f o r  a moment t h a t  it me a t t a c k e r 7  - 
succeeded i n  i n f l i c t i n g  a surpfkse  at tack. .? '  
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It is obvious,  however, t h a t  Khrushchev is no t  r e l y i n g  
on the  mere p o s s i b i l i t y  t h a t  e f f e c t i v e  pre-emptive a c t i o n  
could be taken .  Re has  c o n s i s t e n t l y  he ld  t h a t  t h e  S o v i e t  
Union, however hard  it might be; ihi t ,  shoaldcbe. able a$d would 
be a b l e  t o  r e t a l i a t e  w i th  even g r e a t e r  fbrce. 

Khrushchev put t h i s  c l e a r l y  i n  h i s  14 January  r e p o r t .  
Assuming t h a t  a s u r p r i s e  blow could i n  f a c t  be s t r u c k ,  he 
s a i d ,  would the a t t a c k e r  "be a b l e  t o  p u t  olit-of o r d e r  im- 
media te ly  a l l  ;the stocks of nuclear  weapons, a l l  t h e  r o c k e t  
i n s t a l l a t i o n s ,  on t he  t e r r i t o r y  of t h e  power a t t acked?  
C e r t a i n l y  not . "  A l a r g e  s t a t e  t h u s  a t t acked ,  he went on, 
would "always be able t o  g ive  a powerful rebuff  t o  t h e  
aggressor  .'It 
f a c i l i t i e s  were so s i t e d  sts "to tnsu re  d u p l i c a t i o n  and 
t r i p l i c a t i o n , "  so t h a t  if some r e t a l i t o r y  c a p a b i l i t i e s  
were knocked i-xxdt .; ' t he  USSR' could ye t  " h i t  the t a r g e t s  
f ram r e s e r v e  p o s i t i o n s .  " 

Khrushchev s p e c i f i e d  t h a t  Sovie t  missile 

Khrushchev * s  apparent  p o s i t i o n  a s  a ded ica t ed  missile- 
man, and a s  one-mavfncted of t he  m i l i t a r y  and t e c h n i c a l  
soundness of his p o s i t i o n ,  might sugges t  t h a t  he would be 
tempted t o  go beyond t h e  concept of "pre-emptive" a c t i o n  
and to  adopt a s t r a t e g y  of prevent ive war. That is, 
Rhrushchev's assessment of t he  speed w i t h  which an ICBM 
a t t a c k  can  be launched, of the  accuracy wi th  which it 
can be d e l i v e r e d ,  and of t h e  enormous damage it can  i n -  
f l i c t ,  could  conceivably l ead  him t o  be l i eve  t h a t  the 
advantages of a first s t r i k e  would be decisive--and con- 
sequen t ly ,  t h a t  the USSR should a t tempt  t o  seize these ad- 
vantages by prevent ive  war. 

Khrushchev's 14 January r e p o r t  argues a g a i n s t  t h i s  
l i n e  of thought .  H i s  p o s i t i o n s  (noted above) on t h e  un- 
l i k e l i h o o d  of a s u c c e s s f u l  s u r p r i s e  a t t a c k ,  and on t h e  
r e t a l i a t o r y  p o w e r  -which would su rv ive  an a t t a c k ,  were 
s t a t e d  a s  apply ing  t o  any l a r g e  s t a t e ,  not  s imply  the 
USSR. A t  ano the r  po in t  in his r e p o r t ,  he observed t h a t  
modern methods of waging war do not g ive  "any country" a 
d e c i s i v e  advantage through s u r p r i s e  a t t a c k .  

14 January r e p o r t  does n o t  genuinely r e p r e s e n t  h i s  views 
and t h a t  he has  r e a l l y  adopted a s t r a t e g y  of preven t ive  
war,  he would be expected t o  be th ink ing  i n  terms of a 

Ini thiS:.uOnneCtiOn, , If '.it : is- :arguedl that  Khrushchev's 
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p a r t i c u l a r  period of t i m e  i n  which t o  i n i t i a t e  host i l i t ies--  
a p e r i o d  in which h i s  f o r c e s  would have overwhelming super -  
i o r i t y  and t h e  r i s k  of employing them a g g r e s s i v e l y  would be 
small. On t h i s  hypothes is ,  the  concept  of !!pre-emption'* 
could  be used as a p lanning  and t r a i n i n g  d o c t r i n e  t o  cover  
secret p r e p a r a t i o n s  f o r  a preven t ive  s t r a t e g y .  S u i t a b l e  
American i n t e n t i o n s  could e a s i l y  be "discovered'? a t  what- 
e v e r  time t h e  USSR was prepared t o  s t r ike .  

can  r e t a l i a t i o n  t o  an ICBM attack w i l l  become more n e a r l y  
automatic  as t h e  American ICBM system becomes hardened, 
and hence t h a t  s u r p r i s e  attack w i l l  tend i n c r e a s i n g l y  t o  
lose its advantages.  The p r a c t i c a l  ques t ions ,  t h e r e f o r e ,  
are (1) whether Khrushchev f o r e s e e s  a per iod  i n  the nex t  
few yea r s  in whkch t he  r e l a t i v e  Sov ie t  and American capa- 
b i l i t i e s  could  make feasible a S o v i e t - i n i t i a t e d  general 
war, and (2), if so, whether Khrushchev is t a k i n g  steps 
t o  e x p l o i t  t h e  a r r i v a l  of such a pe r iod ,  beginning h i s  
p r e p a r a t i o n s  now and concen t r a t ing  h i s  m i l i t a r y  a n d  eco- 
nomic r e s o u r c e s  t o  t h a t  end. 

However, Khrushchev presumably recognizes  t ha t  Ameri- 

- 
A t  least one of Khrushchev's i n t e rv i ews  seems t o  bear 

d i r e c t l y  on these q u e s t i o n s ,  In June 1959 Khrushchev t o l d  an 
&nerPGan Visitor.; t h a t  i f  t h e  Sovie t  Union were t o  spend 
30 b i l l i o n  r u b l e s  on missiles in t h e  next  f i v e  o r  six yea r s ,  
it could  ach ieve  t h e  c a p a b i l i t y  t o  d e s t r o y  every  i n d u s t r i a l  
c e n t e r  in t h e  United States and Europe. Khrushchev went 
on t o  remark tha t  he was speaking on ly  of t h e  Sov ie t  po- 
t e n t i a l ,  n o t  of Sov ie t  i n t e n t i o n s .  

This s t a t e m e n t  is i n t e r e s t i n g ,  on t h e  one hand, as 
an i n d i c a t i o n  of Khrushchev's p o s s i b l e  t h i n k i n g  i n  terms 
of a p o i n t  i n  t i m e  a t  which h i s  f o r c e s  could have over- 
whelming s u p e r i o r i t y .  The statement is of greater i n t e r e s t ,  
on t h e  o t h e r  hand, as an i n d i c a t i o n  t h a t  Khrushchev w a s  
no t  t h i n k i n g  in t e r m s  of a Sov ie t  dash toward an ea r ly  
x n t  in t i m e  a t  which Sov ie t  capabili t ies would be i n  an 
optimum position r e l a t i v e  t o  US defens ive  capabi l i t ies .  

A similar lack of commitment t o  a program of maximum 
m i l i t a r y  development w a s  reflected i n  Khrushchev's 1 4  Jan- 
uary  report .  
m i l i t a r y  were w e l l  below Sovie t  economic capabili t ies,  and 
t h a t  a d d i t i o n a l  " t e n s  of b l l l ions"  of r u b l e s  could be al- 
loca ted  - if i n t e r n a t i o n a l  developments were t o  r e q u i r e  t h a t .  

He said t h a t  p re sen t  Sov ie t  a l l o c a t i o n s  to the  
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CONCLUSIONS 

The p a t t e r n  of strategic t h i n k i n g  which emerges from 
Khrushchev's s t a t e m e n t s  on w a r  p r o j e c t s  a f u t u r e  which is 
not  immediately alarming,  bu t  is hard ly  r eas su r ing ,  i n  
terms of U.S. s e c u r i t y  i n t e r e s t s .  

The c e n t r a l  element i n  Khrushchev's thought appears  
t o  be a b e l i e f  t h a t  t h e  USSR and t h e  U.S. hold i n  roughly 
equa l  measure weapons of t e r r ib l e  d e s t r u c t i v e  power. In 
consequence, he seems t o  b e l i e v e  t h a t  t he  Uni ted  S t a t e s  a t  
t h i s  t i m e ' i s  deterred from i n i t i a t i n g  genera l  war, and he 
himself seems t o  be deterred. 

The p rospec t  of a p e r i o d  of m i l i t a r y  s t a l ema te ,  i n  
which g e n e r a l  war w i l l  be unacceptable  t o  e i ther  s ide ,  is 
i n  h i s  view compatible wi th  Sovie t  i n t e r e s t s .  He probably  
b e l i e v e s  t h a t  Sovie t  s t r a t e g y  should aim t o  maintain and 
r e i n f o r c e  t h i s  s i t u a t i o n ,  and t h a t  t h e  USSR can e f f e c t i v e l y  
e x p l o i t  t h i s  s i t u a t i o n  by v a r i o u s  forms of a c t i o n  s h o r t  of 
gene ra l  war. 

regard l imited w a r  as  u n l i k e l y  i n  t h e  next f e w  yea r s .  
Khrushchev's c a l c u l a t i o n  of an approximate balance of power, 
d e t e r r i n g  both s ides  from g e n e r a l  war, describes a s i t u a t i o n  
i n  which it m i g h t  be concluded t h a t  l i m i t e d  war could be 
waged with r e l a t i v e l y  s m a l l  r i s k s .  
appa ren t ly  t o  r e t a i n  the  c a p a b i l i t i e s  f o r  l imited w a r  as  
w e l l  as f o r  g e n e r a l  war. 

Khrushchev appea r s  t o  b e l i e v e  i n  the  p o s s i b i l i t y  of 
e f f e c t i v e  Sovie t  llpre-emptive" a c t i o n  aga ins t  an enemy a t -  
t ack .  A t  p r e s e n t ,  t h e  danger seems small  t h a t  American 
s t a t emen t s  and a c t i o n s  w i l l  be i n t e r p r e t e d  by Khrushchev. 
a s  i n d i c a t i n g  American i n t e n t i o n s  which would j u s t i f y  t he  
USSR i n  s t r i k i n g  t h e  f i r s t  blow under t h e  "pre-emptive" 
concept.  The danger would, of course,  i nc rease  i f  Khrushchev 
were t o  see s i g n s  of American r e s t l e s s n e s s  t o  employ U.S. 
nuc lea r  c a p a b i l i t i e s ,  o r  of American distress or despe ra t ion  
over  a d e t e r i o r a t i n g  U.S. p o s i t i o n .  

In t h i s  connect ion,  Khrushchev does not n e c e s s a r i l y  

Soviet  armed Eorces a r e  

In any 
pose &bi$it y 
t o  maintain 

case ,  Khrushchev c l e a r l y  does not  r e l y  on the 
.C)f . e f f e c t i v e  .T'px#?eemptfae" a c t i d n .  H e  i n t e n d s  
a m i l i t a r y  c a p a b i l i t y  which w i l l  enable t he  
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Sovie t  Union t o  absor 
tPve5y.. 

a heavy blow and t o  r e t a l i a t e  effec- 

The l imited evidence considered i n  t h i s  paper  does not  
permit  a judgment a s  t o  whether Khrushchev is s e r i o u s l y  
tempted by a s t r a t e g y  of prevent ive  war. 
appears ,  on balance, t o  give some sma l l  support  t o  t h e  view 
t h a t  Khrushchev t o  date has  not  adopted such a s t r a t e g y  and 
is not  a t  t h i s  t i m e  a t tempt ing  t o  achieve t h e  c a p a b i l i t i e s  
which would make such a s t r a t e g y  f e a s i b l e ,  

The evidence simply 

;.: 

I 
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APPENDIX 

A SELECTION OF KERUSHCHEV'S STATEMENTS ON WAR, 1957-59 

1. CBS In te rv iew,  29 May 1957 

(Cutler r e c a l l e d  Khrushchev's r e c e n t  s ta tement  (to 
Catledge) t h a t  t he  US is unquest ionably prepar ing  a w a r  
a g a i n s t  t h e  USSR and asked f o r  comment.) 

sa4d what your p o l i t i c i a n s ,  your generals, your commanders 
and admirals say.  Gdd knows how many speeches are made i n  
your coun t ry  and a l l  of them t r y  t o  prove t h a t  the US is 
capable of d e s t r o y i n g  the Sov ie t  Union i n  a matter of hours. 
We, on t h e  c o n t r a r y ,  do n o t  indulge  i n  such t a lk ;  em p o l i -  
t i c i a n s  do n o t  make speeches showing how w e  are going t o  
d e s t r o y  t h e  US..... 

(Khrushchev:) That is no opin ion  of mine. I merely 

(Schorr recalled Marshal Zhukov saying  something t o  

fghrushchev:) Let us recall  what Marshal Zhukov said. 

tha t  e f f e c t . )  

I t h i n k  Zhukov did n o t  s a y  that .  Why do you no t  i n d i c a t e  
when and  where ZhUaov said a n y t h i n g  l i k e  w e  are going t o  
d e s t r q y  America? H e r e  is what w e  said,  and I do n o t  deny 
i t:  If m i l i t a r y  and c e r t a i n  p o l i t i c a l  beaders i n  the  US 
s a y  t h a t  t hey  can destroy t h e  Sov ie t  Union, if present-day '  
weapons m a k e  it possible t o  destroy ano the r  country,  t h a t  
coun t ry  which t h e y  wish t o  des t royeappa ren t ly  is also 
capable of d e s t r o y i n g  a c e r t a i n  country.  
our s t r e n g t h  on t h i s  score .  . . . 
2.. Reston In te rv iew,  7 October 1957 

The p r e s e n t  period is something l i k e  a t u r n i n g  p o i n t ,  
M i l i t a r y  specialists b e l i e v e  tha t  p lanes ,  whether bombers 
or  f igh te r s ,  are i n  their dec l ine .  Bombers have such speeds 
and a l t i t u d e s  t h a t  t h e y  are vu lne rab le  t o  attack by modern 
rockets TmissilesT. F igh te r s ,  on the  other hand, now have 
such a g r e a t  speed t h a t  t h e i r  u s e  a g a i n s t  f i g h t e r s  is becoming 

We are s u r e  of 

FBIS Dai ly  Report, 4 June 1957 
L 

a 



d i f f i c u l t ,  w h i l e  a g a i n s t  bombers they  are also i n s u f f i c i e n t l y  
e f f e c t i v e .  Moreover, f i g h t e r s  are manned by people,  whom of 
cour se  w e  do n o t  want t o  l o s e .  

I am n o t  implying t h a t  a l l  t h i s  is t r u e  of ou r  o o n t r y  
only .  Although the U n i t e d  States does n o t  have t h e . r o c k e t  
today,  you w i l l  have i t ,  s i n c e  s c i e n c e  is c o n s t a n t l y  de- 
veloping.  The same may be said of t h e  Sovie t  Union: i f  
today  w e  do n o t  trave something t h a t  you have, w e  w i l l  have 
i t ,  too.. . . . . 

NYT, 10 October 1957 

3. Toronto Telegram In terv iew 

The producing 'of  i n t e r c o n t i n e n t a l  m i s s l e s  has so lved  
t h e  q u e s t i o n  of d e l i v e r i n g  a hydrogen charge t o  any p o i n t  

.of t h e  globe.  Distance no longer  p reven t s  t h i s .  If r e f e r e n c e  
has t o  be made t o  t h e  m i l i t a r y  bases i n  Europe, Africa, and 
A s i a ,  then  there have been i n  e x i s t e n c e  f o r  a long  t i m e  a l -  
ready  missiles which can reach any reg ion  of t h e s e  con t inen t s .  
I t h ink  t h a t  it is n o t  a secret now t h a t  there is an a s s o r t -  
ment of missiles w i t h  which any task of a i r  o p e r a t i o n s  of 
strategical character can  be so lved .  It is, of course ,  
a l s o  no longer  a secret tha t  such missiles have now both  
atomic and hydrogen war-heads.. . . 18 itt-t 1%~%3l.g p o s s i b l e  to 
presume tha t  m i l i t a r y  bases are known only t o  those  who 
set them up? And when t h e  p o s i t i o n  of these bases is known 
then ,  cons ide r ing  p r e s e n t  developments i n  rocke t  and other  
t e c h n i c s ,  these bases can be i n c a p a c i t a t e d  quickly... .  

4 November 1957 
Sov ie t  N e w s  B u l l e t i n  (CPnada) 

4. Shani ro  Interview. 14 November 1957 

German militarists understand that  i f  t hey  were t o  launch 
a war now, s e v e r a l  hours  would be s u f f i c i e n t  t o  c rush  a l l  
the  bases i n  West Germany which are of m i l i t a r y  importance. 
Such are realistic cond i t ions .  Therefore  w e  t h i n k  t h a t  
i n  t h e  long  run it w i l l  be p o s s i b l e  t o  b r ing  t h e  most war- 
l i k e  people  t o  t h e i r  senses .  However much they  are s p o i l i g g  
f o r  a f i g h t ,  a s t ra i t jacke t  could be pu t  on them a l s o . . . .  

The American people  however do n o t  want war and fear  it. 
And n o t  without  reason,  I be l ieve ,  f o r  w a r  today is a g r i m  
war, and t h e  United States, b a r r i n g  t h e  C i v i l  War and the 
small campaign against Mexico, s t i l l  does n o t  know what w a r  
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means. If war is n o t  a v e r t e d ,  t h e  Americans w i l l  exper ience  
t h e  most d e v a s t a t i n g  war e v e r  known by mankind. I t  w i l l  
rage n o t  on ly  i n  Europe and  A s i a  b u t ,  w i t h  no less?fufyy.; ,  
i n  the United States. 

Some American leaders t h r e a t e n  the  Sov ie t  Union, s ay ing  
tha t  they  have e n c i r c l e d  o u r  coun t ry  w i t h  m i l i t a r y  bases. 
It is t r u e ,  we are surrounded by American bases. B u t  i t  
shouid be borne i n  mind t h a t  modern m i l i t a r y  techniques  
make it possible t o  keep a l l  of America's v i t a l  c e n t e r s  
under  f ire from submarines and w i t h  t h e  help of ba l l i s t ic  
missiles, and t o  blockade t h e  US coast. This means t h a t  
the  United States is now j u s t  as vu lne rab le  as any other 
country... .  

w i t h  t h e  development of rocke t  weapons? 
(Shapiro:)  A r e  m i l i t a r y  bases l o s i n g  their  importance 

(Khrushchev:) Unquestionably. Bombers could i n  t h e i r  
t i m e  be stopped by a n t i a i r c r a f t  f i r e ,  a r t i l l e ry ,  o r  rocke t s ,  
bu t  there is no s topp ing  t h e  i n t e r c o n t i n e n t a l  ba l l i s t ic  
m i s s i 3 e .  

You w i l l  say: W t t  w i l l  n o t  t h e  Soviet.Union s u f f e r  
too? O f  course ,  w e  t o o  w i l l  s u f f e r  great losses. But 
look a t  the  v a s t  spaces on our  map and look a t  Germany, 
France, and Bri tAfn.  One does  n b t  have t o  be a strategist, 
a m i l i t a r y  man, t o  see t h e  difference. 

(Shapiro:) America t o o  has v a s t  expanses.  

(Khrushchev:) N o t  q u i t e  as v a s t .  And it should be 
kept i n  mind that  American ci t ies such as New York, Chicago, 
San Franc isco  and o t h e r s  have a large concen t r a t ion  of in- 
d u s t r i e s .  Our dndus ts ieg  are more widely dispersed. More- 
ove r ,  t h e  r eo rgan iza t ion  of i n d u s t r y  t h a t  w e  have carried 
o u t  i n s u r e s  a more autonomous management of indus t ry ,  which 
also is a p l u s  strategically.. . . 

I .  

The United States has z r o ~ ~ ~ ~ s ~ ~ h t : ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ h e . ~ ~ ~ t ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ -  
t i n e n t a l . o n e s .  For us, t h e  i n t e r c o n t i n e n t a l  ba l l i s t ic  
m i s s i l e  is a settled ques t ion .  If necessary ,  w e  can 
launch any number of s p u t n i k s  w e  want .  And w e  w i l l ' l a u n c h  
them, for there is no t e c h n i c a l  problem t o  it. It is -. 
merely a matter of p l ac ing  the  necessary  equipment i n  place 
of t h e  hydrogen charge. W e  have already developed an 
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i n t e r c o n t i n e n t a l  ba l l i s t i c  missile w i t h  a hydrogen warhead. 
However, t h e  tests were conducted w i t h  blanks.  W e  would 
l i k e  n e v e r  t o  have t o  launch r o c k e t s  with hydrogen warheads. 

(Shapiro:)  You said earlier t h a t  bombers have been 
made o b s o l e t e  by t h e  development of r o c k e t  techniques ,  bu t  
our  m i l i t a r y  l e a d e r s  s a y  t h a t  t h i s  is no t  so. 

(Khrushchev:) But t hey  cannot  s a y  d i f f e r e n t l y .  I f  
t hey  admit ted t h a t  it is so, t h e  American taxpayers  would 
say :  - You have taken  so many b i l l i o n s  from us and b u i l t  
bombers., What are you going t o  do w i t h  them? Your m i l i t a r y  
l e a d e r s  are hard p u t  t o  it t o  g i v e  up t h e  p o l i c y  they  
have pursued t h u s  f a r  w i t h  regard  t o  t h e  t echn ica l  equip-  
ment of the  army. 

surpassed  t h e  United States no t  on ly  regard ing  t h e  i n t e r -  
c o n t i n e n t a l  ba l l i s t ic  m i s s i l e ,  bu t  a l s o  i n  t he  manufacture 
of  rockets i n  gene ra l ?  

(Wrushchev:) Most assuredly... .Our des igne r s  have 
a l s o  developed r o c k e t s  t h a t  can, i n  the  event  of an a t t a c k  
on our  country,  d i spose  of any base i n  Europe, Asia, and 
Africa. On t h e  ve ry  f i r s t  t r y  o u r  rocket h i t  the  t a rge t . . .  

5 .  Hearst Interview,  22 November 1957 

t i o n  of  new types  of weapons w e  have o u t s t r i p p e d  your country.  
W e  now possess  t h e  a b s o l u t e  weapon, p e r f e c t  i n  every  res- 
p e c t  and created i n  a s h o r t  pe r iod  of time. I am n o t  saying 
t h i s  t o  i n t i m i d a t e ,  t h e r e  is no need f o r  t h a t ;  I am simply 
s t a t i n g  a f a c t !  Our s c i e n t i s t s ,  eng inee r s ,  t echnicans ,  
and workers have produced t h e  most up-to-date weapon. The 
Sov ie t  Union posses ses  i n t e r c o n t i n e n t a l  bal l is t ic  m i s s i l e s .  
I t  has  missiles of d i f f e r e n t  systems for d i f f e r e n t  purposes;  
a l l  ou r  missiles can be f i t t e d  w i t h  atomic and hydrogen w a r -  
heads. Thus, w e  have proved ou r  s u p e r i o r i t y  i n  t h i s  ques t ion .  
And If w a r  now breaks  out--and it can be unleashed o n l y  bp-.the 
aggres s ive  circles of t h e  United States of America, because 
o t h e r  c o u n t r i e s  w i l l  no t  dare t o  unleash i t - - then t h i s  w i l l  
be a g r e a t  mi s fo r tune  f o r  t he  peoples  of t hose  c o u n t r i e s  on 
whose t . e r r i t o r i e s  American bases are s i t u a t e d ,  and from which 

(Shapiro:) You b e l i e v e  t h a t  t h e  Sov ie t  Union has 

FBIS Daily Report, 19 November 1957 

I also w a n t  t o  t e l l  you, M r .  Hearst, t h a t  i n  t h e  crea- 
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t h e  USA is prepa r ing  t o  s k r i k e  a blow a t  t h e  Sovie t  Union 
and t h e  other gocial is t  c o u n t r i e s .  Obviously, t h e  p e o p l e s  
whose governments have, behind the  peoples '  backs, per- 
mitted American m i l i t a r y  bases t o  be set up on t h e  terri- 
t o r y  of t h e i r  c o u n t r i e s ,  may s u f f e r  s eve re ly .  T h i s  is n o t  
a threat either. But s i n c e  t h e  USA has set up m i l i t a r y  
bases and wants t o  s t r i k e  blows a t  t h e  Sov ie t  Union from 
these bases, w e  are forced t o  take p r o t e c t i v e  measures. 
The American bases are n o t  s i t u a t e d  on p l o t s  of was te land ,  
bu t  on dense ly  populated t e r r i t o r i e s ,  and w e  hope t h a t  t he  
peoples of t h o s e  c o u n t r i e s ,  where t h e  m i l i t a r y  bases are 
s i t u a t e d ,  w i l l  s o b e r l y  appraise t h e  s i t u a t i o n  and w i l l  
unders tand  what m i l i t a r y  blocs ,  NATO i n  the first place, 
lead t o .  That is t h e  first poin t .  

The second p o i n t  is t h a t  it should be taken i n t o  
account  t h a t  the  U n i t e d  States of America has  never  ac- 
t u a l l y  waged war on its own t e r r i t o r y  and your people  do 
n o t  know what  w a r  means. If a w a r  is unleashed now by 
t h e  aggres s ive  circles of t h e  USA, it w i l l  be waged n o t  
o n l y  in &rope, A s i a ,  o r  Africa; t h i s  w a r  w i l l  immediately 
be carried o n t o  the  t e r r l k o r y  of t h e  United States o f  
America because now t h e  i n t e r c o n t i n e n t k l '  bal l is t ic  m i s -  
siles make it  p o s s i b l e  t o  h i t  nt&rg@:$ in any area of t he  
globe., In t h i s  case, t h e  American people  w i l l  s u f f e r  
enormous l o s s e s .  A l l  means-- intercont inental  ball ist ie 
missiles, submar ine 'mi s s i l e s ,  and o t h e r  means which now 
ex i s t - -wi l l  be used i n  case of an armed c o n f l i c t .  You 
your se l f  understand t h a t  t h i s  is the logic  of war, t h e  
l o g i c  of s t ruggle . . . .  

Be l ieve  m e ,  gentlemen, tha t  w e  want on ly  peace and  
f r iendship .  The Sov ie t  Union has i n t e r c o n t i n e n t a l  ballis- 
t i c  missiles w i t h  hydrogen warheads. But  I have a l r e a d y  
stated on behalf of o u r  p a r t y  and the Government of the 
Sov ie t  Union, on behalf of the Sovie t  people, and I repeat 
now, t h a t  w e  s h a l l  never  launch such a m i s s i l e  against  
t h e  USA if the USA i tsel f  does no t  compeP us t o  t h i s  by 
beginning a war a g a i n s t  u s  d i r e c t l y  o r  through its 
satellites. The Sov ie t  Union w i l l  never r e s o r t  t o  arms 
first, atomic and hydrogen weapons included,  ;:-bhtwwillii 
keep them t o  deal any aggressor  an a p p r o p r i a t e  counterblow.... 
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. .  . .  

(Considine i n t e r j e c t e d :  You sa id  t h a t  i n  case of bar, 
American bases ,  bo th  i n  t he  count ry  and abroad, w i l l  be 
demolished by S o v i e t  i n t e r c o n t i n e n t a l  b a l l i s t i c  m i s s i l e s .  
Does t h i s  mean t h a t  a l r e a d y  today they  are s p e c i a l l y  t r a i n e d  
on a l l  these t a r g e t s ? )  

(Khrushchev cont inued:)  This  is a ques t ion  f o r  t h e  
Chief of t h e  General S t a f f ,  as it l ies  o u t s i d e  t h e  scope 
of  my d u t i e s .  T h a t ' s  what t h e  General S t a f f  e x i s t s  f o r ,  t o  
be ready in case of w a r  t o  h i t  those  c e n t e r s  which are 
d e c i s i v e  f o r  t h e  speedy ending of t h e  war, f o r  d e f e a t i n g  
t h e  enemy. 

In connect ion  wi th  t h i s ,  I would l i k e  t o  express my 
views with r ega rd  t o  s t a t emen t s  made by c e r t a i n  r ep resen ta -  
t i v e s  of m i l i t a r y  circles and  publ ished i n  t h e  p r e s s .  It  
w a s  r e p o r t e d  t ha t ,  a l l e g e d l y ,  a p a r t  of the American bomber 
f o r c e ,  with hydrogen and atomic bombs, * is: c o n s t a n t l y  i n  
t h e  a i r ,  and always ready t o  s t r i k e  a g a i n s t  t he  Sov ie t  Union. 
Repor ts  have it t h a t  one-half of t he  p l anes  are i n  t he  air .  

This is v e r y  dangerous. Such a s i t u a t i o n  s e r v e s  as 
an i l l u s t r a t i o n  of t h e  e x t e n t  of t h e  m i l i t a r y  psychos i s  i n  
t h e  USA. When p l a n e s  w i t h  hydrogen bombs take o f f  t h a t  
means t h a t  many people w i l l  be i n  t h e  a i r  p i l o t i n g  them. 
Thiere-3s always t h e  p o s s i b i l i t y  of a m e n t a l  b lackout  when 
t h e  p i l a t  may t a k e  the  s l i g h t e s t  s i g n a l  as a s i g n a l  f o r  
a c t i o n  and f l y  t o  t h e  t a r g e t  t h a t  he had been i n s t r u c t e d  
t o  f l y  to. Under such c o n d i t i o n s  a war may s ta r t  p u r e l y  by 
chance, s i n c e  r e t a l i a t o r y  a c t i o n  would be taken immediately. 

Does t h i s  n o t  go t o  show t h a t  i n  such a case a w a r  
may s ta r t  as a r e s u l t  of a s h e e r  misunderstancling o r  of 
a derangement in t he  normal psychic  state of a person,  which 
may happen t o  anybody. Such a h o r r i b l e  p o s s i b i l i t y  must be 
excluded. I t  may be t h a t  both s i d e s  w i l l  be a g a i n s t  war, 
and y e t  w a r  may still s ta r t  as a r e s u l t  of t h e  m i l i t a r y  
psychos is  whipped up i n  t h e  United States of America.... 

The fact  tha t  ' the  Sov ie t  Union was t h e  f i r s t  t o  
launch  an a r t i f i c i a l  e a r t h  sa te l l i te ,  which wi th in  a month 
w a s  fol lowed by ano the r  one, speaks of a l o t .  If necessary ,  
tomorrow we c a n  launch t e n  o r  twenty satellites. A l l  t h a t  
is r e q u i r e d  fo r  t h i s  is t o  r e p l a c e  the  warheads of an i n t e r -  
c o n t i n e n t a l  ba l l i s t i c  rocket w i t h  t h e  necessary  in s t rumen t s ,  
and  launch t h e  whole t h i n g  with t h e  ins t ruments .  The re ' s  
a satel l i te  f o r  you. . . .  

PRAVDA, 29 November 1957 
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6 .  In te rv iew wi th  W. Sinnbeck, edi tor  of Dansk F o l k s t y r e ,  
15 January 19s 

t h e  ou t s t and ing  successes  scored  by t h e  Sov ie t  Union i n  t h e  
development of s c i e n c e  and technology and also t h a t  t h e  
USSR has o u t s t r i p p e d  t h e  l ead ing  c a p i t a l i s t  count ry ,  t h e  
United S t a t e s ,  i n  t h e  f i e l d  of s c i e n t i f i c  and t e c h n i c a l  pro- 
g r e s s .  

t h a t  a s e r i o u s  change has occurred i n  t he  ba l ance .  of forces 
between t h e  c o u n t r i e s  of soc ia l i sm and c a p i t a l i s m  i n  f a v o r  
of t h e  s o c i a l i s t - . n a t i o n s .  

7 .  London Times Interview.  31 January 1958 

The launching of t h e  Sovie t  s p u t n i k s  f i r s t  of a l l  shows 

The launching of t h e  spu tn iks  a l s o  shows, without  doubt ,  

FBIS Daily Report, 15 January1958 

Now t h a t  t h e  Sov ie t  Union is n o t  a lone  and  the mighty 
s o c i a l i s t  camp, embracing almost a b i l l i o n  people ,  is grow- 
i n g  s t r o n g e r ,  hopes t o  d e s t r o y  t h e  s o c i a l i s t  c o u n t r i e s  by 
f o r c e  are i l l u s o r y .  This is o u t  of t h e  ques t ion .  That is 
why we m a i n t a i n  powerful armed forces--they s e r v e  t o  cool 
t h e  a r d o r  of t h e  i m p e r i a l i s t  madmen. 

8. A r m e d  Forces  Day Celeb ra t ion ,  23 February 1958 

Khrushchev said t h a t  t h e  armed f o r c e s  were being 
equipped w i t h  " the most t e r r i f y i n g  weapons of a l l  t i m e .  . . 
such weapons as have never  e x i s t e d  before." 

NYT, 24 Feburary 1958 

FBIS Daily Report ,  15 February= 

9.. Second L e t t e r  t o  Russell, 5 March 1958 

The Sov ie t  Union, of course,  has  weapons a g a i n s t  t h e s e  
m.S.7 bases. I t  also has i n t e r - c o n t i n e n t a l  ba l l i s&ic  rockets. 
Knd a t h o u g h  t h e  United States of America l ies  a c o n s i d e r a b l e  
way from t h e  Sov ie t  Union, t he  Sov ie t  Union now posses ses  
t h e  means of f i g h t i n g  a g a i n s t  t h e  USA i f  t h e  la t ter  shou ld  
unleash  war a g a i n s t  us .  The Sovie t  Union had t h e s e  means 
p rev ious ly  also, i n  t h e  f o r m  of i n t e r - c o n t i n e n t a l  bombers, 
bu t  t h e  ba l l i s t i c  r o c k e t  is of course  an  improved weapon.... 



. -. . . . . . , . -. . 

You know very well, brd Russell, that modrn arma- 
ments, atomic and hydrogen bombs, will be exceptionally 
dangerous during a time of war not only for the two warn- 
ing states, in terms of direct devastation and destruction 
of human beings; they will also be deadly for states wish- 
ing to stay aside from the military operations, since the 
poisoned soil, air, food, etc., would become the source of 
terrible torments and the slow annihilation of millions of 
people. There is in the world today an enormous quantity 
of atom and hydrogen bombs. According to the scientists' 
calculations, if'they were all to be exploded simultaneously, 
the existence of almost every living thing on earth would 
be threatened. 

Soviet News, London, 
21 March 1958 

12. Luncheon for Finnish President, May 1958 

In order to establish stability in the world and avert 
a new war, it is necessary to recognize the status quo-- 
that is, the prevailing situation--and not to try to change 
that situation by force. Otherwise, the inevitability of 
war will have to be recognized. 

FBIS RPB, REI., %8,:25LStine 1958 
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13. L e t t e r  t o  P r e s i d e n t  Eisenhower, 7 September.' 1958 

Does i t  no t  seem t o  you, M r .  P r e s i d e n t ,  t h a t  such  
d i s p a t c h  of warships  now i n  one d i r e c t i o n ,  now i n  a n o t h e r ,  
loses today much of i ts  sense ,  a t  least w i t h  r e s p e c t  t o  I ,  

I 

c o u n t r i e s  possess ing  modern weapons? I do n o t  know what I 

your m i l i t a r y  a d v i s e r s  t e l l  you, bu t  it seems t o  u s  t h e y  
cannot  bu t  know t h a t  t h e  heyday of s u r f a c e  navy powers is 
over .  In  t h e  age of n u c l e a r  and rocke t  weapons of un- 
precedent*ed power and r a p i d  a c t i o n ,  t h e s e  once formidable 
warships  are f i t ,  ili f ac t ,  f o r  noth ing  b u t  cour t e sy  v i s i t s  
and gun s a l u t e s ,  and can  s e r v e  as targets for the  r i g h t  
t y p e s  of rocke t s .  Th i s  may h u r t  t h e  pride of t h e  people 
c l o s e l y  connected wi th  t h e  navy, but  t h e s e  are t h e  incon- 
testable facts  one cannot  ignore .  

FBIS Dai ly  Report ,  
9 September 1958 

Khrushchev asserted t h a t  t h e  USSR had no navy nor  
any submarines i n  t h e  Black Sea, but  y e t  Sov ie t  m i s s i l e s  
"could wipe o u t  Turkey i n  15 minutes." \ 

(During the  walk he said:) "There are t w o  t h i n g s  you I must understand. The Sov ie t  Union d o e s n ' t  want war, and 
under  .your system t h e  United S t a t e s  c a n ' t  s t a r t  a war. 
I s n ' t  i t  f o o l i s h  therefore t o  con t inue  e n d l e s s l y  t h i s  
co Id war ?'' 

1 

"We have kept up  w i t h  you i n  t h e  armaments race. In  
fac t ,  i n  some ways I t h i n k  w e  are ahead." 

I I 

15. Lippman In te rv iew,  25 October -1958 

h r u s h c h e v ' s  view of t h e  e x i s t i n g  m i l i t a r y  ba lance  
of poGez7 rests.. .on h i s  conf idence  t h a t  t h e  Sov ie t  Union 
h a s  mastered t h e  i n t e r m e d i a t e  and shor t  range  m i s s i l e s  t o  
a p o i n t  there it can dominate w i t h  them Germany and west- 
e r n  Europe, Turkey and I r an .  I do n o t  know, of course ,  
whether h i s  conf idence  i n  these m i s s i l e s  is j u s t i f i e d .  But 
t h e r e  is no doubt t h a t  he  assumed the i r  e x i s t e n c e  i n  h i s  
th ink ing ,  and t h a t  t h e y  have now become, as t h e  say ing  goes, 
a p r i n c i p a l  ins t rument  of S o v i e t  f o r e i g n  p o l i c y .  

i 



On t he  o t h e r  hand, no th ing  t h a t  he said implied t h a t  
he t h i n k s  t h e  USSR has  l o n g  range missiles which have broken, 
or  are about t o  break, t h e  e x i s t i n g  m i l i t a r y  stalemate wi th  
t h e  United S t a t e s .  His concept ion of h i s  m i l i t a r y  p o s i t i o n  
in r e l a t i o n  t o  t h e  United S t a t e s  is t h a t  n e i t h e r  count ry  can  
defeat t h e  o t h e r  i n  a direct c o n f l i c t ,  bu t  t h a t  t h e  American 
forward p o s i t i o n s ,  p a r t i c u l a r l y  i n  Germany and Turkey, can, 
because of the development of t h e  rocke t ,  no l onge r  be 
defended,  He f e e l s ,  t h e r e f o r e ,  t h a t  American p o l i c y  rests 
on an o b s o l e t e  estimate of t h e  e x i s t i n g  balance of power. 

New York Herald Tribune, 
10 November 1958 

16. Remarks a t  Kremlin Reception, 7 November 1958 

Khrushchev said t h a t  t h e  Sov ie t  Union could knock I t a l y  
o u t  i n  two hours by us ing  r o c k e t s  based on Sov ie t  terri- 
t o r y ,  bu t  since t h i s  would involve  shoot ing  over  o t h e r  peoples '  
t e r r i t o r y ,  t he  Sovie t  Union would e s t a b l i s h  adequate  bases 
i n  Albania,  if I t a l y  p e r s i s t e d  i n  h e r  p r e s e n t  p l ans .  

17. M i l i t a r y  Academy Speech, 14 November 1958 

Given modern means of d e s t r u c t i o n ,  t he  emergence of 
atomic and hydrogen weapons, the  c r e a t i o n  of i n t e rcon t inen -  
t a l  ba l l i s t i c  rockets and winged rockets, and submarines 
armed w i t h  ba l l i s t i c  and winged rocke t s ,  of what s i g n i f i c a n c e  
is t h e  f a c t  t h a t  t h e  NATO armed f o r c e s  can now i n s u r e  t h e  
establishment of communications between Paris and Oslo i n  
a f e w  seconds? 
n o t  on ly  airfields and t h e  means ^ o f  communications of 
v a r i o u s  headquarters ,  bu t  whole ci t ies w i l l  be blown sky- 
high, whole c o u n t r i e s  can be destroyed,  Such is t h e  
enormous d e s t r u c t i v e  power of modern weapons created by man. 

Now i k  s u f f i c e s  t o  press but  one button and 

Moscow Radio Broadcast 
15 November 1958 

18. Humphrey Interview,  1 December 1958 

(Regarding Ber l in ,  Khrushchev said:)  Some of your 
m i l i t a r y  men have made s t u p i d  s t a t emen t s  l a t e l y ,  s t a t emen t s  
t o  t h e  e f f e c t  tha t  t h e  United S t a t e s  w i l l  break through wi th  
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t a n k s  i f  t h e  E a s t  German Republ ic  tries t o  get i n  t h e  way. 
The Sov' ie ts  have t anks ,  too,  l o t s  of them,and I warn you 
t ha t  be w i l l  u se  them. We have r o c k e t s ,  too, and w e  don't 
even have t o  f i re  them from E a s t  Germany.' We can  send  them 
from t h e  USSR. 

[Kegarding n u c l e a r  weapons, Khrushchev made t h r e e  
po in tg ,  acco rd ing  t o  Humphrey:' (1) The'Soviet  Union now has  
a superabundance of atomic and hydrogen bombs of a l l  sizes 
and missiles t o  d e l i v e r  them anywhere it chooses;  (2) 
The Sov ie t  Union s e r i o u s l y  wants  an agreement t o  suspend 
fu r the r - t e s t s  of nuc lea r  weapons; (3) The Sov ie t  Union has 
no i n t e n t i o n  of ag ree ing  t o  anyth ing  tha t  w i l l  restrict 
its a b i l i t y  t o  d e l i v e r  s u r p r i s e  a t t a c k s 7  

Humphrzy art icle LIFE 
12 January 1959 

19. Concluding Speech at:.TWenQpyfirst P a r t y  Congress, 5 , 

February 1YbY 

.... American g e n e r a l s  and s ta tesmen o f t e n  s a y  t h a t  t h e  
United S t a t e s  is i n  a more f a v o r a b l e  p o s i t i o n  m i l i t a r i l y  
than  t h e  Sov ie t  Union, because i t  has  a s t r i n g  of m i l i t a r y  
bases in t he  territories of European and Asian c o u n t r i e s  
which may be used t o  s t r ike  a t  ouf count ry ,  whereas t h e  
Sov ie t  Union, they  say,  still  has f e w  i n t e r c o n t i n e n t a l  
rocke t s .  

For t h i s  reason,  they  assert t h a t  w a r  is no t  r e a l l y  
a great menace t o  t h e  United States. For example, U.S. 
Defense S e c r e t a r y  McElroy stated t h e  o t h e r  day t h a t  the  
United S t a t e s  would oonduct m i l i t a r y  o p e r a t i o n s  from the 
territories of its al l ies  l o c a t e d  n e a r  t h e  borders of t h e  
USSR, w h i l e  t h e  S o v i e t  Union would have t o  depend s o l e l y  
on r o c k e t s  t h a t  it can launch from its own t e r r i t o r y , , . .  

When strategic p l a n s  are b u i l t  on a false premise t h i s  
can l e a d  t o  errors heading d i s a s t r o u s  consequences f o r  t h e  
c a u s e  of peace. If a s t a t e  t h i n k s  t h a t  a t  any g iven  moment 
its adve r sa ry  lacks t h e  weapon t o  strike a t  its t e r r i t o r y ,  
t h e  tempta t ion  may arise t o  use  t h i s  p r o p i t i o u s  moment f o r  
s t a r t i n g  a w a r .  If any US s ta tesmen happen t o  t h i n k  tha$ 
today  their  t e r r i t o r y  is i n v u l n e r a b l e  they  might a r r i v e  
a t  t h e  conclus ion  tha t  t h e  r i g h t  t i m e  has  come f o r  t h e m  t o  
s ta r t  a w a r ,  and t o  pay-the price of war wi th  t h e  blood 
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and l i v e s  of Englishmen, Frenchmen, I ta l ians ,  Germans, 
Turks, and t h e i r  o t h e r  al l ies,  whose t e r r i t o r y  would i n :  
t h e  even t  of w a r  be l a i d  bare w i t h  i n t e rmed ia t e  and s h o r t -  
range r o c k e t s ,  while  t h e  United S t a t e s  would, i n  t h e  
opin ion  of these myopic m i l i t a r y  " s t r a t e g i s t s ,  '' be able 
t o  safeguard  itself from des t ruc t ion . . . .  . 

I t h i n k  it is high time f o r  t he  American s t r a t e g i s t s  
t o  come o u t  of t h e i r  f o o l ' s  p a r a d i s e  t h a t  in t h e  even t  of 
a m i l i t a r y  c o n f l i c t  t h e  t e r r i t o r y  of the Uni t ed  States 
would remain invu lne rab le .  For a long t i m e  now t h i s  has 
not  accorded w i t h  r e a l i t y ,  and h a s  been noth ing  m o r e  than 
wishfu l  t h i n k i n g  on t h e  p a r t  of America's gene ra l s .  I n  
p o i n t  of f a c t ,  t h e  Sov ie t  Union has  today t h e  means t o  
d e l i v e r  a crushing  blow t o  t h e  aggressor  a t  any p o i n t  of 
t h e  globe.  A f t e r  a l l ,  it is n o t  a mere f i g u r e  of speech 
when w e  s a y  w e  have organized serial product ion of i n t e r -  
c o n t i n e n t a l  ba l l i s t i c  rocke t s .  Nor do we say i t  to  
t h r e a t e n  anyone, bu t  r a t h e r  t o  b r ing  c l a r i t y  i n t o  t h e  
e x i s t i n g  s ta te  of a f f a i r s .  

PRAVDA, 6 February 1959 

20. Remarks a t  B e r l i n  A i rpo r t  en r o u t e  t o  I e i p z i g ,  4 March 
1959 - 

There e x i s t  i n s t r u m e n t s  which measure the  resistance 
of materials. If it  were p o s s i b l e  t o  inven t  an i n S t r k e n t  
which would measure with t h e  same p r e c i s i o n ,  i n  p o l i t i c s  

, and i n  m i l i t a r y  a f f a i r s ,  t he  resistance of both sides, t h e  
socia1is t :camp and t h e  i m p e r i a l i s t  states, it would show 
you t h a t  both sides a r e  s u f f i c i e n t l y  s t r o n g  a t  present . . . .  

W e  do n o t  want war, and w e  w i l l  do eve ry th ing  t o  pre-  
vent  it. But if t h e  Western powers were t o  s t a r t  w a r ,  its 
outcome, given modern m i l i t a r y  technology, would be f a t a l  
t o  them. A f t e r  a l l  when they  s a y  t h a t  t hey  have m i l i t a r y  
bases  c l o s e  t o  o u r - . f r o n t i e r s ,  i t  is t o  be understood t h a t  
t h e s e  bases are n o t  l oca t ed  on t h e  moon, bu t  in dense ly  
populated areas. And i f  t h e s e  bases are c l o s e  to  us ,  
this ,means t h a t  w e  are c l o s e  t o  them. 

FBIS Daily Report 
- 5 March'1959 

21. Kreml in  Press Conference. 19 March 1959 

Some exceedingly  b o a s t f u l  American g e n e r a l s  and 
admira ls  s a y  t h a t  t he  US, i f  it s tar ted a war now, would 
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destroy t h e  USSR in s e v e r a l  days. Obviously they  are 
w e a k  in mathematics. O t h e r w i s e  t hey  might ask themselves  
t h e  q u e s t i o n :  and how long would it take t o  d e s t r o y  t h e  
United S t a t e s  i f  i t  unleashed a w a r ?  For w a r  is n o t  a 
one-sided ope ra t ion ;  it can t u r n  badly a g a i n s t  t h e  side 
which begins  it. I t  is common knowledge t h a t  t h e  o t h e r  
s i d e  has  no fewer f o r c e s  and p o s s i b i l i t i e s  thah t h o s e  
r ep resen ted  by Taylor  and Burke. 

FBIS Daily Report 
20 March 1859 

22. In t e rv i ew with,Gennan SPD Edi to r s ,  5 May 1959 

You may say :  But would t h e  Sov ie t  Union s u f f e r  no 
l o s s e s  in t h e  event  of w a r ?  Y e s ,  i t  would have l o s s e s ,  
and g r e a t  ones. But ,  whi le  w e  would s u f f e r  l o s s e s ,  the  
Western powers would be l i t e r a l ly  wiped o f f  the f a c e  of 
t h e  earth.  

FBIS D a i l y  Report 
11 May 1959 

23. In te rv iew w i t h  F l o r i d a  Businessmen, 19 May 1959 

Khrushchev said t h a t  t h e  USSR had no i n t e n t i o n  of 
i n s t i g a t i n g  a war; t h a t  fo r  a l l  of t h e  bragging US generals 
had dorie about their a b i l i t y  t o  d e v a s t a t e  the  USSR w i t h  
a i r  attacks i n  a m a t t e r  of hours,  t h e  USSR d i d n ' t  depend 
on aircraft ,  b u t  could launch mmwddvastat ing attacks i n  
a "matter of minutes from m i s s i l e  bases w i t h i n  the USSR." 

When one of o u r . F z 7  g e n e r a l s  makes an i r r e s p o n s i b l e  
s t a t emen t  about how our  count ry  could d e s t r o y  the  USSR i n  
a hkl f  hour, he f b - u s h c h e v 7  is fo rced  t o  r e p l y  in s i m i l a r  
ve in  by i u d i c a t i z g  t h a t  wXThin a f e w  minutes Sov ie t  missiles 
could d e s t r o y  ou r  m i s s i l e  bases l o c a t e d  i n  c o u n t r i e s  t h a t  
are our  allies. He added t h a t  when these s t a t e m e n t s  con- 
t i n u e  t o  be r epea ted  he may even have t o  p o i n t  o u t  t h a t  
t h i n g s  could be done t o  t h e  US i n  a r e l a t i v e l y  s h o r t  t i m e .  
As long  as w e  have,,our r o c k e t s  in A l l i e d  t e r r i t o r y  they  
can be cons idered  as no th ing  but  a t h r e a t  t o  t he  USSR. 

H e  t h e n  went on t o  sas"that their  missiles outda ted  
our  bomber f o r c e .  
fense p o s s i b l e  a g a i n s t  Sov ie t  missiles. He remarked t h a t  
t h e  USSR decided s e v e r a l  years ago t h a t  bombers never  would 

He s ta ted  f l a t l y  t h a t  t h e r e  is no de- 
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f l y  much above 45 thousand f e e t ,  nor f a s t e r  t h a n  twice t h e  
speed of sound f o r  more than a few minutes ,  and  t h a t  there- 
f o r e ,  t h e y  were e a s y  t a r g e t s  t o  destroy., , ;wH;ewill  neOer 
use our  missiles first." 

m- 
24. Speech a t  Writers' Congress, 23 May 1959 

We are expe r i enc ing  an expansive development of 
science and technology.  Our technology changes and ou r  
ar t i l lery changes.  "hinge happen now as in the  song: **The 
cudgel  and t h e  wooden plow have been laid up. The machine 
is queen in t h e i r  place." 
been r ep laced  by t h e  rocke t ,  which has  already been launched 
i n t o  t h e  cosmos and is a satel l i te  of t h e  sun. You must 
match the  development of technology, Sharpen and improve 
your weapons, so t h a t  you may f i r e  a t  a longer  range and 
more a c c u r a t e l y .  

The a r t i l l e r y  and a i r  f o r c e  have 

PRAVDA, 24 May 1959 

25. Vlore,  A l b a n i a ,  Speech, 31 May 1959 

The i m p e r i a l i s t s  know our  might. To attack u s  is 
tantamount t o  s u i c i d e ;  one would be in sane  t o  do so. I 
do no t  b e l i e v e  they  are a s  s t u p i d  as a l l  t h a t ;  I b e l i e v e  
they  are aware of the consequences whdch the  unlsasMgg . o f i f  
a w a r  a g a i n s t  t h e  s o c i a l i s t  c o u n t r i e s  may have f o r  them. 

'F'BIS F i l e  

26. Harriman In te rv iew,  23 June 1959 

(Khrushchev d id  n o t  o b j e c t  when Har r iman  stated t h a t  
it should be obvious t h a t  t h e  US would never under any cir- 
cumstances s ta r t  a war . . . . )  

(Khrushchev:) We developed t h e  hydrogen bomb be fo re  
the US. We have an i n t e r c o n t i n e n t a l  bomb which you have 
no t .  Perhaps t h i s  is the  c r u c i a l  symbol of our  pos i t i on , . . .  

could d e s t r o y  a l l  of Europe. One bomb w a s  s u f f i c i e n t  for 
Bonn and t h r e e  to  f i v e  would knock o u t  France,  England, Spain,  
and I t a l y .  The US had a winged, p i l o t l e s s  p lane  whose 
speed w a s  1 ,000  k i lome te r s  p e r  hour, which w a s  wi th in  e a s y  
range of S o v i e t  f i g h t e r s .  US missiles, he said, could  c a r r y  

The West seemed t o  f o r g e t  t h a t  a f e w  Russian missiles 
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a warhead of on ly  t e n  kilograms, whereas Russian missiles 
could c a r r y  1300 kilograms. Under t hese  circumstances,  
it w a s  u n r e a l i s t i c  t o  t h r e a t e n  t h e  S o v i e t s . . . . m e  
weights  cited by Khrushchev appa ren t ly  referrex t o  . .  t h e  US 
and Sov ie t  e a r t h  satellites.7 :-: *'. * . ? : e * ' >  a j%x t. ,>- - 

W e  w i l l  p u t  an end t o  your r i g h t s  i n  Ber l in .  I f  
you want t o  u s e  f o r c e  t o  p rese rve  your r i g h t s ,  you can be 
s u r e  tha t  w e  w i l l  respond w i t h  f o rce .  You can s ta r t  a 
war.-if you want, bu t  remember it dll be you who are s ta r t -  
i n g  it, not w e .  If you want t o  pe rpe tua te  o r  pro long  your 
r i g h t s ,  t h i s  means w a r .  You recognlzed West Germany on 
c o n d i t i o n s  c o n t r a r y  t o  those  agreed upon dur ing  t h e  war . . . .  
I f  you con t inue  t o  o p e r a t e  from a p o s i t i o n  of Is'tresgXh, 
then  you must decide f o r  yourselves .  We t o o  are s t r o n g  
and w e  w i l l  dec ide  f o r  ou r se lves .  

What good does it do you t o  have 11,000 t r o o p s  i n  
B e r l i n ?  I f  it came t o  w a r ,  w e  would swallow them i n  one 
g u l p  

"WestTQsrmany knows tha t  w e  could d e s t r o y  it i n  
t e n  minutes.  If Germany faces the ques t ion  of whether t o  
e x i s t  or n o t ,  its d e c i s i o n  may be d i f f e r e n t  from t h a t  of 
today." When i t  w a s  suggested t h a t  Moscow and Lepingrad 
were e q u a l l y  s u s c e p t i b l e  t o  d e s t r u c t i o n ,  Khrushchev re- 
t o r t e d  t h a t  Wningrad is n o t  Russia. I rku t sk  and o t h e r  
S i b e r i a n  c i t ies  would remain, bu t  "one bomb is s u f f i c i e n t  
t o  d e s t r o y  Bonn and t h e  Ruhr, and t h a t  is a l l  of Germany. 
Paris is a l l  of France, London is a11 of England.. You 
have surrounded us w i t h  bases, but ou r  rocke t s  can d e s t r o y  
them. I f  you start a war, w e  may die ,  bu t  t h e  r o c k e t s  
w i l l  f l y  au tomat i ca l ly .  *' 

t o  B e r l i n  should  n o t  be taken t o o  l i g h t l y .  M r .  Khrushchev 
r e p l i e d  t h a t  i t  had a l l  been c a r e f u l l y  thought.ioht. W o n ' t  
you t h i n k  otherwise, '* he said. l'Your gene ra l s  t a l k  of 
t a n k s  and guns defending your Ber l in  p o s i t i o n .  They would 
burn,"  he said. 

Earriman suggested t h a t  Sovie t  d e c i s i o n s  w i t h  r ega rd  

"I am g i v i n g  you a secret of t h e  General S t a f f  which 
your m i l i t a r y  can use  in competi t ion i n  ba l l i s t i c  m i s s i l e s .  
I am t a l k i n g - s e r i o u s l y  now. 
on ba l l i s t i c  m i s s f l e s ,  in t h e  next 5-6 years ,  w e  c a n  d e s t r o y  

If w e  spend 30 b i l l i o n  r u b l e s  

0 
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eve ry  i n d u s t r i a l  c e n t e r  i n  t h e  US and Europe. T h i r t y  
b i l l i o n  r u b l e s  is no g r e a t  sum f o r  us.  In t h e  Seven 
Year Plan, w e  are spending on power, gas, etc.,  no 
less than  125 b i l l i o n  rub le s .  Y e t  t o  d e s t r o y  a l l  Europe 
and t h e  US would cost u s  on ly  30 b i l l i o n .  We have t h i s '  
p o s s i b a l i t y .  If we save  11 b i l l i o n  i n  one yea r ,  i f  w e  
o v e r f u l f i l l  o u r  p l a n  by 5 % , . t h i s  w i l l  g ive  u s  a s a v i n g s  
of 55 bf l l ions :* in  f i v e  years .  Y e t  w e  on ly  need 30 b i l l i o n  
.,..I am t a l k i n g  about  p o t e n t i a l i t i e s .  Of course ,  w e  
w i l l  make some missiles, b u t  w e  won't use them, W e  know 
i f  you u s e  yours ,  it would be s i l l y .  Who would lose more? 
L e t  us keep o u r  r o c k e t s  loaded and i f  attacked w e  w i l l  
launch them. v t  

"At  any t i m e  w e  desire, w e  can d e s t r o y  Formosa. I 
w i l l  t e l l  you c o n f i d e n t i a l l y ,  w e  have given t h e  Chinese 
r o c k e t s  which are i n  t h e  Chinese h i n t e r l a n d  b u t  w i th in  
range of Formosa and can  d e s t r o y  it a t  w i l l .  Your Seventh 
F l e e t  w i l l  be of no a v a i l .  Fleets today are made t o  be 
des t royed .  If t h e  Chinese decide t o  take Formosa, we w i l l  
suppor t  them even i f  it means war." 

27.  Dnepropetrovsk Speech, 28 J u l y  1959 L 
I f u r t h e r  told.. . f i r .  Nixon7,. . that  i f  t h e  West German 

mil i tar is ts  went t o  war, w e  c a r d  i n  a few hour s  by re- 
t a l i a t o r y  a c t i o n  wipe West Germany from t h e  f a c e  of the  
earth, a long  w i t h  t h e  o t h e r  c o u n t r i e s  where m i l i t a r y  bases  
are located tha t  are aimed a g a i n s t  t h e  Sovie t  Union and 
t h e  Warsaw Pact c o u n t r i e s .  We know tha t  i f  such a war 
breaks  o u t ,  great damage w i l l  be i n f l i c t e d  on u s ,  too ,  
and t h a t  w e ,  too,  s h a l l  have t o  bear g r e a t  sacrbfices. 
War does no one any good ... 

Comrades, t h e  C e n t r a l  Committee of our  p a r t y  and t h e  
Sov ie t  Government b e l i e v e  t h a t  a s i t u a t i o n  has  a t  p r e s e n t  
been created i n  which t h e  i m p e r i a l i s t s  w i l l  h a r d l y  dare t o  
launch a w a r  a g a i n s t  o u r  motherland and a g a i n s t  t h e  coun- 
t r ies  of socialism. Our forces and those of our s o c i a l i s t  
a l l i es  are colossal, and i n  t h e  West, appa ren t ly ,  t hPs  is 
now understood. 

FBIS Dai ly  Report 
30 July 1959 
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28, Letter t o  Adenauer, 18 August 1959 ( re leased  26 August) 

The Fede ra l  Republ ic  does n o t  y e t  posses s  such an army 
- f i  s t r o n g  a m y 7 ,  bu t  it can create one i f  it wants t o  do so, 
and, as realizts, w e  recognize  t h i s .  But it should be 
borne i n  mind t h a t  i f  the West Germans u s e  a l l  the  economic 
p o t e n t i a l  and manpower r e sources  of t he i r  count ry  f o r  
c r e a t i n g  t h e  m o s t  powerful army i n  West Europe, even t h e  
s t r e n g t h  of t h a t  army would n o t  be e q u a l  t o  t h e  power of 
our  army and those of o u r  al l ies.  . .  

FBIS f i l e  

29. Veshenskaya Meeting, 30 August 1959 

Despi te  a l l  these nega t ive  f e a t u r e s ,  we regard t h e  
i n t e r n a t i o n a l  s i t u a t i o n  as n o t  being bad a t  a l l .  Why? Is 
i t  n o t  a c o n t r a d i c t i o n ?  No, Although t h e  dyed-in-the-wool, 
m i l i t a r i s t s  a p p a r e n t l y  have n o t  y e t  f i n a l l y  dropped the  
a t t empt s  t o  " t r y  their  1ubk"--to undertake a m i l i t a r y  ad- 
ven tu re  a g a i n s t  t he  socialist  coun t r i e s - - i t  is a fact t h a t  
eve ry  yea r  t h e  number of t h e  advoca tes  of such adventures  
is diminish ing .  .Even many block-headed i m p e r i a l i s t s  come 
t o  realize t h a t  a c t i n g  w i t h  m i l i t a r y  means a g a i n s t  t h e  Sov ie t  
Union and t h e  socialist  c o u n t r i e s  is a very  r i s k y  and 
dangerous bus iness ,  t h a t  it is a double-edged weapon. Some 
of the f a n a t i c a l  mi l i ta r i s t s  admit t h a t  having unleashed 
war they  may per ish i n  i ts flames. 

FBIS Dai ly  Report 
1 September 1959 

30. Nat iona l  Press Clul) Speech, 16 September 1959 

I n  t h e  Twentieth Century mankind has a l r e a d y  had t w o  
world wars, and t h e y  claimed more v i c t i m s  than  any o t h e r  
war i n  t h e  past. Now t h a t  people have l ea rned  t o  c o n t r o l  
t h e  energy of the atom, and rockets have been developed 
capable of cove r ing  thousands of k i lome te r s  i n  a matter of 
minutes ,  t h e  most advanced p l anes ,  warships,  and t a n k s  used  
i n  World War I1 look l i k e  t o y s  compared wi th  t h e  latest means 
of warfare, Under t h e s e  circumstances it would be sheer 
madness t o  allow a new world war t o  come t o  a head. 

FBIS Supplement "Speeches by 
N. S. Khrushchev d u r i n g  h i s  US 
vis it (' 



31. UN Speech, 18 September 1959 

I t  is hard to . i rnagine t h e  consequences for  mankind of 
a war i n  which t h e s e  monstrous means of d e s t r u c t i o n  and an- 
n i h i l a t i o n  were used. If it w e r e  al lowed t o  s t a r t ,  t h e  
number of  vict ims-would run n o t  i n t o  m i l l i o n s  bu t  i n t o  t e n s  
and  even hundreds of m i l l i o n s  of human l i v e s . ,  It would be 
a w a r  i n  which t h e r e  would be no d i f f e r e n c e  between t h e  
f r o n t  and t h e  rear, between soldiers and c h i l d r e n ,  

FBIS Supplement, "Speeches by 
N. S. Khrushchev d u r i n g  h i s  US 
v i s i t  . " 

32. Los Angeles Speech, 19 September 1959 

I n  t h e  not-so-dis tant  past g r e a t  spans of land and 
oceans served as a n a t u r a l  barrier a g a i n s t  t h e  ex tens ion  
of armed c o n f l i c t s ,  aga inSt  t h e i r  l eap ing  from c o n t i n e n t  
t o  con t inen t .  Both World War I and World War I1 devas t a t ed  
mainly Europe, and sane areas of A s i a  and Afr ica .  The 
s i t u a t i o n  is d i f f e r e n t  today. The distances between most 
remote p o i n t s  on t h e  globe are measured now i n  mere t e n s  of 
minutes,  and  t h e  most devaStzkting means of des t ruc t ion- -nuc lear  
weapons--can be carried t o  any area of t h e  globe. 

FBIS Supplement "Speeches by 
N. S. Khrushchev du r ing  h i s  US 
v i s i t .  " 

33. Article i n  Foreign A f f a i r s ,  

The p o i n t  is t h a t  w i t h  m i l i t a r y  techniques  what t h e y  are 
today, t h e r e  are no i n a c c e s s i b l e  places i n  t h e  world. Should 
a world war break o u t ,  no count ry  w i l l  be able t o  s h u t  it- 
self off from a crushing  blow ... 

1 
I 

. I  
I 

Is it p o s s i b l e  t h a t  when mankind has advanced t o  a 
p lane  where it h a s  proved capable  of t h e  g r e a t e s t  discov-  
e r i e s . . . f o r  t h e  es tab l i shment  of a stable peace...  /€hat it 
w i l l  i n s t e a d  t u r n  to/ . . . the  p r e p a r a t i o n  of another  yar and 
. . , t he  d e s t r u c t i o n ' z f  a l l  t h a t  has been created by its l a b o r  
over  many mil leniums?? 

r 

Foreign Affairs, October 1959 
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34. Speech i n  &&ping, 1 October 1959 

The socialist  countr ies . . .baue created mighty p o t e n t i a l  
forces. . .They have t h e  means t o  defend themselves  from t h e  
a t t a c k s  of i m p e r i a l i s t  aggressors . . .But  w e  must t h i n k  realis- 
t i c a l l y  and understand t h e  contemporary s i t u a t i o n  c o r r e c t l y .  
This ,  of cour se ,  does n o t  by any means s i g n i f y  that  i f  w e  
are so s t r o n g  then we must test by force t h e  s t a b i l i t y  of 
t h e  c a p i t a l i k t  system... 

FBIS Daily Report (Far East) 
.-, 1 October 1959 

35. Vladivostok Speech, 6 October 1959 

Some t i m e  ago a prominent Western s ta tesman d e c l a r e d  
, t h a t  Khrushchev is afraid of w a r  and t h a t  therefore he  w i l l  

n o t  s t a r t  it. In a conver sa t ion  wi th  M r .  Eisenhower, I 
asked him: "What do you t h i n k ?  Is t h i s  s t a t emen t  c o r r e c t  
o r  not? If t h a t  p u b l i c  f$gure s a y s  t h a t  I fear war, and I 
would r e p l y  t h a t  he fears war, t o  what would t h i s  lead? Is 
t h i s  wise? T h i s  would resemble two cocks f a c i n g  each  o t h e r  
ready  t o  l a y  hold and peck each other.  What do you t h i n k  
about  t h i s  ques t ion ,  M r .  President?" .  . .He replied: am 
a m i l i t a r y  man, and f r a n k l y  I am very  much afraid of war." 
"You are q u i t e  r i g h t , "  I t o l d  h i m .  Wnly  an unreasonable  
person can be fearless of war i n  ou r  days:' 

FBIS Dai ly  Report  
8 October 1959 

36. Speech t o  Supreme Sov ie t ,  31 October 1959 

A t  l a s t  e v e r  broader c i r c l e s . . . b e g i n  t o  unders tand  
t h a t  a w a r  under t h e  p r e s e n t  cmditions,with the  e x i s t e n c e  
of n u c l e a r  and rocke t  weapons, t h r e a t e n s  wi th  unprecedented 
sacrifices and d e s t r u c t i o n  p r i m a r i l y  t h o s e  c o u n t r i e s  which 
would ven tu re  t o  unleash  a new world w a r . . .  

Under t h e  p r e s e n t  r e l a t i o n s h i p  of f o r c e s  i n , t G  intkrhatiodal 
arena. . . ,  nobody can, wi thout  l o s i n g  h i s  s e n s e  of r e a l i t y ,  
propose any other way toward devloping  r e l a t i o n s  among 
states w i t h  d i f f e r e n t  social  systems than  p e a c e f u l  coexis- 
tence .  . 

In a f e w  minutes  t h e  most p o t e n t  means of d e s t r u c t i o n . . .  
can be t r a n s f e r r e d  t o  any p o i n t  on t he  globe. A new w a r  
would no t  spare anybody and would cause  mankind unprecendented 
s a c r i f i c e ,  d e v a s t a t i o n ,  and s u f f e r i n g . . .  

FBIS D a i l y  Report  
2 November 1959 
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I 37. Report t o  Supreme S o v i e t ,  14 January 1960 

... We a r e  s e v e r a l  y e a r s  ahead of o t h e r  c o u n t r i e s  i n  
t h e  c r e a t i o n  and massrproduction of i n t e r c o n t i n e n t a l  ba l -  
l i s t i c  r o c k e t s  of v a r i o u s  t y p e s . .  . 
is no t  aware of  t h e  c a t a s t r o p h i c  consequences t o  which a 
new world war would lead .  Nei ther  m i l l i o n s ,  nor even b i l -  
l i o n s  of do l l a r s  c a n  i n s u r e  t h e  a g g r e s s o r s  a g a i n s t  being 
smashed i f  t h e y  unleash a new war:. . 

I t  is hard  to  b e l i e v e  than  anyone i n  t h e  United S t a t e s  

We have eve ry  r i g h t  t o  s a y  t h a t  never before i n  t h e  * 

whole of t h e  g l o r i o u s  h i s t o r y  of the  e x i s t e n c e  of the  So- 
v i e t  s t a t e  has  t h e  defense  of o u r  coun t ry  been so s a f e l y  
s e c u r e d ' a g a i n s t  any f o r t i t u o u s  i n c i d e n t s  and encroachments 
from o u t s i d e  a s  a& p r e s e n t . .  . . 

ment. The m i l i t a r y  a i r  force and navy have lo s t  the i r  pre-  
v ious  importance . . .  This  kype 05 armament is nd t  being re- 
duced'.bOt r e p l a c e d .  A - L m o s t  t h e  e n t i r e  m i l i t a r y  a i r  force 
I s  being r e p l a c e d  by r o c k e t  equipment. We have by now 
s h a r p l y  c u t ,  and i t  seems w i l l  cont inue  s h a r p l y  t o  c u t  
and even d i s c o n t i n u e  the  manufacture of bombers and o t h e r  
obsolete equipment. I n  t h e  navy, t h e  submarine f l e e t  as- 
sumes g r e a t  importance,  whi le  s u r f a c e  s h i p s  c a n  no longe r  
p l a y  t h e  p a r t  t h e y  once d id .  I n  o u r  coun t ry  t h e  armed 
forces have been t o  a cons iderable  e x t e n t  t r a n s f e r r e d  t o  
r o c k e t  and n u c l e a r  arms. . . 

Our s t a t e  has  a t  its d i s p o s a l  powerful rocket equip-  ' 

... t h e  arms we now possess a r e  formidable  ... The arms 
being designed and ,  so t o  speak ,  i n  the  portfolios of s c i e n -  
t i g t s  and d e s i g n e r s  are i n c r e d i b l e  arms... 

The pboposed reduct ionfif  t h e  armed forces-/will i n  no 
way weaken the  firepower of-our armed forces,  and t h i s  is 
the  main p o i n t .  In f a c t ,  t h e  s t a t e  main ta ins  its army fo r  
t h e  very  purpose of having the  f i repower  necessary  t o  w i t h -  ' 

l t a n d  t h e  l i k e l y  enemy and t o  prevent  him from a t t a c k  or 
g i v e  him a proper  rebuff should  be at tempt  to a t t a c k  o u r  
count ry .  

t 
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The S o v i e t  Army now has  combat means and f i repower  
never  before  possessed by any army.. ./T r e p e a t  t h a t 7  
shou ld  any madman launch an a t t a c k  on-our S t a t e  or-on 
o t h e r  s o c i a l i s t  s t a t e s  w e  would be a b l e  l i t e r a l l y  t o  wipe 
t h e  coun t ry  or c o u n t r i w  which  a t t a c k  us  off t h e  f a c e  of 
t h e  e a r t h .  

Any sober-minded person understands f u l l  w e l l  t h a t  
atomic and hydrogen weapons c o n s t i t u t e  t h e  g r e a t e s t  t h r e a t  
t o  t h o s e  c o u n t r i e s  which have a g r e a t  d e n s i t y  of popula- 
t i o n .  In t h e  even t  of a new world war a l l  c o u n t r i e s  would  
u l t i m a t e l y  s u f f e r  in one way o r  another .  W e  t o o  would 

3 s u f f e r  g r e a t  c a l a m i t i e s ;  we would have many l o s s e s ,  y e t  
we would s u r v i v e ,  Our t e r r i t o r y  is immense and t h e  popu- 
l a t i o n  is less concen t r a t ed  i n  major i n d u s t r i a l  c e n t e r s  t han  
in:many o t h e r  c o u n t r t e s .  The West would s u f f e r  incomparably 
more.. . 

N a t u r a l l y ,  impregnabi l i ty  is a r a t h e r  r e l a t i v e  concept .  
One must no t  ignore  t h e  f a c t  t h a t  o u r  opporlests. r'.'will-,not.,be 
marking t i m e .  Even though these s t a t e s  do not  now have a s  
many rockets a s  w e  do, and i f  t h e i r  rocke t s  a r e  n o t  a s  high- 
ly developed, t h e y  can make good t h e i r  temporary lagging ,  
improve t h e i r  rocke t  technology, and  may, sooner  or l a t e r ,  
draw emen w i t h  u s .  

n r r  
A .I_> . 

. . The U n i t e d  S t a t e s  has  s e t  i t s e l f  t he  t a s k  of ca t ch ing  
up w i t h  t h e  Sov ie t  Union i n  the  product ion of r o c k e t s  i n  
f i v e  years .  They w i l l  n a t u r a l l y  make e v e r y  e f f o r t  t o  r a i s e  
t h e i r  r o c k e t r y  from the  s t a t e  it is now i n  and reach a 
b e t t e r  p o s i t i o n .  But it would be naive to  t h i n k  t h a t  w e  
are  meanwhile going t o  sit w i t h  arms folded .... 

The fo l lowing  ques t ion  ar ises: . . . I f  t h e  p o s s i b i l i t y  
is no t  excluded t h a t  some c a p i t a l i s t  c o u n t r i e s  w i l l  draw 
even w i t h  us i n  t h e  f i e l d  of modern armaments, w i l l  t hey  
not, p o s s i b l y ,  a c t  p e r f i d i o u s l y  a8d a t t a c k  us  first i n  
order t o  make use of t h e  f a c t o r  of s u r p r i s e  a t t a c k  w i t h  
such  a formidable  weapon as  t h e  rocke t  atomic weapon and 
t h u s  have an  advantage f o r  achieving v i c t o r y ?  No, modern 
means of waging w a r  do no t  g ive  any count ry  s u c h  advantages.  
One c a n  be t h e  first t o  a t t a c k ;  f o r  t h i s  one does n o t  need 
t o  be p a r t i c u l a r l y  c l e v e r ,  one must  i n s t e a d  be r e c k l e s s  t o  
do t h i s . .  . 
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L e t  u s ,  however, assume t h a t  some s t a t e  or group of 
s t a t e s  succeeds  i n  prepar ing  and c a r r y i n g  o u t  a s u r p r i s e  
a t t ack  on a power which has nuc1em::and >rocket,  )weaponst But 
cou ld  the a t t a c k i n g  s i d e ,  w e n  i f  one supposes  for a 
moment t h a t  it succeeded i n  i n f l i c t i n g  a s u r p r i s e  a t t a c k ,  
be able t o  pu t  s u t  of order immediately a l l  t h e  s t o c k s  
of nuc lea r  weapons, a l l  %he rocket i n s t a l l a t i o n s ,  on 
t he  ' t e r r i t o r y  of t h e  .power a t tacked?  C e r t a i n l y  no t .  
The s t a t e  s u b j e c t e d  t o  a sudden a t t a c k ,  i f ,  of cour se ,  
the s t a t e  i n  q u e s t i o n  is a s u f f i c i e n t l y  big one,  w i l l  
always be able t o  g i v e  a powerful r ebuf f  t o  t h e  aggressor. 
We t a k e  i n t o  account  t h e  f a c t  t h a t  f o r e i g n  m i l i t a r y  bases 
a re  located around o u r  count ry .  That is whjl w e  s i t e  o u r  
rocket f a c i l i t i e s  i n  such  a way a s  t o  i n s u r e  d u p l i c a t i o n  
and t r ipl icat ionrrr" 'We a r e  c r e a t i n g  such a system t h a t  i f  
some means earmarked for  a r e t a l i a t o r y  blow were put  o u t  
of commission one could  always send  i n t o  a c t i o n  t h e  means 
d u p l i c a t i n g  them and h i t  t h e  t a r g e t s  from reserve posi- 
t i o n s .  

A l l  t h i s  is q u i t e  s u f f i c i e n t  t o  exercise a sobe r ing  
i n f l u e n c e  on any  person of normal psychology..  . B u t ,  
n a t u r a l l y ,  one cannot  speak f o r  madmen.. . Like  & moth- 
ec who on  l eav ing  home m a l f e s  s u r e  t h a t  no flammable ma- 
t e r i a l . . . f a l l s  i n t o  t h e  hands of a ' s i l l y  c h i l d  ..., n a t i o n s  
ought t o  t a k e  care t h a t  government, par l iament  and o ther  
r e s p o n s i b l e  p o s t s  f o r  in su r ing  peace are n o t  pene t r a t ed  
by people who have mad and c r i m i n a l  aims.. ." 

, .  

kxgain *withA-regard t o  concern l e s t  t h e  r educ t ion  i n  
the af;med forces endanger t h e  USSRT, ... Now i f  w a r  begins ,  
m i l i t a r y  o p e r a t i o n s  would proceed-different ly  ... War would 
begin in t h e  heart  of t h e  warr ing c o u n t r i e s ;  moreover 

-there would n o t  be a s i n g l e  capitsa1,not a s i n g l e  major 
i n d u s t r i a l  or a d m i n i s t r a t i v e  c e n t e r ,  n o t  a s i n g l e  s t r a t e g i c  
a r e a  which would no t  be sub jec t ed  t o  a t tack ,  no t  o n l y  dur- 
ing the  first days ,  bu t  during3the f i r s t  minutes  of t h e  
war. .  . 

Weiiare embarking on t h e  r educ t ion  of ou r  armed 
forces n o t  because of any economic or budgetary weak- 
nes s ,  bu t  because of our  s t r e n g t h  and might ... And it 
should be c lear  t o  everybody t h a t  should  a s 2 t u a t i o n  
a r i s e  which would r e q u i r e  a n  inc rease  i n  expendi ture  for 
the  maintanance of t h e  army,  our  budget and o u r  economy 

V 
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would make it  p o s s i b l e  to a l l o c a t e  extra  t e n s  of b i l l i o n s  
of rub les  for strengthening the  s e c u r i t y  of our motherland. 
Should the  country be threatened with immediate danger of 
a t t a c k ,  not  on ly  should w e  be ab le  to maintain our armed 
forces a t  t h e i r  present  s t rength  but to  increase  them con- 
s i d e r a b l y . .  , 

--FBIS Dai ly  Report, 
Supplement N o .  1, 1960, 

14 January 1960 
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