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The visit of Nikita Sergeyevich Khrushchev, the rRier of the Union of Soviet
Socialist Republics (USSR), to the United StatesAwoferica was depicted by the
Soviet press as ‘the thirteen days that stirredvbidd’, a ‘mission of good hope’ that
had ‘no precedent in historySimilarly, the American media frequently refertedit

as representing apeace effort' a source of new hope. To be sure, Premier
Khrushchev’s trip to the USA, which began on 15 t8eyber and ended on 27
Septembell 959, was a significant affair. Not only was thsitvthe first by a Soviet
leader, but it occurred at a time when relationsvben the USSR and the US were
under intense strain. Indeed, Khrushchev's vistheoUnited States, advertised under
the banner of ‘peace and friendsHipiyas widely regarded as a historic venture that
had the potential to mitigate the climate of fehattthe Cold War had created.
Considering the visit in greater detail, Khrushchewip to America can be
interpreted as a promising step toward easing waedsions as it fostered

expectations of improving the hostile US-Sovieatienship.

In order to obtain a thorough perspective of publn official outlooks regarding
Khrushchev’s visit to the US, and to determinedRkpectations and atmosphere at the
time, the following paper seeks to examine theuatéis of both the American and
Soviet people, as well as Khrushchev’'s own viewgra his trip to the United States
in September 1959. By evaluating the American aode perspectives during his
visit, one can not only attain a comprehensive enafjKhrushchev in the US and
demonstrate that the Soviet Premier’s trip affedti&iSoviet relations, but one can
also achieve a clear image of the political andad@iimate of both the United States
and the Soviet Union at the end of the 1950s.
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Introduction

Nikita Khrushchev set off to America at a time whée world was involved in a
most dangerous ideological conflict. Although theited States and the Soviet Union
had been allies against Nazi Germany, with the ehdVorld War Two, their
relationship quickly disintegrated and descendéad anCold War that saw the globe
divided into two hostile camps, with Soviet comnmamiat one end and American
democracy at the other. Under the guidance of tlespective government officials,
both the Soviet Union and the US claimed to ‘repnéshe aspiration of humanity;
regarded the other as the devil’s disciple; anowad no room for compromise with
its rival’."V Most frightening of all was that nuclear weaporexavdeveloped by both
countries as a means of strategic superidrity.consequence, the optimistic mood
that followed World War Two changed dramaticallyoirone that was marked with
periods of intense distrust and anxiety. Specifjcathe hostile atmosphere
experienced as a result of the Cold War fundamignédfected Russian views of
America and vice versa. Leaders and ordinary cisZeom the two opposing states
were frightfully aware and suspicious of each atli@n one side, most Americans
believed that Russia was a backward, yet aggressouentry oppressed by a one-
party dictatorship; on the other, many Russiansvete America as a greedy nation
ruled by a privileged minority. At the time Khrushchev visited the United Stathe,
Cold War was arguably in its most dangerous phase.

Premier Khrushchev’s trip to the US certainly markenew chapter in international
relations. According to the Soviet press, his vigiénded to create an atmosphere of
‘good will' and ‘mutual understanding’ based on hminciple of ‘peaceful
coexistence’ that did not see a war between c@pitaland communism as
inevitable"" Unlike his predecessor Joseph Stalin, who up bigtileath in 1953 had
prepared for military conflict with America, Premi€hrushchev was more interested
in having an economic and political ‘competitionithits rival rather than a waf.
Consequently, Khrushchev’s official intention faetvisit was to build the US-Soviet
relationship, and in doing so deflate the tense dnegisting between the two
superpowers and their respective allies. For th@eSgublic, their Premier’s visit
offered a glimpse at the nation that they had ctomegard as their nemesis. Many
Russians watched or read about Premier Khrushchédne doured Washington, DC;

spoke at the United Nations in New York; was cdhgdelcomed by San Francisco;
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visited corn farms in lowa; and discussed the futof the Soviet people with
President Eisenhower at Camp Da¥iBespite the propagandist nature of the Soviet
news coverage received, most Russians were albenoa more detailed picture of
their adversary. Likewise, the American people wedoée to familiarize themselves
with the Soviet Union through its representativegrer Khrushchev. They got at
least some insights into the Soviet leader whod#igad ideology had affected their
country so profoundly. Furthermore, American o#lsj while sceptical about the
visit and its possible outcomes, looked forwardsbmwing the head of the USSR
their country and peopleMost significantly however, Americans and Russialilse

were interested in the potential such a visit wooéle on curbing the Cold War
tensions affecting their lives. Indeed, in a wopldgued by the prospect of war,
Premier Khrushchev’'s visit to the USA offered thgportunity in establishing a

mutual rapport between the American and Sovietdesadnd their peoples.

It should be mentioned that while numerous schpladntributions have been
dedicated to the Cold War and to US-Soviet relatidaw concern themselves with
Khrushchev’s visit to the USA, and even fewer exsmboth the American and
Soviet views towards it. To some extent, the visit's placement in the tiaefe of
the Cold War explains the lack of attention thatas received. Khrushchev's 1959
trip to America occurred between such significardrgs like Stalin’s death, his 1956
denunciation by Khrushchev, the U-2 incident of A@hd Cuban missile crisis of
1962. Nevertheless, to wholly understand the gédgramics in US-Soviet relations
and international affairs during the Cold War, anast look at Khrushchev’s visit
through American and Russian eyes. Furthermorege dfinrushchev’s visit to the US
generated a lot of media coverage in America atagethe Soviet Union, the present
paper has greatly drawn upon articles prior, dugeng after Khrushchev’s visit that
could be found in prominent American and Soviet sapers and periodicals like
The New York Time$he Washington Pgdtloscow Newsthe SovietNew Timesas
well as theCurrent Digest of the Soviet Pré&sSuch sources were employed as they
best reflect the climate at the time and becausg phovide an insightful snapshot of

attitudes expressed in both official and publionog.
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The American view

At the time of Stalin’'s death, the Western worldswaot familiar with Nikita
Khrushchev. In fact, unlike the better known Sowéftcials Vyacheslav Molotov,
Georgi Malenkov and Lavrenty Beria, Khrushchev wagely an unknown figure
outside the Soviet Union. The only limited publictpre that he presented to foreign
observers was anything but impressive. From aleapmces he was ‘an impetuous,
obtuse, rough-looking man, with something of th&dmn and a good deal of toss pot
in him’" Not until Khrushchev became First Secretary of @enmunist Party of
the Soviet Union in 1953 did the West pay morergitbe to him. Unlike Stalin, who
had left Soviet Russia only twice while in powerrishchev gradually exposed
himself to the world to become one of the most Wwideavelled and most-frequently
met leaders of his tim&. Westerners who saw him were impressed by his vighre
native intelligence, agile mind, ambition and spmeity’” They were also taken
with his stance on deflating tensions between tloeies Union and America.
Khrushchev had ‘embarked on a more cooperative,desfronting foreign policy’ in
which the USSR gave the impression that it wasiagek ‘peacefully coexist’ with
the West, and particularly with the United Stategrespecting and recognizing the
other's concerns and by being a ‘more flexible megi one less menacing, less
hostile, and more open to the outside wofftlindeed, Khrushchev’s visit to the US
was intended to further promote ‘peaceful coexisterand to create a safer, less

threatening world.

In the lead up to the Soviet Premier's 15 Septenaogval, the American public
showed mixed opinions regarding his impending touthe United States. There
were those like Ambassador Llewellyn Thompson, wigoe of the impression that
Khrushchev really wanted to reduce tensions betwieemwo countried™ Similarly,
Ambassador Henry Cabot Lodge, who acted as Eisest®wersonal representative
throughout the Premier’s visit, was of the belightt Khrushchev ‘wants peace and
thinks that Russia needs peace in order to do Whatants to do™" Such views
could also be found in the American press. Befoneukhchev’s arrival in the US, a
series of eight articles appeared Tine New York Timeauthored by Harrison
Salisbury enlightening the public on how Soviet stlashad changed for the better
under Khrushchev's leadership. In one article pdnton 9 September 1959,

Khrushchev was depicted as a liberal ruler, oné ‘ttk@s to talk things over [and]
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likes to hear what others have to s&y’'In another, Salisbury argued that ‘Mr.
Khrushchev, unlike Stalin, was trying to run thevi@d Union without the

employment of terror as a political weapon’ andttha was ‘making a sincere
attempt’ at improving East-West relatiofisSalisbury’s articles resonated with the
American public and many, while sceptical, wereegdg get a first hand account of
Premier Khrushchev and see for themselves whetheras genuine in his plan of a

‘peaceful coexistence’ between the US and USSR.

Nevertheless, while many Americans believed th#taav in the Cold War could
result from the impending visit, more were suspisiof the USSR’s willingness to
improve the US-Soviet relationship. Indeed, theinest of the visit were thoroughly
guestioned. For example, prior to Khrushchev’svatyiretired US Colonel Augustus
Rudd wrote torhe New York Timesgpposing Khrushchev’s visit and suggesting that
Americans and the world should be alert for ‘thereeal danger in regarding this
visit as a simple gesture of goodwiff'. Colonel Rudd added that the Soviets had
‘everything to gain and nothing to lose’ by theitvesd that Americans must keep in
mind that, as past actions showed, the communiaiges to take over the world by
any means possible even if that meant visiting sizthg up its major Western
antagonist"fXii Such sentiments were felt by many Americans whganaded
Khrushchev’s impending visit of ‘peace and frienigsbnly as a pretext, not a genial

attempt at curbing the Cold War danger.

Some of the censure against the visit was alsetidgat President Eisenhower. In an
address before the Polish American Congress, Chicagnator Paul Douglas
criticized that the invitation to Khrushchev wasneparable to inviting Adolf Hitler
to this country’ and while he did not want Khrusbehand his party to come to any
harm, he did not see that the American public ove#ttier him or President
Eisenhower ‘anything mor&" Similarly, former Secretary of State Dean Acheson
viewed any attempts to negotiate with Khrushchefutie. He felt that ‘Eisenhower
was turning US foreign policy into a pageant of gemality’ and that any talks
would ‘come to nothing®" Clearly, the animosity towards the visit was stefise
that criticism was not only aimed at Khrushchev also at President Eisenhower.
The general opinion in America toward Premier Khalev's impending visit was

not favourable in that while many were supportivéhe trip, others were plainly set
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against it. It seemed that most Americans werei@asitlest they were misled or
deceived into a false sense of security through vis#t of Soviet Premier

Khrushchev.

President Eisenhower’s view of the visit

Like the American public, President Eisenhower weeaptical of Khrushchev’s visit
and whether anything substantial could result froimdeed, when it came to dealing
with the Soviets, Eisenhower was greatly cynicaltlodir agenda. Having been
elected President in 1953 following a shift to thght in the public mood,
Eisenhower regularly pledged to ‘win the Cold WAf'When he was re-elected in
1956, Soviet officials viewed Eisenhower as sigaifitly increasing the dangers of
the Cold Wa® In return, he saw the Soviet Union as a thredrerica and the
free world. For instance, he regarded the Soviehatum concerning the removal of
the West from Berlin as a menacing threat thatthadootential to intensify tensions
between the Western world and the Soviet Urff8hDespite his mistrust of the
USSR however, Eisenhower desired to see some imprents in US-Soviet
relations before he left office in 1961 and asyead March 1959 had contemplated
inviting the Soviet leader to the United Statediszuss the Berlin situatich’™

Nevertheless, it should be mentioned that Eisenhiewgentual invitation to Premier
Khrushchev to visit America had resulted from aungerstanding. An invitation was
only conditioned on whether concrete progress amng issues such as Berlin were
to have taken place between the foreign ministetheoUS, Britain, France and the
USSR at the May 1959 Geneva Convention and, amkaseer's request, Under-
Secretary of State Robert Murphy was to have conmrated that message to Soviet
Deputy Premier Frol R. Kozlo¥* Despite Eisenhower's proposed invitation to
Khrushchev, the Soviet Premier failed to keep md ef the bargain and have a
productive Geneva Conference. More regrettably,Eaenhower learned when
Khrushchev accepted it on 21 July, Murphy had tatied an ‘unqualified’
invitation through Kozlov?* The President, it seemed, had no choice but to go
through with an unwanted meeting with an unwantsdor. Since there had been no
progress at Geneva to substantiate the invitatasenhower focused the visit on
attempting to discuss ‘nuclear tests, the widereesp of disarmament, and the
broadcasting of contacts between the United States the USSR® President
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Eisenhower stressed that while Premier Khrushchas to have an ‘official’ visit,
any talks between himself and the Soviet Premiarlevbe informal negotiations of
the basic problems between the West and the *®4salthough the unsavoury
circumstances of the invitation had greatly ‘anmbyéim, Eisenhower was
‘determined to be courteous and correct’ while Smviet Premier was touring
America®™ The President felt that at least an attempt hdzbtmade in curbing the
Cold War tensions experienced, even if that meagihgo cordial towards his

adversary.

Khrushchev in the USA

When Soviet Premier Khrushchev arrived at AndrewsHdrce Base several miles
outside Washington DC, he was greeted by Presi&gsgnhower and 200,000
curious and excited Americafi&" According to a police statement, the crowd was
‘one of the largest for an out-of-townéf Interestingly, out of the thousands
present only a few who saw Premier Khrushchev vogrenly hostile to him. For
example, while the Committee for National Mournphgtributed around 1,000 black
arm-bands among the crowd in objection to the ,vmily a couple of them were
reportedly seen along Khrushchev’s parade r6tifeOther protests against the visit
included a cross of smoke a mile and a half lonthésky over Washington, special
masses in all Catholic churches in the Washingtea and special services in some

Protestant churché€"" Even so, there were few overt manifestations tdgonism.

Many of those present were under the impression tthe visit was of the most
delicate nature and that ‘one wrong move could uadbousand good one&"
Consequently, as George Dixon Bfhe Washington Posexpressed, many ‘didn’t
cheer too highly, they didn’t grovel too lo®*™ Indeed, Americans were not eager
to display too much. The reserved reception towaftisushchev, according to
reporter Lloyd Buchanan, was partially due to aneaurthat had been displayed along
the line of march as Khrushchev arrived into Wagtan and that urged people to “be
courteous but silent, not to cheer or applali®h the whole however, many of those
present at Khrushchev’s arrival were eager to seePremier. When asked e
Washington Posteporter Phil Casey why they were there, most lgeggsponded
s Xi

‘out of curiosity’, while others wanted ‘to be paithistory’.™ Whatever their reason,

Americans greeted Soviet Premier Khrushchev ivihand subdued manner.
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As in Washington, in New York Premier Khrushchevswgreeted by a restrained
reception marked by curiosity rather than disrugtiess or hostility. The police
estimated that around 170,000 New Yorkers cameacosée Khrushchev on just the
first of his two-day stay thefd. While the Premier met with some opposition,
including cat-calls and boos from anti-red protestéhe public atmosphere in New
York was relatively subdued. In fact, tensions rdga the visit were created by
newsmen who wanted to get a reaction out of KhitustcDuring the Premier’s
speech at the Economic Club of New York, Khrushches hassled when he
avoided replying to a question about Soviet cetspysvhich provoked him to blurt:
‘Surely you must show enough hospitality not toernmipt...if you don’t want to
listen, all right™" Apart from that disparaging incident, the generalic was of the
impression that Premier Khrushchev should be tdeaith the same respect he had
shown to Vice President Richard Nixon and his datieg when they had visited
Russia a few months earli8f. Following his address to the United Nations in New
York, Khrushchev also gained support from Americaesking peace. His proposal
of ‘peaceful coexistence’ was viewed by some aat@mal means of ceasing Cold
War tensions. Many Americans were of the opiniat thowever much they disliked
communism and what it stood for, they had to liveiworld in which it existed’ and
snubbing Khrushchev would ‘not improve mattéPsKhrushchev’s trip around the
US was therefore regraded as providing an unprecedepportunity in building the
broken relationship that existed between their tuend the USSR.

On 19 September, Khrushchev and his entourageNeft York for Los Angeles.
There, the Soviet Premier’s trip hit rock-bottono. Begin with, Premier Khrushchev
was greatly angered by Los Angeles Mayor Norrislgtnis cool reception. At the
dinner given by the Mayor in honour of Khrushch®aulson, an anti-communist,
mentioned in his introductory speech the Premigfamous phrase ‘We will bury
you’ and warned him that, “You can’t bury us, Mrhikishchev, so don’t even try
it...if challenged we shall fight to the death”, whigreatly offended Khrushchev
who retaliated: “It took me twelve hours to getéhand it will take me ten and a half
to get home™ The Premier's threat to end his visit short waswed by those
present as ‘all too red" and if executed could have resulted in drastic

consequences. Somewhat happily, Khrushchev latdessed to Ambassador Lodge
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that Mayor Poulson had ‘tried to let a fart andtéasl shit in his pant&" The
Premier’s ‘sweet and sour’ temperament challengample’s perceptions of him. In
fact, Ambassador Lodge, who until that incident badsidered Khrushchev an astute
and decent man, revealed to Eisenhower that theni®rehad a most ‘vulgar
personality™ Interestingly, his outbursts both bewildered amgciated those
present and those who heard about the incidentheia&xtensive media coverage. It
seemed that Khrushchev’s volatile, impulsive natnegle him more accessible to the
American people. While his uncomely public mannangl his somewhat stocky
comic figure often invited jokes from the Americaress, via the media coverage of
his trip, Khrushchev engaged with millions of Anvams as a ‘personality
measurable in familiar termsin fact, as the trip progressed, the attitudelecesd in
the American press regarding the Soviet Premier taedUSSR changed for the
better. The initial reports of opposition and ewemtempt that appeared in bdthe
New York TimeandThe Washington Postere replaced by reports of hope for better
US-Soviet relations.

Unlike Los Angeles, Khrushchev’s next stop in SaanEisco was more enjoyable.
There, Khrushchev was welcomed with ‘the most esiftatic cheers of his American
visit’." Over ten thousand people crowded the streets Wwaenrived and cheered so
warmly that Khrushchev broke away from his secugiiyard and rushed towards the
crowd, waving his hands around and shouting ‘spaditVhen questioned about the
apparent cordiality of the reception, members ef ¢rowd said that they had heard
that Khrushchev had gotten ‘a rough deal in Los éd@g/ and had turned out ‘to
show him traditional American hospitalit}’. Some San Francisco residents also
mentioned that their welcome had been motivatedalspirit of fair play’, adding
that after all the Soviet Premier was a guest éir ttountry”” The friendly welcome
Khrushchev experienced in San Francisco made ugh&poor performance in Los
Angeles. Most Americans, it seemed, with the pregjon of the Premier’'s trip,
became principally focused on getting Khrushcheleéon more than expected about
their country and their customs and by so doing theped that he would see the

importance in improving the strained US-Soviettielaship.
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Khrushchev at Camp David

In the last leg of the Premier’s trip, PresidergeBihower took his visitor to his retreat
at Camp David where they had informal talks concgrmrsome of the pressing
matters facing their countries and the world. White ‘breakthrough’ negotiations
were accomplished by the talks, Khrushchev did rartbe time limit within which
he had threatened to sign a Soviet-East Germarepteeaty forcing the Western
powers out of Berlif. In return, Eisenhower agreed to attend a sumnmifecence,
which Khrushchev was eager to have, and settleddiprocating Khrushchev’s visit
with his own trip to Russi¥. Among the other issues discussed were the expgndin
of information between the East and the West aedotrerall improvement in US-
Soviet relationd” However, the talks at Camp David were not withfoustrations.
According to US General A.J. Goodpaster, the Pessichad been irritated by
Khrushchev’'s unacceptable decisions concerningiBeahd at one point even
threatened that he would ‘not return the visit ws&a’ or attend a summit if some
progressive understanding was not achiéledVhile still sceptical on whether or
not the visit had actually helped US-Soviet relasio Eisenhower, like many
Americans, felt that the trip had generated a thgvim the Cold War. In particular,
the lifting of the USSR’s Berlin time limit, as Eishower suggested, somewhat
relaxed the atmosphere of crisis and opened thefevayrther negotiations between
the US and the USSFE',

Aside from the diplomatic development that had Itegufrom the visit, a most
valuable part of Khrushchev’s thirteen-day trip what Americans got to see the
Soviet Premier first hand. Prior to his visit, Kehehev, like his predecessor Stalin,
had been regarded by the American public as ‘tfi®rmp of evil'* After his visit
however, Khrushchev was no longer viewed as persogithe sinister force of
communism. In fact, he seemed to be just ‘a grahefly, round, short mart’. His
wife and children, who had accompanied him on hs thad further helped soften
Khrushchev’'s image. The very act that he had brbugs family along made
Khrushchev more accessible and appealing to thergkempublic. A nation-wide
Gallup Poll surveying the public’'s reaction to thisit found that when asked the
guestion: ‘All things considered, do you think Khhehev’s visit to the United States
had been a good thing or a bad thing?’ the ratiappiroval to disapproval was 3-to-

17" Furthermore, in regard to Eisenhower’s expectigdttr Russia, the majority of
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the general public expected the President’s remeptiould be ‘friendlier’ than that
experienced by Khrushch&V. So, while initially sceptical about the visit, many
ways Khrushchev's trip to the US was viewed asaass by the American public.
The hopeful feelings associated with the visit wereatly intensified by seeing the
Soviet leader in their county and by the diplomdwgadway made at Camp David.
Indeed, on the whole, Americans were left hopdial his visit had brought about a

promising tone in the US-Soviet dialogue.

The Soviet view

For the USSR, Premier Khrushchev’s visit ushered inew stage in US-Soviet
relations; one that was significantly differentrfrahe mistrust propagated during the
Stalinist era. Indeed, even before his trip tolt® Nikita Khrushchev had embarked
on a more flexible and realistic foreign policy,eothat improved the unfavourable
and distorted image of America within the USSR. udiichev’s revised strategy
toward the West took several forms that entaileduéstantial increase in the
importation of Western books, exhibitions and nests, the temporary cessation in
the jamming of some Western broadcasts, and a egreatchange of foreign
delegations and tourist¥. Under the ‘peaceful coexistence’ strategy he imgleted,
Khrushchev certainly altered the view of the woldd the average Soviet citizen.
With an increase in foreign contacts, the US becdess feared and better
understood” That is not to say that the legacy of the Stalimiast, with its
suspicions and one-sided truths, was no longereptedndeed, it should be
emphasised that throughout Khrushchev’s time ingrpanti-American propaganda
changed direction on several occasions. At timesiesforeign policy moved toward
dangerous confrontations with the West, at othemmadved toward establishing a
thawing in the Cold Wdf"" Consequently, on the one hand America was still
regarded as a nation ruled by a minority of ‘rightiged extremists and Pentagon
militants’; on the other, there was a conceptiacat the majority of ‘real’ Americans
were ‘fine people™ Thus, despite a steady increase in US-Soviet ctmtshe
general Soviet view of the United States in ea®%9 more or less remained as

before, mainly influenced by a mixture of stere@y@mnd misconceptions.

Regardless of their preconceived views of Ametiica,Soviet people looked forward

to Khrushchev’s impending visit to the US. Whenytheere told of their Premier’'s
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invitation to America at a press conference on gusi 1959, thousands voiced their
support by sending their best wishes through tserd telegram€ In fact, the
hopes and expectations that the Soviet people iassdovith Khrushchev's visit
were extensively expressed throughout the SoviessorE.A. Moiseyev, a biologist
from Leningrad, wrote to the Sovilew Timegevealing that ‘the exchange of visits
between the leaders of our two countries is a éesg and long-awaited
development’ that would be ‘an advantage to"&lI'Similarly, Vladimir Matskevich,
USSR'’s Minister of Agriculture, hoped that the visvould facilitate [both] peaceful
co-operation...and the extension of scientific, aaltuand agricultural contacts
between the two countrie®’. Indeed, according to a somewhat overzealas/
Timesarticle, ‘no one in the Soviet Union, either indival or group, [had] any
interest in preventing closer understanding andetl@onfidence between Moscow
and Washingtoi® as a means of ending the Cold War. From factovilages and
universities, ‘thousands [of] good wishes’ had beeceived concerning the Soviet
leader’s ‘mission of good wil®" Prior to Khrushchev’s trip to the US, there was
certainly an apparent excitement in the air, a hdpatmosphere mingled with
apprehension. It seemed that the Russian peoptersig wished to see practical
steps being taken in building the hostile relatiopsthat existed between their
country and the US. For many Russians the visit Waged upon as being a
favourable reflection of their country, their leadend themselves. Naturally, many
wanted it to succeed. They wanted to show Ameriwhtae world that the Soviet
Union was a mighty peace-promoting nation that ragpito reduce international

tensions.

A substantial support toward the visit was larg#ihected at Premier Khrushchev. As
implied in Face to Face with Ameri¢caa Soviet sponsored book documenting the
Premier's visit, it was ‘the Soviet Union, the Setvipeople with all its heroic
deedsits space rockets and its atomic power statiorss,ngw factories and its
agricultural achievementthat flew to America in the person of Khrushch&/. So,
while the Soviet people were greatly enthused atptospects of a successful visit,
they were especially approving of their Premierdarbarking upon his historic trip.
They were of the belief, or at least that was howas expressed throughout the

Soviet press at the time, that Khrushchev had @oneble service for them and for
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communism. The Soviet Premier was looked upon bgymRussians as a leading
statesman set on ‘enhance[ing] the prestige ofir]tisecialist homeland®" and
achieving a new stage in relations between thedsobrhightiest powers. According
to The Washington Paqsta flood of praises flowed into the Kremlin, ngyvaper
offices and radio stations for Premier KhrushcH&/ Academician K. Skyyabin
wrote to Moscow Newsclaiming that the ‘Soviet people, welcome with jthye
meeting between N.S. Khrushchev, this most actiarman of peace, and President
Eisenhower®™' Similarly, E. Bordashov, a Soviet engineer, sedsshat ‘the
international atmosphere has become warmer [becasknow N.S. Khrushchev to
be an ardent and consistent champion of peace amdsrhappiness®" For the
Soviet people, Khrushchev’'s visit to America empbeds that his policy of a
‘peaceful coexistence’ between the US and the $&lméon was being implemented

and therefore his trip benefited the USSR as vegetha world.

Khrushchev’s impending visit to the United Stategainly occupied a firm place in
Soviet life. After so many years of censorship, $arss were eager to finally find out
more about their adversary. Unfortunately, desfikgir enthusiasm, most of the
coverage they received concerning the US and ibplpewas limited. Unlike their
American counterparts, the Soviet people were pexji on the whole, with an air
brushed version of Khrushchev’s visit to the Unit@tes. Although around thirty
Soviet correspondents accompanied Premier Khrushichthe US, their dispatches
lacked in information and often duplicated one hedt™" Instead of covering all
the news related to Khrushchev’s tour of the Unistates, the Soviet press was set
on censoring any positive impressions of Americ thad the potential to disfavour
the Soviet government. Interestingly, the Unitedt&t Information Agency (USIA)
reported that although not devoid of criticism, gared with previous media
coverage, Soviet radio commentary on the UniteteStat least at the beginning of
Khrushchev’s visit, had been generally ‘light andest in tone and substané&®
Even so, such relaxations were temporary. By thé @nKhrushchev’s visit, the
Soviet government were not only jamming some ofgpecial announcements made
by Khrushchev himself, but they were highly selexin what they aired of President
Eisenhower's speechB¥ It seemed that while Khrushchev frequently prodesiis
encouragement of East-West contacts, the Sovies m@ntinued to hold information

from its public. In other words, the Stalinist td&rian control remained, and
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anything provocative was usually overlooked. Inettommunist style, the state-
controlled Soviet press primarily focused on therendavourable aspects of
Khrushchev’s trip, thus greatly limiting the Sovig¢ople’s view of his visit and
America and consequently limiting a genuine atteatphachieving a thawing in the
Cold War.

Furthermore, a great portion of the news coverageived in the USSR was mostly
focused on the enthusiastic receptions Americaowstl the Premier and how he, in
turn, was able to demonstrate to the US public thatSoviet communists about
whom they had been told so many ‘incredible’ stngere normal people like
themselves. For instance, Khrushchev’s visit watrgged in the USSR as giving a
‘crushing blow to anti-Soviet propaganda and misemtions’ and, in that respect, it
was ‘doubly and triply useful by drawing a vividdaoonvincing picture of the Soviet
Union’.* |nstead of enlightening the Russian public on Aozeand subsequently
dispelling misconceptions about the US, the Sopress was more concerned with
chronicling Khrushchev’'s personal successes. Assaltr of the one-sided nature of
the media, the Soviet people were made to belieak ot only was their Premier
wholly ‘embraced by the US public’, but that hissiviwas ‘shaping up to be a
massive succes¥*" To be fair, some news coverage revealed that Kiche was
met with hostility from ‘unnamed circles’, but sudports were quick to dismiss that
any opposition was in the minority™ For instance, the Disneyland ‘incident’ that
saw an upset Khrushchev being refused entry tothbene-park due to security
reasons was skimmed over and reported as a ‘ludiarident’, that was ‘not worth
mentioning’™*" As a result, the Soviet people were, on the mast, fxept from
getting a real idea of Khrushchev’s visit and theekican way of life, which greatly
restricted the sincerity of establishing an intarade between the Soviet Union and

the United States.

The news coverage that the Russian people recealmmit the US during
Khrushchev’s visit was a vivid example of a goveemtnthat still misinformed its
public. Despite Khrushchev’'s ‘attempt’ at expandeantacts with the US, the lack
and distortion of information distributed by thatstcontrolled Soviet press was well
calculated to assure the Russian people that Wexe better off than the “alleged

victims of capitalism™™ Any opposition that Premier Khrushchev encountered
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throughout his visit and that the Soviet press ol was attributed to the ‘serious
illness of America politicians, which Mr. Khrushehevas doing his best to
“cure™.™ Overall, as previously mentioned, the Soviet paidsnot dwell on any
cool receptions that Khrushchev received. Indeee,Russian people were made to
believe that ‘Khrushchev’'s visit had rocked Ameti¥8" The Khrushchev-
Eisenhower talks at Camp David were especiallyrpged by the Soviet press as a
stepping stone toward peace and disarmament amnefdre ‘a better life, ever so
much faster™ " |f anything went wrong, it was suggested, it wouldk be the
doing of the Soviet government, but ‘the businessianed profiteers of armaments’,
who would ‘stand in the way of peace despite theaty hopeful dreams of
American workers™™ Referring to the Camp David talks, the Soviet peapere
said to have been ‘gratified to learn that thishextge of views took place’, and that
on all the issues discussed ‘there was a commoarstathding of improving Soviet-

American relations*®

Despite the limited information made availabletie Boviet people, or because of it,
the majority of Russians were of the opinion tiwdrt Premier’s trip had been a great
success. Like their American counterparts, theyleleved that the visit signified

XCi

‘the consolidation of the peace and security ofpbem™ For the Soviet populace,
the very act that Khrushchev had gone to Ameridécated a softening in US-Soviet
affairs and a win for the USSR. According to tberrent Digest of the Soviet Press
the warm reception accorded to their Premier in & was enough ‘graphic
evidence that there [was] no unsurmountable olestgol the establishment of good-
neighbour relations between the two greatest powkthe world*" At a meeting
held upon his return at the Lenin Central Stadiarhonour of the Premier’s visit to
the US, V. Ustinov, First Secretary of the Moscoity Committee of the Communist
Party, captured the general Soviet mood by sayag the “people are justly proud
that they and their homeland [had] an outstandalg to play in the great fight for
peace™ " For the Soviet people, a new favourable stage $aSdviet relations, as
well as a new phase in the USSR’s history, had baemeved by Premier

Khrushchev’s visit to America.
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Khrushchev’s view

Given the hostile world that the USSR found itselfollowing Stalin’s death, Soviet
Premier Nikita Khrushchev sought to improve theséekast-West relationship and
alter the unfavourable image of the Soviet Uniomoal. In fact, Khrushchev,
considered as the main ‘de-Stalinizer,” took sev@@asures in detangling the Soviet
Union ‘from the international isolation that Staéinheavy handed tactics had
created™" Although the USSR’s foreign policy manifested mfbesible tactics than
under Stalin’s rigid leadership, it would be a raks to think that Nikita Khrushchev
was ‘soft’ on the West. On the contrary, while haynmave been seeking America’s
cooperation, Khrushchev retained Stalin’s misttogtard the US and still regarded
America as the Soviet Union’s main rival. Despiie $uspicion of America, or rather
because of it, Premier Khrushchev had been fasdnaith the United States for
some time before his eventual visit in Septembé&919he Soviet leader was most
taken with the US because he regarded it as thenggtst opponent among the
capitalist countries; the leader that called theetof anti-Sovietism for the rest”
Khrushchev’s courtship of the West intensified wiils appointment as Premier of
the USSR and his pursuit of an American invitattam be dated back to the mid-
1950s. It was during an interview with Western jalists on 13 May 1957, that
Khrushchev first hinted that he wanted to see thédd States: ‘I cannot go as a
tourist’, but a meeting with Eisenhower concernsgmmit-level talks on issues
facing their countries would be useful as ‘I grgadispect President Eisenhower and |
have told this to him personal§?"' While his various subtle attempts at securing an
invitation were not answered for some time, byyeatigust 1959, due in part to the

unstable situation facing the world, Khrushchev asised to visit the US.

When Khrushchev received the invitation he had beenting, he was stunned. As
he remembered it, Eisenhower’s request had ‘comhefahe blue’, making him find

it ‘hard to believe®" His son Sergei Khrushchev recalled that despitestiock his

father was feeling, the Soviet leader also recethednews of his impending visit
‘with immense satisfaction...even with jo§*" For Premier Khrushchev, the
invitation was a personal achievement. Being thst fiead of the Soviet government
to travel to America was certainly appealing. Tea#e Khrushchev as proud and
overzealous would probably be an understatememtséme time Khrushchev had

wanted to step out of the shadows of his more famadecessors and such a visit
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certainly provided the needed coverage and promgénboosting his public figure
at home as well as abro4.Furthermore, Premier Khrushchev took the invitats

a sign that the US had finally acknowledged SoRiessia as an equallhe Premier
also believed that ‘public opinion in the Unitedt€&ahad begun more and more to
favour an improvement in relations with the Soweion ... [and] which Eisenhower
was forced to listen td'. Whatever his reasoning for the invitation, Khrusie
certainly looked forward to his impending visit amchat that entailed for him
personally as well as for his country.

Nevertheless, while he was more than excited tallfinbe going to the US,
Khrushchev was also apprehensive about the tripbéigpn with, due to his general
mistrust of America and the tense relationship thasted between the US and the
Soviet Union, Khrushchev was most afraid that heuldiobe not be given the
privilege and respect befitting his visit. Accorgito the Premier, ‘there was some
concern that we might encounter discrimination...tioat reception might not
correspond to the requirements of protocol in kegmiur rank" The Soviet leader
also feared that American ‘capitalists and aristterviewed him, a former worker,
as ‘a poor relation’ coming to b&§.Consequently, Khrushchev was greatly worried
about the planned negotiations he was to have Erganhower. While he wanted to
‘go beyond minimal peaceful coexistence’ and tines more pressing matters like
nuclear disarmament, he was determined on refuamgne that push[ed] us around
or sat on our neck§¥ Even so, despite his anxieties concerning the Idpmeents
that could ensue from his visit, the Soviet Premnas perhaps most eager to finally
‘be face to face with America...[s0] I'd be able &gt with my own eyes, to touch it

with my own fingers<’

While he may have been overly impressed by the amedc he received upon his
arrival in Washington, in that it made him ‘immelysproud’ and ‘dispelled [the]

apprehension’ he had had toward the WiiKhrushchev retained his suspicions of
any opposition he encountered. Throughout his tduhe US, Khrushchev felt that

any hostility directed towards him came primarilgrh arrogant government officials
and signified that America was not willing to cufie Cold War tensions. Premier
Khrushchev thought that prominent figures like Un8ecretary of State Douglas

Dillon and even the American Secretary of Staterigiian Herter, were rather cold
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toward him and his entourage and, because of améHCommunist stance, set out to
sabotage his trip. According to Khrushchev, themier was ‘very hostile’ and
‘couldn’t stand us’, while the latter ‘wasn’t mudetter than [Dean] Acheson’, the
former Secretary of State who was an avid antipretestor””" As mentioned earlier,
an official that Khrushchev did not warm to durihig visit was LA Mayor Norris
Poulson. In fact, Khrushchev’s tense meeting withlfon was a most notable part of
his trip, one that the Premier remembered well.odding to the Soviet leader, the
Mayor held an ‘extremely anti-Soviet position...tHighrushchev] had no intention
of tolerating’®" particularly if that interfered with his ‘missiaof good will.” After
Poulson ‘stuck all kinds of pins in the Soviet Umiand [its] system’, Khrushchev
later reflected that ‘it was always the represéveatof certain political circles, and
not the American people themselves, who expressetdstility that existed between

our country systems™

Aside from a few hostile encounters usually invotyigovernment officials, the
Soviet Premier was of the opinion that the Amerigablic, on the whole, was
genuinely supportive of his peace promoting visibr example, as Khrushchev
remembered, wherever he went ‘whole families wareto greet him’ and ‘there
were no angry shout§”. It should be pointed out that from the onset of tiip
Khrushchev set out to gain the support of the Acagripeople. Indeed, the decision
to take the whole Khrushchev family to the US wahienced by the possibility that
it would generate a favourable impression of thei&dJnion and its leader among
the general public. Furthermore, throughout hip, tkhrushchev tried to reduce
American misconceptions of the USSR and attemptediispel any suspicions
towards him by making an effort to meet the peopleany opportunity, he mingled
with ordinary Americans and tried to win them owvéth his charismatic character.
When he did receive attention, he was greatlyeftatt and believed that the public
took a liking to him and to the ‘peaceful coexistenhe was preachirf. While
Khrushchev was met with some criticism, for theagge part of his visit he was too
sheltered and too preoccupied with being in Ametigafully attain a realistic
perspective of the public’s attitude towards hinevBirtheless, he left the US thinking
‘that the plain people of American liked [hinf}"
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On 25 September, two days before departing, PreKheushchev finally got his
chance to talk to President Eisenhower when hegbimm at Camp David. Although
Khrushchev recalled in his memoir that he had myh Hiopes of resolving the more
serious problems facing their countries, accordangistorian William Tompson, the
Soviet Premier had gone to Camp David ‘expectingiesaramatic result§ It
would certainly be fair to imply that Khrushchevdhgone to America confident that
US-Soviet relations, not merely communications, toatle, cultural exchanges and
everything else that went with it, were going t@amnd. Khrushchev wanted to come
away from the visit and the talks in a way thabakd him ‘to pass into history as a
man who secured a long-term détente in the cold savéngthy period of peace for
the development of his people’s economy and weld&" After some
deliberations and suspicions on both parts, Khituesh@and Eisenhower issued a joint
communiqué, which, according to the Soviet Premigrild be received favourably
by all in the world ‘who were working for peacé’.Despite the negotiations at Camp
David, no concrete problems facing the US and theié® Union were resolved.
However, just the fact that his visit had occureed that a summit for further talks
had been scheduled was something that Khrushchgewneat proud of and that ‘even

Stalin [would] have been interested fi".

Following his visit to the US, Premier Khrushcheasafull of optimism ‘that his
personal diplomacy could bear fruit” Indeed, it goes without saying that aside
from the diplomatic headway made at Camp David,ughchev had been part of a
historic event. He himself was quite aware that3bgiet Union had taken necessary
steps in deflating the Cold War. More importanilyemier Khrushchev believed that
he had altered the biased American perceptionggdif and Soviet Russia, and that
he had gained the support of the American masdds®ugh he claimed that the visit
had not changed his own perceptions of capitalisteAca, his speech given in
Moscow the day of his arrival revealed that notyaitl he firmly believe a thawing
in the Cold War had occurred, but that Presidesémiower was willing to cooperate
with the USSR So sure was Khrushchev of the success of his Aaetiip that
during his visit to Peiping, China less than fogight hours after leaving the US, he
told his hosts wholeheartedly that his trip ‘wilhdoubtedly improve relations

between the US and the Soviet Union and ease atteral tensions®™
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Epilogue

The visit to the USA of Soviet Premier Nikita Khhehev can be regarded as
representing a thawing in the Cold War and subsgfjuan improvement in US-
Soviet relations. Indeed, regardless of past musuelpicions of each other, in
general, the Soviet and American public alike weled Khrushchev's visit,
believing that it had marked a promising turn ie tiostile international arena. The
Camp David talks and the subsequent schedulingsaframit between the US and the
Soviet Union and their allies were especially relgdras bringing the two countries
closer together at a most dangerous time in wadtbty. Khrushchev’s trip certainly
set the tone for international peace, which wasesyagdesired by both the
populations of the US and the USSR. The visit patiedvay toward ending the Cold
War and removing the war danger by replacing inviibpes of peace and agreement
between the world’s two opposing superpowers. Rreiinrushchev was also of the
opinion that his visit signified the beginning ofgaadual increase in contacts and
peaceful coexistence between the United Stateshen8oviet Union. Following the
visit, according to the Sovidllew Times ‘in the Soviet-American dialogue, you

[could] hear notes of mutual trust, respect anchegediality’.~*

Despite the hopes and prospects that both the Aareand Soviet public as well as
Khrushchev associated with his trip, just six mgnéfter his promising mission of
‘peace and friendship,” US-Soviet relations recdiaedevastating setback when on 1
May 1960, only weeks before the scheduled East-\Wesmit in Paris, an American
U-2 spy plane was shot down in Soviet territB‘i‘ﬂ/.The confidence, optimism and
trust acquired from the visit diminished. As a tesithe promising dialogue that had
been fostered during the trip was wiped away, @sdgnburning the bridges toward
improved US-Soviet relations and the warming of @@d War. The U-2 incident
radically affected the psychological mindset of otthe American and the Soviet
public. As Sergei Khrushchev noted, ‘everything wask in its familiar [order] and
newspapers were filled with harsh calls for vigdanand readiness to rebuff the

aggressors™"

Even so, the U-2 incident and the setback thadtdn the development of East-West
relations should not take away from the historgngicance of Khrushchev's visit to

the US. While any political achievements may haagetl into the background, the
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Soviet Premier’s trip to the United States enalledAmerican and Soviet public to
better acquaint themselves with each other. As ésefgrushchev suggested, the
Soviet Premier’s visit was a ‘successful first afp’ at making the Americans and
the Russians move away from viewing each otheth@senemy<*" For that matter,
the visit improved the unfavourable Russian vietv&rmerica and vice versa that had
been a symptom of the Cold War, and allowed thaddnBtates and the USSR as
well as the world to breathe easier. If only forslaort period of time, Premier
Khrushchev’s visit to the US certainly relaxed theernational climate and brought
the American and Soviet people closer togetheeaathat had not been achieved at

any other time throughout the Cold War and thah&edly boded well for the future.
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