TOP SECRET

Two CrPIES
Record of the talk between Prime iinister of UssR,

MreN.3.Khrushchev and the Prime iinister of India c;cf:{“lijLEE:
at the latter's residence on 12th February, 1960. —_—
Py I am happy to have the opportunity to have this talk.
There have been interesting developments in world affairs in
which Mr.Khrushchev has »een playing a leading and outstaading
part. i would be grateful if sMr.Khrushchev would kindly give me

his appraisal of the international situation,

sr.Khrushciiey:  The international situation is good hut there is no

justification for anyone tu be complaceat about it. The situation,
one might say, is better than it was yesterday. It is an

‘accidental coincidence that with Julles's death, the policy of

\ “from position of strength" has also died. It would not be right
to say that Dulles tuok his policy away. Even if he had lived,
his policy would have died in any case. This is because Us3R
had demonstrated its streagth and vitality which United states
and all coneerned had to reckon with. At one time the poliey
of surrounding Soviet Union with military bases was being
actively pursued. The main parpose of these bases was directed
against the Soviet Union. The fact that we launched Sputniks,
led people to realise that the policy of ereating bases had
failed, United 3tates is very much concerned with the ecunomic
develypment of the soviet Union and the fact that the soviet

\ Union is catching up with U.5.A. The Americans have begun to

! reconcile themselves with the fact that the Soviet Union will

5 svon overtake them. in fact, in a number of scientific fields,

‘ we have already taken a lead. In view of this, the policy of
“from position of streugth" is of no use. This new element
creates good conditions for the pursuit of peaceful policies.
wr peaceful policies are beginning to be better understood and
appreciated in the world.,

Against this background, we feel that there is need for

solution of concrete problems. e want to do away with all

those factors which are standing in the way of Peace Treaty
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with Germany and patting an end to the uccupation regime there.
wur partners have a rather weak position. I do not want to use
the wordd *opponents' which would e better understood. I have
in mind our partners in the talks for the future of Germany, i.e.
the llestern powers.

When ovne talks with Eisenhower or Maemillan, it is difficult
to find arguments in favour of the status quo, or for the
preservation of the reanants of war. in my talks with HBisenhower,
i noticed tuis specially. Eisenhower is very much difierent from
Macmillan, because, as vou know, Sisenhower is not Wacmillan.
Zisenhower is less of a diplomet and is, thereiore, more natural
and sincere. 50 he frankly admitted that tnme position in 3erlin
was not normal. in fact, he said so at a Press conference.

Now the question arises what can be expected at the summit
meceting ia Paris in May? Macmillan and £isenhower think that
since the position is not normal, some ways of solving it should
be found. it is Adenauer who is irreconcilable. uwe do not know
whet he is waiting for. We wonder if his opstinacy is not ‘lue to
mental decay caused by uld age. I say so, because his policy is
not in accord with cowmmonsense. [iis policy is indeed a burden on
his allies.

De Gaulle supports adenauer, but only outwardly, secause in
%his hieart of hearts Qe Gaulle is more afraid of reunifiecation of
KGermany. U.X. is also against reunification of Germany. U.3.A.
is not against reunification hut is not prepared to do anything
to bring it about. The tlestern powers, however, want to use the
situation in order not to have guod relations with the soviet Union.
i do not kuow what the suamit meeting at Paris will yield in
regard to the German problem. wur position is strong and we
will make use of it. e do not exclude the possibility that
Je Gaulle may be more helpful. I do not think it is necessary
for me to repeat our position vn Berlin. Ve seek no territorial
acquisition there. All that we are interested is that tée retentioa

Charusiol
of the social system in £ast 3erlin € continue, with Serlin as a
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Fres City. The question of Germany and Berlin has become acute.

. We are interested in seeking a solution which will not lend

itself to interpretation that any side has won and the other

has lost. Therefore, we think that the possible solution would

be to have an intermediary provisional settlement on the basis

of the temporary status quo in 3erlin. Meéntime, the two German
states should be recommended to find a solution. If they fail

to find an agreement, then the former allies will be relieved of
all obligations and will have a Peace Treaty. It is clear that
aot all allies udil agree to sign a Peace Treaty with the German
Democratic Republic. wur position is that all those who want

-to sign the Treaty should do so. The signing of the Peace Treaty
will solve the German problem. If others are not agreeable to
isign the Treaty, then as a last resort, we may have to sign a
separate Peace Treaty with G.D.R. I told Eisenhower, you taught
us a gvod lesson when we failed to sign a Peace Treat:with Japan -
vhich for us was a foolish thing to do. U.3. had siéned it in

any case.

We also did not sign it.
Your position was different.
We did not agree to certain cQauses. 30 we signed a separate

Pegce Treaty with Japan two years later.

The San Francisco Treaty with Japan had decided things in
our favour and we should have signed it. Perhaps, our reason for
not signing it was that iolotov dealt with these matters at that
time and did not thinkvthem out straight.

Lately, Eisenhower has threatened us on 3erlin, but the tone
and manner of his threat is not as serious or categorical as before.
Besides, I cannot see how anyone can threaten another country for
signing a Peace Treaty. In fact, there is no alternative to solve
this cquestion. The Peace Treaty would be a blow to revenge seekers
headed by Adenauer. It is they who will lose more. The rest will

retain what they have.

Japan: Our relations with Japan are neither hot nor cold.
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we do act like the Treaty recently signed hy Japan with UsA.
We tnink that it is directed against us and China. The main
purpose of this Treaty is to retain a certain level of tension.
While signing this Treaty, the americans had in mind internal
fears in Japan. Afraid of the iaternal situation, U3A wants to
continue occupation regime in Japan.
in general, the international situation now is much better

than it was a year ag0., uwur proposals on disarmament are very
effective. People in all countries understand our unilateral
reduction of armed forces., The latest launching of rockets at
a distance of 12,000 kilometers is an additional argument for
disarmament. it is now clear that Americans can no longer seek
shelter behind the Atlantic Ueean. Therefore, there is still
greater need to come to an agreement on disarmament.

since we met last, the present situation, therefore, has

changed considerably for the better.

I take it that at the Summit, the two major problems will
be Germeny and disarmament.
The order of discussion will be different. We think the

German problem is a particular problem, whereas disarmament is a

. general problem, embracing everybody and, therefore, will come up

for discussion first. Adenauer wants the two problems to be tied

together, but even he agrees with the order of discussion,

3ehind both these problems, perhaps in the ultimate analysis,
there lies the fear that disarmament will be unfavourable to
one side, in so far as it would weaken it., This fear would also
affect the solution of the German problem.

J.5., France and U.K. agree that these two questions are

separate. uUnly Adenauer wants to consider them jointly.

Would you consider it possible to make pregress on disarmament
without making progress in regard to the German problem?
It is very difficult to answer this question.

In the mind of the people, both the problems are linked by

fear which is common to hoth of them,
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We quite realise that if we sign a Peace Treaty with

Germany, it will aggravate the situation and will lead to

- certain difficulties waich, when solved, will lead to stability.
. This may be a painful process. We are preparing for it, in

' case no agreement is reached. I consider this matter as

psychological. I do not think that they will start a war
in case we signed a Peace Trealy with Germany.

This may not lead to a war but will probably be an obstacle
towards disarmament.

This will be a psychologieal shock which will wear itself

out. Life compels people to go back to normal. We are reducing

armed forees. If others attack us, our General Staff thinks

that we will need about 100 rockets to destroy U.K., Franee and
Germany; about 300 rockets would be needed to destroy U.s.A.

No one doubts that material resources and facilities for making
rockets in sufricient numbers are available. This seriously
alters the correlation of forces, and indeed influences American
thinking. I recollect that when Maemillan was criticised for
going to the Soviet Union, he had said that the alternatives

be fore him were either to go to Moscow for talks or evacuate
women and children from U.K. to Canada. Therefore, there is

no alternative to taking a sane attitude and putting an end

to arms race. If we agree with the view that arms race, which
will result in piling up dangerous weapons, would itself put

an end to the race, then we will be living with our hands on
trigger. There will be a constant danger that some mad man may
fire the first shot whic¢h may result in war. Eisenhower
understands this, so does Macmillan. It is more difficult to
say this of De Gaulle. Eisenhower has only a few montﬁs left
as President. Vice President Nixon does not understand anything
at all. 5o the problem becomes difficult. When in America,

I told Lodge that Nixon may be President, and that makes us
feel concerned. When I met Nixon he told me that he was in
trade with his father. His tragedy is that in politics he has

the same attitude as in trade. Lodge said that this was not so.

£
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I only hope that [ am wrong in this assessment of Nixon.
Do The German problem does not directly concern us, but it
interests us, as it is a part of the overall problem of war
and peace, Un the other hand, disarmament is a problem which
- concerns everybody. My fear is that if the German problem
is not settled hy sowe kind of agreement, it will affect the
solution of the problem of disarmament also. The two anpear
to be connected. I cannot get this apprehension out of my head.

Mr.Khrushchev: I think those countries who are afraid, snould be more keen

on disarmament.
PMe Many Western couutries themselves do not like the rearming
of western Germany.

Mr.Khrushchev: I can say that Poland and Czechoslovakia are also concerned

about this matter seriously. Even in 1956 when feelings
against SOQiet Union were high in ?oland, the Poles were afraid
of losing their western provinces. We could withdraw our
. forces from Poland, but the Poles felt more secure, while our
troops were there,
B.Mo Joes Mr.Khrushchev think that at some future date there

was a possibility of East and wWest Germany uniting?

g

fir.ghrushchevs { do not think so.
P, At present I do not think it is a possibility at all. I

40 not think that anybody desires it either, ut if there is
disarmament, would you consider it possible that at a later
stage there may 2 a some sort of Federation or Confederation?

Mr.ghrushchev: Ged.Rte proposed Confederation but Adenauer rejected it.

I personally think that Confederation may he a possibility.
The differences of social systems will remain as they are
which will make unification difficult. As a COmmunﬁ& I helieve --
S you may‘not agree with me -- that ultimately the two will come
together.
PoM The world is changing, and if I may say so, the diffesrences

are tending to get less and less, thereby bringing the countries

closere.
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The Germans are having a sort of competition. un one
hand, Adenauer is trying to maintain the gapitalist order, whereas
the.GeD.?de is striviug to demonstrate the superiority of the
socialist system. AS a Communist I think that in the long run,
the vermans will be convinced of the superiority of the
socialist system.

then Mr.Khrushchev put forward his great proposals for
complete disarmameut, phased over four years, did he expect that
such logical and far-reaching propousals will be accepted?
Perhaps, people's minds were not yet conditioned for it.
secondly, the implementation of such a proposal would create a
lot of dislocation and confusion in America, as it will throw
a good‘part of economy out of gear. What does Mr.Khrushchev
consider as practical steps, which might be feasible at the
present stage?

We proposed both the maximum and the minimum. The maximam
was complete disarmament; misrimum was the reduction of armed
forces. 50 far as we are concerned, the minimum has been
exhaussd, I agree that the problem of disarmament is a difficult
problem, but the programme which I set out was a programne for a
struggle over the yecars. We are now actively carrying vn the
struggle in the economic field. In 1965, we will have absolute
superiority over Uussa in overall pradﬁction. de will have a
highér staudard of living and the shortest woriing day. AS you

are aware, we are already ahead of U5A in providing spiritual

' requirements for our peuple. These propbleas cannot be settled

by war.
It is quite true that in economy the competition is goiny on.
La the field of war, however, is not the soviet Union makiag
reduction in conventiovnal forces only? shat, if L may ask, is
the position in regard to reduction by the soviet Union of
non+conveitional armsé.
Wwhat you say is right, Wwhile we cut down conventional arms,

we also propose the banniag of the atomic weapons. Us)\ thought
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hat they hal a very stroag air force, and they wanted to retain

their superiority by refusing to ban bombers which were to e

used to deliver atomic weanons. At that time they had said

that the soviet Union wanted to make itself stronger by

banaing non-conveutional arms. Then they wanted us to cut down

our conventional arms. oo nowwe have met the arguments of our

_ opponents by cuttiay down conventional weapons. Frankly speaking,

we are stronger than America, because we have Ddetter rockets

which cannat be intercepted. The military experts estimate

that one out of fuur bombers may get through, but even this may

be wrong. What can UsA 4o now when we have met their arquments.

if tasy suggest that we revert to our original proposal, i.e.

destruction of rockets and osases, we will gladly agree to it.
Puio Jisarmament should concern both these aspects of conventional

and non-conventional arms.

ME o s We fully agree.'
Polie in our view, disarmament is a world question, because it

concerns all states - big or small.

MreX. That is why I said that the German problem was a particular
problem, whereas disarmament was a general problem.

Dalie While since the disarmament is a general problem, what can
be done in our view to associate other couatries with it? To
begin with, perhaps the summit Conference should pe narrow. The
fewer people are there, the more fraitful discussions are likely
to be. Jdut whaf?;ou envisage regarding the increase of membership
for the sumait Confernece in future?

Mree If this prublem registers progress at the sSummit Conference,
then the composition of the Conference itself can be reconsidered.
It should be possible also to enlarge the Commission of ten,
which is at present concerned with the disarmament problem.

Poile Gvery couatry has a claim to self-preservation, aad while it
is true that Polaal and Czecnoslovakia are vitally interested in
the solution of the disarmament problem, there are countries in
Asia which are big countries -- Japan, China and India. They

also have to participate at some stage of the other in the
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solution of the disarmament problem.

This is absolutely right. i{n fact, this is what will happen.

Any agreement on disarmament has to be world-wide if it is to
be effective at ail.

I quite agree with you that those countries of asia that you
have wmentioned, should »e associated with disarmament. I thiak
Indonesia, with a large population, should also be added te them.
the difficulty at the present time is that the composition of the
Disarmament Coamission is a result of comprumise.

These countries (China, Indonesia etc.) are not in the
Disarmament Commission. China is not even in the United Nations.
The membership of China appears most important from the point of
view of disarmament.

The present situatiou is contrary to commonsense and U.s.

realises this itself. some voices of reason are now being heard

in Us3. Pevple are now talking in terms of recognition of New China

Five years ago, these very people could not possibly have talked
in favour of the recognition of China without putting themselves
to truuble.

in its own interests, U.5. will not agree to disarmameat unless

disarmament included China. Is it not possible to admit China to

these talks on disarmament, even without admitting China to the
United Natiuns?

It is difficult to answer this question, as it particularly
concerns China. I do not know if China will agree to go to
Jisarmament Commission of U.N. without being a membeqﬁgi:;lf.

In this matter prestige is involved. I personally think it
unlikely that China will agree to it without being a member of
U.N. robably when there has been some progress in disarmament,
it will lead to coanditions which will enable China to %e in the
United Natioas. This will happen before, ©f any agrsed agreement
on disarmament is reached.

i feelvif sufficient progress is made at the Sumamit, it will

create a hetter atmosphere for considering the participation of
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China in the {United Nations.

_Mr.K, This is inevitable.

Paide [ agree that it is inevitable, but [ was thinking of the various
stages.

Mr.X, Any progress on disaraament might make it easier for China to

take its rightful place in U.N.

Dolie I have no doubt that there is now gfeater aporeciation in U.3.
of the need for China to be in U.N. As you are aware, we have
always in the past been in favour of admission of New China to
U.Ne we shall contimue to do so in future; but what comes in the
way is, perhaps, prestige and the problem of what should be done
with Chiang Xai-shek. The main opposition to the admission of
China is from U.>.

MreXo Yes, that is true, but they will have to reconcile themselves
to the fact that there cannot be two Chinas. In fact, Taiwan
is an island of Pefking China. The Chinese Government will never
agree to the proposition of two Chinas. Even if they were invited
to J.N., they will not sit along with the representatives of
Taiwan China. we also agree with this stand.

Puie We recougnise only one China. I was talking about the possible
course of developments. The Americans are heginning to realise
that their policy on China is creating trouble for themselves.
un the other nand, having ereated Taiwan, it is difficult to
see how they can get over Chiang Kai-3hek. Wy intention is to
point out the conflict which the Americans have to face.

Mr.X. i agree with you that U.5. has created this problem, but as
Presidents chainge, so can the policy change. They did not recognise
us for 16 years. When I was in U.5., [ was told that Alexander I
1id not recognise Ameriea for 23 years. In reply, I pointed out
to the Americans that what Alexander fiixx did was stupid.

There was no reason for americans to repeat stupidity. in fact,
I was more blunt. I told them that Alexander I was a fool and
the Americans should not do what he did.

Paide I mention this point in relation to disarmament question. it

seems that if China cannot go to U.H., ‘it cannot go to Disarmament
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Commission either. If disarmament does not make progress, it
may be difficult for China to go to U.N. 350 we get a vicious
circle.

This is indeed a vicious chain, but if we take out one of the
links, the whole chain will collapse. It may be possible for
U.3. to find a way out. It can, for instance, take the stand that
the majority in the United Nations has voted for China. U.>.
has been trying to restrain them for long, Hut when U.3. agrees
to the recognition of New China in U.N., it can lift this restraint,
in which case the majority in U.N. can admit China. wun its part,
U.S. can tell Taiwan that it did whatever possible for Taiwan,
but that it could not prevent U.N. from admitting New China,

Thus, U.5. can appear to play a noble role by respecting the
verdict of‘the majority in U.N.

I will come back to éﬁg;matter again. bMay I request you
to givé us your appraisal of the situation in the Middle East?

I think the situation in the Middle East is getting more and
more normal.“ U.K. and france have reconciled themselves to the
fact that suez helongs to U.A.R. Nasser is also beginning to take
up a stand appropriate to his age and position vis-a-vis iragqe.
Nasser now realises that the policy of either ignoring or swallowing
up & iraq will not work.

The trouble in Middle Zast is that a lot of unexpected
things are happening. There are too many reactionary governments.
Take Iran, for instance. There the shah is pursuing a very
reactionary policy. fe is afraid of United states, us and, more
than anybody, his own people. When our delegation was in Tehran,
the shah invited them to his bed room as he was unwell at that
time. When our representutives went to his bed room, they found Wk
by his bed side tiemt he had an automatic revulver. When the King
of Iraq died, the shah simply lost his nerves. iHe immediately
signed an agreement providiug for American help. This'agreement

mentions helP against direct and indirect aggression. Now I ask
1§ )
you what/indirect ajgression. It is nothiny but revolt of the people.

W
Perhaps, shah has/a new wife who will cheer him up!
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That may be so, but she will not gt to his brains.
we have told the shah that we do not threaten him in any way,
but will expose his reactionary policies. During a reception
in koscow for the Italian President, the Iranian Ambassador,
whom we respect, came and asked me to end propaganda against
iran. ue told him that we will make sure that there are no
personal attacks against shah, ut the propaganda against lran
will coatinue. The Ambassador also asked me why I was not
going to Iran during my present trip., I replied that the
coniitions were not xaxfaxwxx favourable for my visit to iran.
we had made several gestures of frieadship to iran, including
assistance for'many projects but they were all turned down.
Iran is poverty-stricken, but the shah loves to increase the ’
number of soldiers. [ have.a fear that Iran will go up in smoke
and end in tragedy. The people around shan themselves may not
like the present situation to continue. We have a feeling that
even U.5. might encourage a coup d'etat. Apart from big
landlurds, there are others who are influential and are
surrounding the Shah, but they are all dissatisfied, because
shah has taken the entire power in his own hands. The landlords
want to share this power. 50 far as U.5. is concerned, it
does not trust the shak. Unce the shah secretly proposed an
agreement with us. This was done at the back of U.5. When the
Uese cate to know of it from Iranian Ministers, they sat upon
the shahe. The result was that he spoilt his relations with us
without gainiag any confidence from U.3. either. after this,
Uews wants a more stable regime there,

Sut how will they achisve it?

They have a lot of connections there with the aray.

dut the ohah himself comes from an army family which is only
two generations old,.

He comes from a dydasty of robyers.

May I have your appraisal of events in Africa?

in Africa, interesting developments are taking place. Ieople

there are hecoming more and more iusistenb® on their rights. Tais
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direction of evenis will continue to develop. At present ¢

great deal of trouble is going on in Congo. The counflict in
Algeria has not given anythiag to France., This has provided
encouragement to the peouple of afriea. in Latia America too, the
position is avt whrat it was five years agu. e are in Sympathy
with the aspirations of the people in africa and Lutin America.
we are giving help to some African Republics and also to Kingdoms
there., We will continue to dv so.

As Mr. hrushchev is aware, there is going to be a meeting of
Commonwealth Prime Ministers' Conference in London in May.
Jriginally, it was timed to take place after the Summit, bhut then
the dates werz changed. ﬁow the Commonwealth Prime Jlinisters®
meeting will take place wefure the summit. More and more African
countries are gaining indepenlence and are ccoming to the Comavnwealt!
Prime dinisters' Counfercnce. At present there are two or three of
them, but a few years later, more than half of the Prime Ministers
will he from A:rica,

The gritish are very able. They are certainly more adroit
than the reach.

Nu matter how able one may »e, the facts canaot he ignored,
Tension is growing setween south africa and U.KX. when Macmillan
went tu south africa receatly, he did not get along well at all
with the south African govt. It is quite possible that oouth africa
may even go out of this Commonwealth association. There is a
growing coaflict between the new African states and the racial
policies of south Africa. J.K. has been dut hetween the two.

de do not know tne internal situation in south africa well.
Je 4o not xnow what forces are at work there and what may be
expected to happen. cven though we often hear that Moscow's arm
is very long, yet it often happens that we do not even know the
names of ZComamunists there.

in svuth africa there is no legal Communist Party. Anyone
whom they dislike is dubbed as a Commnist and put behind bars.
+e have no diplomatic relations with south Africa, but as there are

a large nuaver of peuple of Indian descent there, we coatiaue to
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get news from them. Je have fairly close contacts with other
parts of africa. we often get into trouble in Central africa.
some times, our repreosentative is not allowed to spy in a hotel
or eat in a restauaranat. ﬁhen we protest, the Governm:znt apologises,
but says taat the hotels and restaurants were private instititulons

and 50 nothiang could he done abuut it.

ML, This is, indeed, a will thing to take pluce in our time.
PoMa some peuple even ask us to withdraw our representative from

there, ut the local Indians ask us to continue him there as it

offered t.em some protection.

Mreie . suppose patience 1is the only answer.
Helie May : refer to a matter which is of great interest and

-

eabarrassigg to us? [fhis is our present relationship with
China, #air.ihrushchev has friendly relations with hoth India and

+ China and personally he is a man of great wisdom and experience.
50 I refer tu this matter, because I feel that he will well realise
and appreciate that this matter is anot only embarrassing for us bhut
for him. alsv. i would like to thank him fur his various speeches
and tell him that both as a matter of policy and pest relations
with China, we want to solve the present dispute in a peaceful and
friendly way. Jut i must confess that our respective positions are
su different that at present there is no bridge between us.

Recently our Government has sent a reply to China. This is an
arqumentative sort of reply, answering China point by point. Apart
from that, I have sent a personal letter to Chou £n-Lai, suggesting
that we might meet in the secund ualf of March in Jelhi. He had
suggested a meeting in Rangoon. Althouqgh for the woment there is no
pasis for negotiations, a personal meeting will be -gnerally helpful.
China and india are neiynpours with a long friendship.> It will be
unfortunate if teusions were to coatinue indefinitely.
i am not going into the merits of these matters. These are

complicated matters involving the sorder. All kinds of things such
as history, custom, tradition are involved, but { will be glad to

supply any material which you may like to have.
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May I say something? You are quite right. It is a
most émbarrassing question which you have hurled at me. The
difficulty is that we think that you and China both are friendly
and peace~loving countries. ‘We made a statement, the
significance of which you have rightly and correctly appreciated.
We took no definite stand and will do our best to hold that
line. We would not like our relations with either of our two
}frlends to cool off. It is possible for two wise men to agree
among themselves, 1f the third man appears on the scene, he
will only make matters worse, no matter how intelligent or
stupid he may'be. Even if the two sides requested mediation,
it will be very difficult for a third person to mediate. You and
China are right in notasking for mediation. Uur warmest wishes
are that this coaflict may come to an end as soon as possible

and in a manner which will be to the satisfaction of all

~concerned. This confliet is a sop to aggressive forces and

is against the interest of the forces working for peace.

L am happy at the prospect of your meeting with Chou En-Lai.
I am certain that when two reasonable people meet, they can
find arguments to settle the conflict. The date and time
for a meeting is a delieate question for you, China and for us.
I know I have not been able to satisf;iﬁgat I eannot do anything

'mpre than express my warm wishes for an early settlement of
this matter.
e the,

I appreciate your position. I raisedthis specinfly with
great hesitation. I thought that it would be improper not to
mention a subject of importance at a time when you were having
a frank and friendly discussion covering a broad range of
problems,

I value frankness. I request you to understand me right.

i wanted you to appreciate my difficulties and my position.
Elf you send me the material on your dispute with China, I will
certainly study the papers, but it will be difficult for me

to take the position on merits, involving two friends. All

we want is that Indig and China should re-establish their
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old friendship.

I fully understand Mr.Khrushchev's position. The object of
seiuding material to Mr.ihrushchev was not to expect a judgement
but only that wr.Khrushchev and his friends may have familiarity
with our position.

it will soombe time for lunch. I am infinitely grateful to
Mr.KXhrushchev for spending so much time and for listening to
me with patience,

i am grateful to you for a useful talk.

Is there any particular matter which you would like to discuss?

I cannot think of any.

I will see you off and on and will be happy to see you on

return journey in Calcutta. I wanted to accompany you to suratgarh
but previous commitments make it difficult for me to do so.

RAA~
{ know how busy you are and/sorry that you cannot come to

suratgarh.
I intend to go there before I meet you again. I also wanted
to accompany you to Bhilai, hut day-after-tomonrow the Prime
Minister of Finland is coming.
India has truly becume a biecca.
Finland is very different from india climatically and otherwise.

Sut people there are very nice,

—

(P.N.Kaul)
Jeputy secretary,
13-2-60,
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