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to resist with all their might the fascist plague that is 
seizing power in Kiev, and to bring broad layers of the 
public into the political process;

“—direct social and economic assistance to all the 
regions of southern and eastern Ukraine, through 
launching bilateral programs and keeping low gas 
prices for Ukrainian customers, while withholding ad-
ditional direct loans to the government of Ukraine;

“—calling on all Russian citizens to contact their 
relatives and friends in Ukraine, to mobilize them to 
join an overt political process against the Maidan, 
which is leading to a future fratricidal war; . . .

“—launch of a broad campaign on national TV 
channels to support the Ukrainian public and expose 
the fascist content of the coup that is under way, as well 
as the adverse economic consequences for Ukraine, es-
pecially its eastern and southern regions;

“—an open declaration to the world community on 
the unacceptability for Russia of the creation of a fas-
cist, anti-Semitic state close to our borders, as well as 
making such statements at the UN and other interna-
tional organizations;

“—an appeal by the Government of the Russian 
Federation, under the currently valid Budapest Memo-
randum on the Sovereignty of Ukraine, dated Dec. 5, 
1994 (Article 6), to the governments of Ukraine, the 
USA, and Great Britain, with a decisive protest against 
U.S. interference in the internal affairs of Ukraine and a 
demand to convene a conference of the parties to the 
Budapest Memorandum in connection with the situa-
tion involving political aggression and measures of 
‘economic coercion designed to subordinate to their 
own interest the exercise by Ukraine of the rights inher-
ent in its sovereignty’;

“—in the event of refusal of one of the parties to 
take part in such a conference, the said memorandum 
should be declared temporarily invalid, with Russia en-
tering into direct talks with Washington, citing the situ-
ation with the Caribbean Crisis [Cuban Missile Crisis] 
of 1962 as a precedent for the current events in Ukraine, 
and proposing to the USA to hold negotiations on de-
veloping joint monitoring of the political process and 
elections in Ukraine, as well as joint mediation of a set-
tlement of the developing political crisis;

“—a proposal to the People’s Republic of China and 
other BRICS countries [Brazil, Russia, India, China, 
South Africa] to develop economic assistance plans for 
Ukraine and joint work in the entire post-Soviet area, in 
order to rein in any attempts at unilateral U.S. hegemony.”

In conclusion, they write: “Only such actions by the 

Russian state and sane forces in the Russian and inter-
national community, together with the executive bodies 
of our two countries, can stabilize the social and eco-
nomic situation in Ukraine and prevent social and po-
litical catastrophe in that country.”

Ukraine: The Budapest 
Memorandum of 1994
The following is the text of the Memorandum on Secu-
rity Assurances, known as the Budapest Memorandum, 
in connection with Ukraine’s accession to the Treaty on 
the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons, signed Dec. 
5, 1994.

The United States of America, the Russian Federa-
tion, and the United Kingdom of Great Britain and 
Northern Ireland,

Welcoming the accession of Ukraine to the Treaty 
on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons as a non-
nuclear-weapon State,

Taking into account the commitment of Ukraine to 
eliminate all nuclear weapons from its territory within a 
specified period of time,

Noting the changes in the world-wide security situ-
ation, including the end of the Cold War, which have 
brought about conditions for deep reductions in nuclear 
forces.

Confirm the following:
1. The United States of America, the Russian Fed-

eration, and the United Kingdom of Great Britain and 
Northern Ireland, reaffirm their commitment to 
Ukraine, in accordance with the principles of the CSCE 
[Commission on Security and Cooperation in Europe] 
Final Act, to respect the Independence and Sovereignty 
and the existing borders of Ukraine.

2. The United States of America, the Russian Fed-
eration, and the United Kingdom of Great Britain and 
Northern Ireland, reaffirm their obligation to refrain 
from the threat or use of force against the territorial in-
tegrity or political independence of Ukraine, and that 
none of their weapons will ever be used against Ukraine 
except in self-defense or otherwise in accordance with 
the Charter of the United Nations.

3. The United States of America, the Russian Fed-
eration, and the United Kingdom of Great Britain and 
Northern Ireland, reaffirm their commitment to 
Ukraine, in accordance with the principles of the CSCE 
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Final Act, to refrain from economic coercion designed 
to subordinate to their own interest the exercise by 
Ukraine of the rights inherent in its sovereignty and 
thus to secure advantages of any kind.

4. The United States of America, the Russian Fed-
eration, and the United Kingdom of Great Britain and 
Northern Ireland, reaffirm their commitment to seek 
immediate United Nations Security Council action to 
provide assistance to Ukraine, as a non-nuclear-weapon 
State Party to the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of 
Nuclear Weapons, if Ukraine should become a victim 
of an act of aggression or an object of a threat of aggres-
sion in which nuclear weapons are used.

5. The United States of America, the Russian Fed-
eration, and the United Kingdom of Great Britain and 
Northern Ireland, reaffirm, in the case of the Ukraine, 
their commitment not to use nuclear weapons against 
any non-nuclear-weapon State Party to the Treaty on 
the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons, except in 
the case of an attack on themselves, their territories or 
dependent territories, their armed forces, or their allies, 
by such a state in association or alliance with a nuclear 
weapon state.

6.The United States of America, the Russian Fed-
eration, and the United Kingdom of Great Britain and 
Northern Ireland will consult in the event a situation 
arises which raises a question concerning these com-
mitments.

This Memorandum will become applicable upon 
signature.

Signed in four copies having equal validity in the 
English, Russian and Ukrainian languages.

Russian Ambassador to NATO: 
BMD Discussions ‘Exhausted’

Feb. 11—In a timely restatement of long-standing Rus-
sian policy on the U.S.-NATO Ballistic Missile Defense 
system, which is being deployed to encircle Russia and 
impose their strategic capitulation to the British monar-
chy’s policies, Russia’s ambassador to NATO, Alexan-
der Grushko, told Russia 24 TV channel Feb. 10:

“We can go around in circles, convene meetings, but 
if we fail to resolve the fundamental issue of providing 
reliable legal guarantees of non-direction of the U.S. 
and NATO missile system against Russian forces of nu-
clear deterrence, we can expect no improvements” in 
the BMD discussion. RIA Novosti reported that 

Grushko added: “If our partners are not ready to give us 
this information, then we have no chance to come to an 
agreement. I do not see any possibility of doing this.”

Both current President Vladimir Putin and former 
President (when the discussions were initiated) Dmitri 
Medvedev have stated in no uncertain terms that the 
unilateral deployment of the U.S.-NATO BMD is stra-
tegically unacceptable to  Russia, and that they will take 
necessary countermeasures before the system is fully 
deployed.

Allen Dulles and OUN-B

CIA/MI6 Use of Nazis 
In Ukraine Ongoing?
by William F. Wertz, Jr.

Feb. 14—According to Hitler’s Shadow: Nazi War 
Criminals, U.S. Intelligence, and the Cold War (2012), 
by Richard Breitman and Norman Goda, U.S. intelli-
gence documents released in 2010 reveal that on May 
5, 1952, the Deputy Director of the CIA, Allen Dulles, 
well-known for running the Nazi Ratlines after World 
War II, which facilitated the escape of Nazi war crimi-
nals, wrote a letter to the U.S. Commissioner of Immi-
gration and Naturalization on the subject of Mykola 
Lebed, the chief of the secret police organization of 
Stepan Bandera’s OUN-B (Organization of Ukrainian 
Nationalists).

In the letter, Dulles wrote that Lebed was of “inesti-
mable value to this Agency in its operations. In connec-
tion with future Agency operations of the first impor-
tance, it is urgently necessary that subject be able to 
travel in Western Europe. Before subject undertakes 
such travel, however, this Agency must be in a position 
to assure his reentry into the United States without in-
vestigation or incident which would attract undue at-
tention to his activities. Your Service has indicated that 
it cannot give such assurance because of the fact that 
subject was convicted in 1936 of complicity in the 1934 
assassination of the Polish Minister of the Interior and 
sentenced to death, later commuted to life imprison-
ment. . . . Your Service has indicated that, if the subject 
reenters the United States on a reentry permit, an inves-


