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It may be of developing significance—I hope it is—
that there have been signs of change in this latter situation in
the satellite border states. But there is no sign of change in
respect of the absorption of subject peoples 1like the Ukranians
and the Balts inside the communist centralized empire. While they
and other subject peoples remain under the heel of Moscow, we
certainly have the right to reject any protestations by the
leaders in Moscow of their belief in self-government or the rights
of peoples. Indeed, this Russian system is a new colonialism
which is far more terrible, far more reactionary snd far more
wldespread than was any form of colonizl rule in history. More-
overs it is practised by men who have managed to get too many
other men to accept them as champions of national freedom against
the 0ld colonialism which is now fast disappearing. Their claims
to such a role in twentieth century development of national
freedom represent one of the greatest perversions:in history.

] Then finally, Stanlinism meant the use of communist

: parties in non-communist states as agents of Moscow policies.

, These parties I think have been shaken by the overthrow of

thelr great god Stalin; but they sre recovering from this shock
and they are now beginning to rally with traditional submission--
as so often in the past—to the new dictates from Moscow and to
become its agents as before. Their attitude to this change that
has taken place will be a concluBive test whether they have any
clalms to national allegiance or national status at all or whether
they are merely, as they were formerly, the tools of Moscow for
any purpose that Moscow may decide to follow.

Hence a question which has exercised us in the past
iss I think, exercising us even more at the present time. The
question to which I refer is this. Have the Moscow communist
leaders abandoned the cult not only of personality, as they
claim, but the cult of international revolution, of the violent
overthrow of our system? They, of course, insist that there
is no such cult, no such design, or no such danger. Khrushchev,
Shepilov and the others, it is true, have admitted--indeed they
have insisted—that the capitalist and the socialist-communist
systems cannot be reconciled, that one or the other must go;

5 and they are confident that it will not be the communist system
that will go. But, they add, this can be done peacefully. As
Mr. Khrushchev put it in the twentieth party congress in Moscow,
and his words were repeated by other Soviet leaders on that

| occasion:

There 1is nothing more absurd than the fiction
that people are forced to take the path of con-
munism under pressure from without. We are confident
that the ideas of communism will triumph and no
"iron curtains" or barriers erected by the bourgeois
reactionaries can halt their spread to more and more
millions.

That is the fairy tale, namely that these things develop from
within, peacefully and without force. The fact is, as we all
know, that no single country in history has become communist by
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