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Secret

REPORT BY D, PEARSON. HIS 'l'ALKWITH

M R . K H R U S H C H E V 0 1 ' OCTO.U 11. 1955

!

"

The talk mich I had with Khl'Ushohe.,.aDdBulganin
on the last night or .., visit was Ultdoubte41,.the most
fnte~.at1Dg. both .en aooount ot ~e tvo Soviet personalltie.
1nvol.,.edand the trankn •• s vlth MhlchKhrushchev In particular
put torward the Sov1et att1tude toauGh lapoJltant matt.rs al
IA.TOand the a.ouri t,. ot Europe.

2, KhrUlhche.,.,who 11 aa blunt and volatile aa onl,.
&Ukrainian pea.~t turned one otthe.os~ power.tu1political
t i~e. in the world can be. o,a._ .tralg~t to the po1J1tbet~e
ve even sat down. WIth aC.B,C. micHpl!l.onepushed in trOllt -,
or hill (thl. waa permitted fer the'ttPlt ·tevminl1tes or our \,
V1lit, along withphotograpbers a d a rev journalIsts), h. '
asked mewh,.CaDadado•• notleaveBTO, which he descr1bed
&1 an aggre.11 veal11anoeand a dlreotthPeat to Russia ,and
to peaoe. I rep11ed that I had talked lIl1selt hGJUlse(I had
1ndeed almost lost M1 voice at tAe time) tryiDgto oonvinoe
people in Mosoowthat IATOwas purel,. derenslve and had no
aggressIve intent whatever. I added tor good measure that I
had also be.n tr,-1Jlg to oODv!:Jlcethe. that the Allerioana
v.re tine peopl., good .elghooursj with no' thottght or attaok-
1Dgan,.bo41. :Khrus)loheva110 sa1d tha the hoped I waa .
oonvinoed b1' tqvislt'tbat there-val no economicOr tood
orl11s In the Sovlet Union. It was typ10a1 of wiShtu1 think-
ing in the We.t, whowere lookIng 1n .ain tor 80v1et weamesse••
I sald tba t I doubted 8l'11'suah reports o-r orisls a D d that
m y ownexperience would SugS.lt there val lots ottoodl

3. Atter thl. characterIstic outburst and atter we had
taken our place. arouad a table, I trledto direct ~e discua-
aion Intomor8or4er17 channels by reterr11lg to mr talks in
KOloowand the Go.-mlque. Khrushchev said that he had been
kept l~~ed andregar4ed tne communlqueaa acceptable,
though disappointlng11' vague and n011-o,omm1t~a1.From thet"
point of viev, perhaps they oannot ex;peot moM at this stage
In Canada-Soviet relatIons. he added Maewhat revealingly.

". This gave .e an opening to I &1 that Oanada ls
1noreasiDgly consc1ous of the taot of be1Dgbetween two power';"
tu1 neIghbours J wf4th the United States we are 011 .."errytJllienelli,.
terms otgood'na~ghbourhood, and Wehope to be on better terms
wIth the Soviet Union also. Khrl1shohevreplied that Rusl1a
never hadoont110 t,with Canada, a n d , : t h a t he could not toresee
an,. oOnfliot arls~·.•....• Ke d1a't "gleet to:polnt out, howevw,
that we were on_e 11' route to United State. citles 11"war
vas ever f~oed on •• , In that tragio cont tngenc,., he .
reminded me,· the,..al.o b.ad buttons wh1ch oould be pushed with
d••.•• tattng 8tfect. .

"

5. Inr eply to .,. re\lU"k ·t;ta.a.t'·Oaada. .annotl •• lcoJltort-
able unless Sovle"..u.s. I-elatiDIU>a. u ••••tl.tactOPy,
Khrushohev agl"ee4j add.ing that he' •••• no .j)&oial poUDda for
oonoern at pre.ent J thlDgs would WOJllrout all rlgb t, he thought.
Peoplel1ke -.earthy ,who tlourlahed OD the 11118 that i n . SovIet

Union •••
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Union wanted war, had been disoredited. I emphasized that no
right thinking people in the United States, and espeoially the
President, even oonsidered any aggressive attack on anybody;
that muoh of the news from the United State. reaohing Europe
and the U.S.S.R. was misleading aa to United States intentions,
and United States feelings.T.he .enaation.l was ahouted too
muoh, which distorted the pioture se r ' ar as the U.S. was
oonoerned. One of the advantages of visita was the opportunitr
to dispel misapprehensions and remove misunderstanding and
distortions.

6. Khrushohev then brought up the alleged Oarpenter
statement again, saying that he (who was desoribed as "The Chiet
of the Air Staft in Canada") had said that the U.S.S.R. should
be made to understand that they oould be "utterly destroyed"
and that the Soviet military set-up was "20 7ears behind the
times" • I reaoted strongtlr to this br saying that Carpenter
was not Chief of Air Stafr, but a subordinate officer and that
if it was found that he made such irresponsible statements he would
no doubt be appropriately dealt with. I went on to say that
what disturbed .e more was that suoh an inaoourate and misleading
report should have reached the Soviet leaders. In Canada it
oould be denied by responsible persons in our tree press,
while in the U.S.S.R. it was accepted without question or anr
opportunity of oorreotion.

,

" ,

•

7. Khrushchev said that the Soviet leaders were not
oonoerned br the implied threat in the statement, but by the
suggestion that the Soviet Union t s military establishment was
out of date. This kind of talk might enoourage aggressors.

8. I then turned the conversation to the Geneva Conterence
and the German problem. Khrushchev said that the Soviet Govern-
ment had no illusion8 about the prospects of the forthooming
Foreign Ministerst meeting at Geneva. Be agreed with me, however,
when I said that even if much did not oome out of this meeting,
it was only the beginning of what I hoped would be a oontinuous
aearoh tor solutions to problems at such meetings. The main
stumbling blook, Khrushchev said. would be G.r~ and the
appr-oach to the solution ot this proble m agreed between the three
Western powers. This was definitely not aoceptable to the Soviet
Union. They' could not agree to having the JIATO JIlilitarY'
organization of the West, which Khrushchev said again w a8
directed agaiAst the U.S.S.R., turtner strengthened by the
addition of 17 million Germans trom the Demooratic Republic:
Better have 2/3 Of German,. against us than the whole of .it. We
cannot be so stupid a8 to agree to strengthening the organi~a-
tionwhloh is'direoted a gainst us·.

9 • This gave me the chance to sa.ythe.t I might be
willing to agree that the Sivlet Union was justified in its
tear ot Germany if JATO were not a purely defensive organiza-
tion. I was about to explain why X A T D should be so regarded.
when Khrushohev broke in with ther emark, "You should let Us
intolATO - vehave been knookingat the door two rears".
I replied that if.the world situation were suoh a 8 to perm! t
entr'J of tm U.S.S..R. into BATO, it would also, presumably,
permit proper functioning of the United lations in the
seourity field; that KATO was resorted to bY' the Weste1"l1
powers beoaus.the United lations v.as not g1ven a ohanc. to
do vork intended for it. I suggested beginning with imple-
mentation of Article 43 of the Charter. I also pointed out
that if the Soviets were in IA TO, they wouldfta._!I"a'8lHu;-t

~ Lo A . . . e . " ~ ~ '

, _l:«: y""'-- &11L •. ~-..
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integrated defence .,..stem and unified command. If they were
prepared to accept that, ~y not make the U.N. security sy.tem
work?

10. This seemed unfamiliar ground for Khrushchev, lobo
returned to the charge agains t )lATO, with the remark that the
Soviets could afford to wait tor the break-up of JATO owing
to over-spending on ar.maments and inter-allied disagreements.
I countered this with the argument that without IATO, the
Soviets might be worse off with the United States 'going it
alone' and Germany tree-Iheeling in the centre of EUrope, both
without cautious and restraining influenoe of countries like
the United Kingdom, Belgium, France and Canada.

11. I lett Khrushohev in no doubt that while we consider
BATO a purely defensive arranGement, it is an essential element
in our defence and foreign policy and would remain so until
international confidence reached a point wnere the United lations
itself could effeotively guarantee international security.

12. I asked Khrushohev if he would clarify the Soviet
attitude to the German problem. His reply oould not have
been more categorioal: "So long as the Paris agreements exist
and Germany remains in IJATO, we shall do everything possible
to prevent the reunification of Ge:M'l1an.,'".I asked him whether
he was awar~ that it was ,the intention that a United Germany
as a sovereign state would not be forced into _ATO but would be
free to choose whether to be in JATO or remain neutral?
Khrushchev answered that this was the firs t time he had heard
of it. While I was replying that he ought to look into this
possibili ty, Khrushohev got some prompting trom Bulganin and
returned to the oharge with the statement that the U.S.S.R.
had suggested a general security system which would include the
United Stat •• and Canada as well as tne U.S.S.R. and European
states.

, j.,

13. Referring to the U.K. proposals put forward by Sir
Anthony Eden a t the "summit" meeting for a security guarantee,
Khrushchev said that so long as the Paris agreements and BATO
remained in etfect, a guarantee by the Western powers
would be regarded as humiliating tor the U.S.S.R. and
unacceptable. In reply to I f l '1 question - ",hy they would
not regard memberShip in IATO involving mutual guarantees
as equally humiliating?-Khrushchev said that Soviet
membership in BATO would put them on a tooting of complete
equality with the other powers in the matter of security
and tlleywould not then have to depend upon thefavours or
'goodwill of the four powers envisaged in the U.K. proposals.
Getting quite exoited at this point, Khrushohev said that the
U.S.S.R. would prefer to "exist by ourselve8an~ impose
oo-existence on.otner". "Atter all", he said# we have to
co-exist don't we, or else flyaway to Mars?".

14.' Then more soberl,...Khrushchev (atter prompting
tram Bulganin) said that the Soviet Union does not reject
the Eden proposals completely. It ij1ey could be altered,
for instance, to include not .tour other powers but, say,
S or 10, they mighV'be made acoeptable. Khrushchev's idea
tor the composition of' such a group which might undertake
mutual guarantees inoluded: The United States, Franc.,
the United Kingdom, bota Germanies, the U.S.S.R., Poland,
Czechoslovakia, Belgium, Denmark (and then added, "even
Canada") 0

It •••
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15. It the obstaole to agreement to such an approach
were the two Germany., perhaps it would be better to keep
them both out ot the mutual guarantee arrangeMent, he said,
but at the same time restriot their al'llamenta. They would
be indirectly associated with the guarantee arrangement
througp their assooiation respeotively with .ATO and the
Warsaw Paot. To r r r r question whether it would not be 00 tter
to let a united. tree Germany decide by free ohoice how best
to provide tor its seourity, Khrushchev abruptly s aid" "We
want aither both Germanies in the European security fVstem
or else neither- - as to reunification, he said the U.S.S.R.
could wait - -Why the hurry:~, he said.

16. Rhrushohev said that the approach to European
seouri ty whlohhe had outlined could open theway to a
solution. So long as the Western powers insiated on trying
to negotiate trom positions of strength, there could be no
Chance of agreement. Russians, he said, don't like to
negotiate wi th ". knite in their baoks·. To T!I'f rejoinder that
the Western powers sought only defensive strength adequate
to deter aggression, Khrusheaev bluntly said that the policy
of the Western powers was plainly designed "to impose solutions"
on the U.S.S.R. Which the U.S.S.R. would not tolerate. I
rejected this view.

17. Getting again quite exoited at this po Inb , Khrushchev
said that Russians knew better then any other people what war
.adS (he mentioned tl'at he had lost 8 . son) - only the Germans
had oompar~ble experienoe. If JATO starts a war, he said,
the alliance would fall apart, aince most of its lIlelllberwwould
not be willing to fight. He returned to this theme of NATO
falling apart a number of times, either in the context of defence
oosts or beoause of unwillingness to fight. At one point
he said that the war, if it occurred. would ineYitably
involve Germany a nd the allies might a swell f ace up to
the fact that the Germans will not fight, haVing had
enough of war.

18. I replied ttlat no one wanted war in the nf\1c1ear
age and the West would never be the first to start a war,
to whiCh Khrushchev replied, "We shall never fire the first
shot but we shall be in at the finish-. To m . y answer tba t
under present oiroumstanoes any world war would be inflnitelJ
worse than the last, Khrushchev agreed, but a dded "This time
Canada would not be geographioally secure".

190 Sinoe Khrushchev spoke somewnat disparagingly of
themilltary experienoes of the West both in the last war
and in Korea, I had to take him up on bmth counts, reminding
him in partioular that Canadians, although not themselves
invad.d, had gone in large numbers thousands of miles to
tight in the o,ommon oause J . and tha t as for Korea, OUr torces
had Joined others in support of a U.N. decision that aggression
had been oormnitted by Borth Korea and had stopped that aggres-
sion.

20. Khrushchev dismissed the ourrent disarmament dis-
cussions in the U.K. as Just a "talking shop" - if they were
serious why had the other powers not replied to the Soviet
proposals of 10 Kay? he aaid. I reminded him t..hatwe had
reacted, but tre diffioulty ~ad been the introduotion of
po1itioal oonditions b y the ~oviets relating to ~eourlty.

In •••
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21~· In conclusfon, Khrushohev# now in a more mellow
mood, said that what the world needs is Mtimeand patienoe".
"The ~oviet Union", he s8J.d, "could afford to be patient"
"Our system is solid, our economydeveloping". Western
leaders, however, have to a co.ord, he said "oivil rights to
Communism"and not react to it, like a bull to a red rag".
"If you d~ntt like it", he said, "you dontt have to Join it".
In reply I said that 1t was not the Soviet system that we
r5&cted to, but to the parties whioh boast that their lo,alt7
1s for their "socialist fatherland" rather thanf or their own,
but that was our own problem. Kh~shchev agreed. WhenI
pressed the matter of outside assistanoe to looal Communist
parties, Khrushchev laughed 1t ort with "What, a dollar a day?
Wehaventt the dollars for that". What they. also wanted,
Khrusho:Q,evsaid, was foreign trade with the West and busi.ness
contacts; there could be peaceful oompetition ~etween difterent
sys telT'...t. The ta.lk ended wlth my thanking the ~oviet leaders
for this opportunity of talking frankly with them and telling
the~ tha.t it was our desire to have friendly working relations
with them, to which r r r y vis! t, I hoped, had oontrjbuted. Both
BUlganin and Khrushchev hoped the.t this would not be the last
such visit from Canada.

PEARSON.

-------------
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Wilson Center Digital Archive Transcript - English

Report by Mr. Pearson on his Talk with Mr. Khrushchev on October 11, 1955
SECRET

The talk which I had with Khrushchev and Bulganin on the last night of my visit was
undoubtedly the most interesting, both on account of the two Soviet personalities
involved and the frankness with which Khrushchev in particular put forward the
Soviet attitude to such important matters as NATO and the security of Europe.

Khrushchev, who is as blunt and volatile as only a Ukrainian peasant turned one of
the most powerful political figures in the world can be, came straight to the point
before we even sat down…

…This gave me the chance to say that I might be willing to agree that the Soviet
Union was justified in its fear of Germany of NATO were not a purely defensive
organization. I was about to explain why NATO should be so regarded, when
Khrushchev broke in with the remark, "You should let us into NATO - we have been
knocking at the door two years." I replied that if the world situation were such as to
permit entry of the USSR  into NATO, it would also, presumably, permit proper
functioning of the United Nations in the security field; that NATO was resorted to by
the Western powers because the United Nations was not given a chance to do work
intended for it. I suggested beginning with implementation of Article 43 of the
Charter. I also pointed out that if the Soviets were in NATO, they would have to
accept integrated defense systems and unified command. If they were prepared to
accept that, why not make the UN security system work?

This seemed unfamiliar ground for Khrushchev, who returned to the charge against
NATO, with the remark that the Soviets could afford to wait for the break-up of NATO
owing to over-spending on armaments and inter-allied disagreements…

…I asked Khrushchev if he would clarify the Soviet attitude to the German problem.
His reply could not have been more categorical: "So long as the Paris agreements
exist and Germany remains in NATO, we shall do everything possible to prevent the
reunification of Germany"…

…Referring to the UK proposals put forward by Sir Anthony Eden at the "summit"
meeting for a security guarantee, Khrushchev said that so long as the Paris
agreements and NATO remained in effect, a guarantee by the Western powers would
be regarded as humiliating for the USSR and unacceptable. In reply to my question -
why they would not regard membership in NATO involving mutual guarantees as
equally humiliating? - Khrushchev said that Soviet membership in NATO would put
them on a footing of complete equality with the other powers in the matter of
security and they would not then have to depend upon the favors or goodwill of the
four powers envisaged in the UK proposals. Getting quite excited at this point,
Khrushchev said that the USSR would prefer to "exist by ourselves and impose
co-existence on other." "After all," he said, "we have to co-exist don't we, or else fly
away to Mars?"

Then more soberly, Khrushchev (after prompting from Bulganin) said that the Soviet
Union does not reject the Eden proposals completely. If they could be altered, for
instance, to include not four other powers but, say, 8 or 10, they might be made
acceptable. Khrushchev idea for the composition of such a group which might
undertake mutual guarantees included: The US, Fr, UK, both Germanies, USSR,
Poland, Czech, Belgium, Denmark (and then added, "even Canada"). 

If the obstacle to agreement to such an approach were the two Germanys, perhaps it
would be better to keep them both out of the mutual guarantee arrangement, he
said, but at the same time restrict their armaments. They would be indirectly



associated with the guarantee arrangement through their association respectively
with NATO and the Warsaw Pact. To my question whether it would not be better to let
a united, free Germany decide by free choice how best to provide for its security,
Khrushchev abruptly said, "We want either both Germanies in the European security
system or else neither" - as to reunification, he said the USSR could wait - "why the
hurry?" he said. 


