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We, of course, are infallible. Soensen in his so reveslling chapter
"The Racows" doesn't say we are infellible, not does Schlesinger, nor does the
President ss he is gquoted. It's just thet we slone are always right., And, by
coincidence, nsturally, the USSR ( snd our allies and the enutrals - everyone
else, including the He%ublicans who do not follow Kennedy's policies) is alwsys
wrong. The proof is easily esteblished, by 2 combination of omissidn snd mis-
representation, an exotic variant of intellectusl dishonesty in which, super-
ficlelly at least, the printed word is persuasive and highly ceedible.

As did Kemedy in resl life, so does Sorensen (end Schlesinger) just
leave out what he wants to leave out. Everythingz is neetly compertmented. If they

are talking abput or want to "negotiste"™ about the cessation of nuclear testing,

it is relsted to nothing else - not to dissrmesment, to military policy of budgets,

to diplometic problems or erisis, such as Berlin, w ich was s much, if not more,
@ crisis for the Soveits as the United States - not evemn to guclear testing, for
in the tight compartmenting of their thoughts, emthods end objectives, only
atnospherie nuclear tcsting is what they would "negotistie "negotiete". The
United States had no desire to cease testing. It was, in fsct, slmost entirely

prepared for an extensive snd expensive series of underground tests at the time

the Geneva discussions resumed in esrly August 1961. The United Sat
es



concept of negotiation wes for Ambassador Dasn to " outsit, outtelk end outwait"

the Russian delegaste, whet Desn celled "the bladder technique" of diplomacy.
Tuis is what the United Stetes wented, nothing or complete Soviet capituletion.

Doing nothing, in its definition, is negotistion. Beceuse the United States

wented it, therefore so also should the USSR, end if it didn't it was a very

nasty word,

That Kennedy had gotten tough with Shruschev et Vienna was of
no account. It was in no compartkent. ¥hy should not Kemre dy get tough end lay
down the law: That he had incressed the militery budget, that he had mobilized
the National Guard (which Sgphlesinger found unworthy of mention in any of his
1100 peges), these were of mo impirtance and certeinly should not be considered
by the Soviet Union., Kennedy wanted non-negotistion and non-telk, leading to hon-
compromi s¢ and non-agreement of complete capitulation to his singular objective,
the halting of only those nuclear tests in the stmosphere. He was well mrepered
for underground tests as, presumesbly, the Soviet Union wes not. He had his

caves end wes willing to spend the extra fortune, as presumeably the Soviet

union hed not smd was not.



Therefore, what slone was necessary wes 8n end to etmpspheric testing.
Kennedy wanted it, end that was enough. Khruschev didn't, so he and the Soviet
Union were unmentionsbly bsd people of singulsrly evil intent. After sll, why
should not they be willing to ignore all the United States sctivity directed
sgeinst them snd that which was golng to be, es Kennedy had msde only too
explicit at Vienney What should they not be willing to do whatever was necessary

to give the United States further militery adventsge over them.

So, when they snnounced the resumption of their nuclear testing
on “ugust -30, 1961, the langusge of the President, in Soremsen's delicate
underststement, was "unprintsble”. But thet the United States was prepared to
do exactly the seme thing and thereupon slmost immedietely did so, ‘undergaound,
need not be mentioned st this point - and isn't. Soviet testing is very bad,
end the eloquence of British Prime Minister MacMillen of the consequences of
continuetion of the arms race is appropristely quoted - as it relates to the

Soviet tests only.

But the United States teats, snnounced September 5, two brief days

after the public bleckmailing of the Soviet Union by & public offer to cease

stmospheric tests only - whey, there is nothing worng with them: How could there
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be: Kennedy wanted it; his edvisers wanted it (except for those who wanted a
nuclear asttack on the Soviet Union instead); therefore, it could be nothing but

right.

And the Soviet preperstions for their tasts: Why, of course, that
is the most wretched, unspeakable deception: Of course, exactly the same
preparetions by the United Ststes and their public utilization within a week
of the Soviet Union's, are fine, proper, sppropréete snd anything but deceitful.

That is Sorensen's version.

But wuld it be Khruschev's?



