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One of the defining moments of the emerging Cold War came on March 5, 1946,
when Winston Churchill (1874~1965), who had been voted out of office as prime
minister by war-weary Britons that year, gave a speech at Westminster College in
Fulton, Missouri, attended by the U.S. president Harry S Truman. In this speech,
entitled “The Sinews of Peace,” Churchill called on Americans and Western Europe-
ans to maintain a unified front against the Soviet threat.

From The Sinews of Peace, vol. 7, edited by R. R. James (New York: Chelsea House, 1946).

shadow has fallen upon the scenes so lately

lighted by the Allied victory. Nobody

knows what Soviet Russia-and its Commu-
nist international organisation intends to do in the
immediate future, or what are the limits, if any, to
their expansive and proselytising tendencies. I
have a strong admiration and regard for the valiant
Russian people and for my wartime comrade,
Marshal Stalin. There is deep sympathy and good-
will in Britain—and I doubt not here also—
towards the peoples of all the Russias and a resolve
to persevere through many differences and rebuffs
in establishing lasting friendships. We understand
the Russian need to be secure on her western fron-
tiers by the removal of all possibility of German
aggression. We welcome Russia to her rightful
place among the leading nations of the world. We
welcome her flag upon the seas. Above all, we wel-
come constant, frequent and growing contacts
between the Russian people and our own people
on both sides of the Atlantic. It is my duty however,
for I am sure you would wish me to state the facts as
I see them to you, to place before you certain facts
about the present position in Europe.

From Stettin in the Baltic to Trieste in the Adri-
atic, an iron curtain has descended across the
Continent. Behind that line lie all the capitals of the
ancient states of Central and Eastern Europe. War-
saw, Berlin, Prague, Vienna, Budapest, Belgrade,
Bucharest and Sofia, all these famous cities and the
populations around them lie in what T must call
the Soviet sphere, and all are subject in one form or
another, not only to Soviet influence but to a very

high and, in many cases, increasing measure of con-
trol from Moscow. Athens alone—Greece with its
immortal glories—is free to decide its future at an
election under British, American and French obser-
vation. The Russian-dominated Polish Government
has been encouraged to make enormous and
wrongful inroads upon Germany, and mass expul-
sions of millions of Germans on a scale grievous
and undreamed-of are now taking place. The Com-
munist parties, which were very small in all these
Eastern States of Europe, have been raised to pre-
eminence and power far beyond their numbers and
are seeking everywhere to obtain totalitarian con-
trol. Police governments are prevailing in nearly
every case, and so far, except in Czechoslovakia,
there is no true democracy.

The safety of the world requires a new unity in
Europe, from which no nation should be perma-
nently outcast. It is from the quarrels of the strong
parent races in Europe that the world wars we have
witnessed, or which occurred in former times, have
sprung. Twice in our own lifetime we have seen
the United States, against their wishes and their
traditions, against arguments, the force of which
it is impossible not to comprehend, drawn by irre-
sistible forces, into these wars in time to secure the
victory of the good cause, but only after frightful
slaughter and devastation had occurred. Twice the
United States has had to send several millions of its
young men across the Atlantic to find the war; but
now war can find any nation, wherever it may dwell
between dusk and dawn. Surely we should work
with conscious purpose for a grand pacification of
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Europe, within the structure of the United Nations
and in accordance with its Charter. That [ feel is an

open cause of policy of very great importance. -

From what I have seen of our Russian friends
and Allies during the war, 1 am convinced that
there is nothing they admire so much as strength,
and there is nothing for which they have less respect
than for weakness, especially military weakness.
For that reason the old doctrine of a balance of
power is unsound. We cannot afford, if we can help
it, to work on narrow margins, offering tempta-
tions to a trial of strength. If the Western Democ-
racies stand together in strict adherence to the
principles of the United Nations Charter, their
influence for furthering those principles will be
immense and no one is likely to molest them. If

however they become divided or falter in their duty
and if these all-important years are allowed to slip
away then indéed catastrophe may overwhelm
us all.

Review QUESTIONS

1. What was the Iron Curtain? Where was it?

2. What policies was Churchill promoting in this
speech?

3. What specific response do you think be hoped
to elicit from his U.S. audience?

4. To what extent were his remarks shaped by the
existence of nuclear weapons? By the U.S. tradi-
tion of isolationism?

NIKITA KHRUSHCHEV
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Stalin’s death in 1953 was followed by an intense struggle for power within the Soviet
leadership. At midnight on the night of February 25, 1956, the victor of this contest,
first secretary Nikita Khrushchev (1894-1971), gave a “secret speech” to the twentieth
congress of the Communist Party. In blunt language, Khrushchev denounced Stalin’s
authoritarianism as a deviation from the Marxist-Leninist principles of the Bolshe-
vik revolution. Later that year, Khrushchev reestablished friendly relations with
Yugoslavia’s independent communist leader, Josip Broz Tito, demonstrating a new
willingness on the part of the Soviet state to tolerate “different roads to Socialism.”
When he became premier in 1958, Khrushchev rejected the inevitability of war with
noncommunist states, cultivating a foreign policy based on “peaceful coexistence.”
As a loyal communist, Khrushchev remained committed to single-party rule, the
planned economy, and state censorship, but his de-Stalinization campaign produced
a notable thaw within the Soviet Union. Many political prisoners were released, and
many of those who had died or been imprisoned during Stalin’s reign of terror were
exonerated of any crimes. Greater intellectual freedom was granted to artists, while
ordinary Soviet citizens, who had long suffered as a result of Stalin’s single-minded
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focus on the development of heavy industry, benefited from a redirection of the econ-
omy toward greater production of consumer goods.

From The M.S:.: Dictatorship: Khrushchev's “Secret Speech” and Other Documents, edited
by T. H. Rigby (Sydney: Sydney University Press, 1968), pp. 23-25, 29-32, 36-37, 52-53

58-62, 65, 84.

omrades! In the report of the Central Com-

mittee of the party at the 20th Congress; in

a number of speeches by delegates to the
Congress, as well as before this during plenary
sessions of the CPSU Central Committee, quite a
lot has been said about the cult of the individual
and about its harmful consequences.

After Stalin’s death the Central Committee of
the party began to implement a policy of explain-
ing concisely and consistently that it is impermis-
sible and foreign to the spirit of Marxism-Leninism
to elevate one person, to transform him into a
superman possessing supernatural characteristics
akin to those of a god. Such a man supposedly
knows everything, sees everything, thinks for
everyone, can do anything, and is infallible in his
behaviour.

This kind of belief about a man, namely about
Stalin, was cultivated among us for many years.

The great modesty of the genius of the revolu-
tion, Vladimir Ilyich Lenin, is known. Lenin always
stressed the role of the people as the creator of his-
tory, the directing and organizational role of the
party as a living and creative organism, and also
the role of the Central Committee.

Marxism does not negate the role of the leaders
of the workers’ class in directing the revolutionary
liberation movement.

While ascribing great importance to the role of
the leaders and organizers of the masses, Lenin at
the same time mercilessly stigmatized every mani-
festation of the cult of the individual, inexorably
combated views which are foreign to Marxism,
about the “hero” and the “crowd,” and countered
all efforts to oppose the “hero” to the masses and
to the people.

In addition to the great accomplishmeng,
of V. I Lenin for the victory of the working clag,
and of the working peasants, for the SQOJWOm our
party and for the application of the ideas of sciep.
tific communism to life, his acute mind expressed
itself also, in the fact that he detected in Stalip in
time those negative characteristics which resulted
later in grave consequences.

Stalin acted not through persuasion, explana-
tion, and patient co-operation with people, but by
imposing his concepts and demanding absolute
submission to his opinion. Whoever opposed this
concept or tried to prove his viewpoint, and the
correctness of his position, was doomed to removal
from the leading collective and to subsequent
moral and physical annihilation. This was espe-
cially true during the period following the 17th
Party Congress [in 1934], when many prominent
party leaders and rank-and-file party workers, hon-
est and dedicated to the cause of communism, fell
victim to Stalin’s despotism.

It was precisely during this period (1935-
1937-1938) that the practice of mass repression
through the government apparatus was born, first
against the enemies of Leninism—Trotskyites,
Zinovievites, Bukharinites, long since politically
defeated by the party, and subsequently also against
many honest communists, against those party cad-
res who had borne the heavy load of the Civil War
and the first and most difficult years of industrial-
ization and collectivization, who actively fought
against the Trotskyites and the rightists for the
Leninist party line.
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Stalin originated the concept “enemy of the
ﬁm%_m... This term automatically rendered it unnec-
essary that the ideological errors of a man or men
engaged in a controversy bE proven; this term made
possible the employment of the most cruel repres-
sion, violating all norms of revolutionary legality,
seainst anyone who in any way disagreed with
gralin, against those who were only suspected of
hostile intent, against those who had bad reputa-
tions. This concept, “enemy of the people,” actually
eliminated the possibility of any kind of ideologi-
cal struggle or the making of one’s views known
on this or that issue, even those of a practical char-
acter. In the main, and in actuality, the only proof
of guilt used, against all norms of current legal
science, was the “confession” of the accused him-
self; and, as subsequent probing proved, “confes-
sions” were acquired through physical pressures
against the accused.

" Ll *

[Stalin] discarded the Leninist method of con-
vincing and educating; he abandoned the method
of ideological struggle for that of administrative
violence, mass repressions, and terror. He acted on
an increasingly larger scale and more stubbornly
through punitive organs, at the same time often
violating all existing norms of morality and of
Soviet laws.

Arbitrary behavior by one person encour-
aged and permitted arbitrariness in others. Mass
arrests and deportations of many thousands of
people, execution without trial and without nor-
mal investigation created conditions of insecurity,
fear and even desperation.

This, of course, did not contribute toward unity
of the party ranks and of all strata of working
people, but on the contrary brought about the
annihilation and expulsion from the party of work-
ers who were loyal but inconvenient to Stalin.

= " -

Were our party’s sacred Leninist principles
observed after the death of Vladimir Ilyich?

Whereas during the first few years after Lenin’s
death party congresses and Central Committee

plenums took place more or less regularly, later,
when Stalin began increasingly to abuse his power,
these principles were crudely violated. This was
especially evident during the last 15 years of his life.
Was it a normal situation when over 13 years elapsed
between the 18th and 19th Party Congresses, years
during which our party and our country experi-
enced so many important events? These events
demanded categorically that the party pass resolu-
tions pertaining to the country’s defense during the
Patriotic War and to peacetime construction after
the war. Even after the end of the war a congress was
not convened for over 7 years.

. - .

In practice Stalin ignored the norms of party
life and trampled on the Leninist principle of col-
lective party leadership.

Stalin’s arbitrariness vis-g-vis the party and its
Central Committee became fully evident after the
17th Party Congress which took place in 1934.

- - -

It has been established that of the 139 members
and candidates of the Party’s Central Committee
who were elected at the 17th Congress, 98 persons,
i.e. 70 percent, were arrested and shot (mostly in
1937-1938). (Indignation in the hall.)

The power accumulated in the hands of one
person, Stalin, led to serious consequences during
the Great Patriotic War.

When we look at many of our novels, films and
historical “scientific studies,” the role of Stalin in the
Patriotic War appears to be entirely improbable.
Stalin had foreseen everything. The Soviet Army, on
the basis of a strategic plan prepared by Stalin long
before, used the tactics of so-called “active defense,”
i.e., tactics which, as we know, allowed the Germans
to come up to Moscow and Stalingrad. Using such
tactics the Soviet Army, supposedly thanks only to
Stalin’s genius, turned to the offensive and subdued
the enemy. The epic victory gained through the
armed might of the Land of the Soviets, through
our heroic people is ascribed in this type of novel,
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film and “scientific study” as being completely due
to the strategic genius of Stalin.

During the war and after the war Stalin put for-
ward the thesis that the tragedy which our nation
experienced in the first part of the war was the
result of the “unexpected” attack of the Germans
against the Soviet Union. But, Comrades, this is
completely untrue. As soon as Hitler came to power
in Germany he assigned himself the task of liqui-
dating communism. The fascists were saying this
openly; they did not hide their plans. In order to
attain this aggressive end all sorts of pacts and
blocs were created, such as the famous Berlin-
Rome-Tokyo axis. Many facts from the pre-war
period clearly showed that Hitler was going all out
to begin a war against the Soviet state and that he
had concentrated large armed units, together with
armored units, near the Soviet borders.

Documents which have now been published

show that by April 3, 1941, Churchill, through
his ambassador to the U.S.S.R., Cripps, person-
ally warned Stalin that the Germans had begun
regrouping their armed units with the intent of
attacking the Soviet Union. It is self-evident that
Churchill did not do this at all because of his
friendly feeling toward the Soviet nation. He had
in this his own imperialistic goals—to bring
Germany and the U.S.S.R. into a bloody war and
thereby to strengthen the position of the British
Empire. Just the same, Churchill affirmed in his
writings that he sought to “warn Stalin and call his
attention to the danger which threatened him.”
Churchill stressed this repeatedly in his dispatches
of April 18 and in the following days. However,
Stalin took no heed of these warnings. What is
more, Stalin ordered that no credence be given to
information of this sort, in order not to provoke
the initiation of military operations.

= = *

When there developed an exceptionally serious
situation for our army in 1942 in the Kharkov
region, we correctly decided to drop an operation
whose objective had been to encircle Kharkov,
because the real situation at that time would have

threatened our army with fatal consequences if thi
operation had been proceeded with. 4

We communicated this to Stalin, stating thy
the situation demanded changes in operationg)
plans in order to prevent the enemy from liquidys.
ing a sizable concentration of our army.

Contrary to common sense, Stalin rejected oyp
suggestion and issued the order to continue the
operation aimed at the encirclement of Kharkoy,
despite the fact that at this time many army Sm..
centrations were themselves actually threateneq
with encirclement and liquidation.

* = =

And what was the result of this? The worst that
we had expected. The Germans surrounded our
army concentrations and consequently we lost
hundreds of thousands of our soldiers. This is Stalin’s
military “genius™ this what it cost us. (Movement in
the hall)

In the same vein, let us take, for instance, our
historical and military films and some works of lit-
erature; they make us feel sick. Their true objective
is the propagation of the theme of praising Stalin as
a military genius. Let us recall the film, “The Fall of
Berlin.” Here only Stalin acts; he issues orders in the
hall in which there are many empty chairs and only
one man approaches him and reports something to
him—that is Poskrebyshev, his loyal shieldbearer.
(Laughter in the hall.)

And where is the military command? Where is
the Political Bureau? Where is the Government?
What are they doing and with what are they
engaged? There is nothing about them in the film.
Stalin acts for everybody; he does not reckon with
anyone, he asks no one for advice. Everything is
shown to the nation in this false light. Why? In
order to surround Stalin with glory, contrary to the
facts and contrary to historical truth.

* - =

Not Stalin, but the party as a whole, the
Soviet Government, our heroic army, its talented
leaders and brave soldiers, the whole Soviet
nation—these are the ones who assured the vic-
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tory in the Great Patriotic War. (Tempestuous and
prolonged applause.)

* -k *

Comrades, let us reach for some other facts. The
Soviet Union is justly considered as a model of a
multi-national state because we have in practice
assured the equality and friendship of all nations
which live in our great fatherland.

All the more monstrous are the acts whose
injtiator was Stalin and which represent crude
violations of the basic Leninist principles of the
nationality policy of the Soviet state. We refer to
the mass deportations from their native places of
whale nations, together with all communists and
komsomol members without any exception; this
deportation action was not dictated by any mili-
tary considerations. i

Thus, as early as the end of 1943, when there

occurred a permanent breakthrough at the fronts
of the Great Patriotic War benefiting the Soviet
Union, a decision was taken and carried out con-
cerning the deportation of all the Karachai from
the lands on which they lived. In the same period,
at the end of December 1943, the same lot befell the
whole population of the Kalmyk Autonomous
Republic. In March 1944 all the Chechen and
Ingush peoples were deported and the Chechen-
Ingush Autonomous Republic was liquidated. In
April 1944, all Balkars were deported to faraway
places from the territory of the Kabardino-Balkar
Autonomous Republic and the Republic itself was
renamed the Karbardin Autonomous Republic.
The Ukrainians avoided meeting this fate only
because there were too many of them and there was
no place to which to deport them. Otherwise, he
would have deported them also. (Laughter and ani-
mation in the hall.)

. = *

The willfulness of Stalin showed itself not only
in decisions concerning the internal life of the
country but also in the international relations of
the Soviet Union.

The July plenary session of the Central Com-
mittee studied in detail the reasons for the devel-
opment of conflict with Yugoslavia. It was a
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shameful role which Stalin played here. The “Yugo-
slav affair” contained no problems which could not
have been solved through party discussions among
comrades. There was no significant basis for the
development of this “affair™ it was completely pos-
sible to have prevented the rupture of relations
with that country. This does not mean, however,
that the Yugoslay leaders did not make mistakes or
did not have shortcomings. But these mistakes and
shortcomings were magnified in a monstrous man-
ner by Stalin, which resulted in 4 break of relations
with a friendly country.

* * *

Comrades! The 20th Congress of the Commu-
nist Party of the Soviet Union has manifested with
a new strength the unshakable unity of our party,
its cohesiveness around the Central Committee, its
resolute will to accomplish the great task of build-
ing communism. (Tumultuous applause.) And the
fact that we present in all their ramifications the
basic problems of overcoming the cult of the indi-
vidual which is alien to Marxism-Leninism, as well
as the problem of liguidating its burdensome con-
sequences, is evidence of the great moral and politi-
cal strength of our party. (Prolonged applause.)

We are absolutely certain that our party, armed
with the historical resolutions of the 20th Con-
gress, will lead the Soviet people along the Leninist
path to new successes, to new victories. (Tumultu-
ous, prolonged applause.)

Lang live the victorious banner of our party—
Leninism! ( Tumultuous, prolonged applausc ending
in ovation. All rise.)

REviEw QQUESTIONS

1. What was the cult of personality?

2. In what sense was Stalin's style of Tule 2 viola-
tion of Marxist-Leninist theory, according to
Khrushchev?

3. What specific errors is Stalin accused of in this
speech?

4 What do these accusations tell you about
Khrushchev’s intentions as the new leader of the
Soviet Union? .




