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wag called off well short of a clear-cut decision either way., I
explained why the Canadians of the 1agt century had wished to avoid
a complete severence of ascociation with Britain: the fear of a
stronger neighbouf was & consideration which my Russian audience
found it easy %o underatand. Basically, I pointed out, Canadians
got their independence from the imperisl power not by violence bu'
by a gradual process of pressure and Persuasion and dialogue,
leading to a series of agreements angd brecedents used in turn as

a basie for further political development., This particular road
to independence by dialogue and agreement was T admitted by no
means always possible for all colonial people: whether it proved
possible in any particular case depended in part on willingness
by the imperial power to be persuaded and to accest changes and
make concessions. But I emphasized that in cases where it did
prove possible, it had tremendous advantages for both sides.

When it was feasible, it was a much better road than the alter-
native, which some political philosophers had claimed is 1neV1tsﬁ"
or even desirable, of violent revolution, As I told my Sovie®
friends, the road which we Canadiana-pioneered has since been
followed not only by other ex-Buropean settlers overseas in

Australia and New Zealand, but also by the peoples of Indié,

Pakistan and Ceylon, of Nigeria and Kenya, of Jamaica and prini” 4

dad and many other territories im every ocontinent, e

er’
The implications of this particular path to inﬂepend

by persuasion and dialogue, not ondy

were I suggested tremendous,
for doctrines of political 8clence -~ they are directly °°"tr8ry

to the theses of clasgsical Marxism and Leniniem, for example’
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