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-» iHAT is the line of British
- policy? Here we come to the crux of
the international position .and one of
the most important driving forces of
the future war. The sudden outburst
of - concerted propaganda from all
governmental and high strategic quar-
ters in Britain for the urgent necessity
of - a rapid large-scale advance in
arinaments in every field—naval, army,

and air—has startled opinion. The

Conservative Conference in October
unanimously carried a resolution that,

in' the words of the Times, ‘if literally-

interpreted, - enjoins- an' immediate
measure of rearmament by this coun-
try.” Baldwin declared to this Con-
ference: ‘If Britain found herself on

some lower rating and some other

.country had higher figures, that coun-

try would have to come down'and we-
would have to go up until equallty‘
was reached.’ :
The First Sea Lord Admiral Chat-
field, announced in October at the .
Cutlers’
before the assembled armament mak-
ers): ‘The nation must take stock of .
its: defense position and _consider

whether in its present naval expendi-

ture it is maintaininga naval stfcngth
in.accordance with its policy.’ :

Earl Beatty underlined this at the
Navy League dinner: ‘This country
must never again bind itself to any
such unsafe limit {the London-Naval

Feast at Sheﬁield (that'is, -
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Treaty] but must as before build the
cruisers needed for the exceptional
respon31b111t1es we have on the seven
seas.’

At the end of November came thé
government’s. announcement of the
urgent necessity to increase ‘the air
force by at least ten squadrons and

build upwards to the level of -the,

strongest existing air force. This de-

mand is also actively taken up and-

echoed and reinforced throughout the
press. Did the government demand
ten new squadrons? The press replies:
let there be a hundred. On December

. 3, the Observer said: ‘We require not

another hundred machines but a
thousand. We need one hundred squad-

rons—something ‘more than double-

our existing strength. That is the new

“irreducible minimum.”’ The princi-
pal leader of the opposition at the
Geneva Conference toall proposals for
the abolition of aérial warfare and air
bombing was Britain.

At the same time Britain has given -

- active support to the German claim

for. rearming. This has been the central .
thread of the Geneva ‘ Disarmament’

Conference since its outset at the
beginning of 1932,. when we . had

occasion to write that the ultimate.

~ significance of the Corference. would
- not be disarming but rearming, and,
in particular, the rearming of Ger-
~many. This process, and the British.
~ moral and material support for it, has
. gone forward with great rapidity since
the.victory of Fascismin Germany. It

was. within a - fortnight of Hitler’s

‘élections’ in March and ‘the full
Fascist dictatorship that MacDonald
and Simon hastened to Geneva to put
forward the British plan for. doublmg
the German army as a contribution
to ‘disarmament.’ The inevitability of
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‘German rear-mament -is taken for -

granted as a simple hatural fact in the .
British press. J. L. Garvin, writing in_

‘the Observer on November 19, 1933,
says: ‘With or without agreement"
~Germany will "achieve within a few

years—and assuredly sooner than

.most-good persons elsewhere are will-
Ing to suppose—not only a concrete - -

equality in arms but a superiority ‘in -

some respects over any single nelgh-.

bor.’
Baldwin, in the House of Comhons

on November 27, laid down three .

alternative outcomes of the Disarma-

“ment Conference. First, for all Powers -

to disarm to the German level.
Second, ‘limitation of armaments at

a point which excludes all offensive

weapons.

to that point and you have Germany
rearming to that point.’
Third, ‘competition in armaments

Only the ‘third is, in his view, ex--
‘in no circimstances must
that . third alternative be reached.”
The indication was clearly that the -
second is in practice intended:” the
rearming of Germany. And this would -\ .

cluded:

certainly "be the. total outcome of
‘disarmament,’” since the supposed

par.allel ‘disarming to that point’ of ..

the “heavily armed nations’ would in
practice be so hedged tound -with
reservations and time clauses as to
remain on paper. To such an outcome -

. In that event you have .
- the heavily armed nations disarming

,

the present negotiations of Britain, * +

France, and Germany are endeavoring
to- prepare the ground. At the same

time British armament firms are -
-pouring .armaments into Germany

One-third of the-world export of arms, -

according to the official League of

Nations statistics, comes from Britain.
What, then, is the British aim? Why

’
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this frenzied course to rea.rmamentP
Why this indefatigable pressing" for-
ward of the rearmiament of Germany,
the former rival and antagornist? Why
this anxiety to grant to Fascist Ger-
. many what was refused to ‘democratic”
-Germany? Against whom? Against
France? Most certainly not. For there
is at the sarhe time the most manifest
‘eagérness to maintain the closest re-
lations with France, and not only that
—but to press forward by every means
-Franco-German agreemeiit, an aim to
- which German Fascism, in spite of all

~ the, demagoglc anti-French propa- -

ganda that. it atilized in its rise to

power, shows considerible readiness to

respond. Against the United States?
The contradictions are cértainly grow-
ing, but-thesé do not occupy the centre
~ of the picture at presént: they are a
~ slower, deeper growth, and, barring
accidents, there is ho readiness yet on

eithér side for immediate .conflict. -

Agamst whom, then? Fof rearmament
is no game of toy soldiers. Rearma-

- ment is no game of jutidical formulas .
" on’ paper. Rearmament is for a pur-.

pose.” . . A
‘ I

British policy; as always in the most
critical moments of the preparition of
the combinations for future war,
endeavors to wrap up its operations in
a veil of ambiguity and obscurity.
Similarly, before 1914; up to the very
moment of the déclaration of war,
 there femained apparent uncertainty
and hesitation of the impartial, un-
_ - decided, - would-be conciliatory on-

looker with a complete obscurity as to

the exact degree of obligations to the
Entente—an obscurity which served
to deceive not only the House of
Commons and the ma_]orlty of ‘the
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members of the Cabinet but also the
Gefmian government
-Up to the very outbreak of war,

'séid the original manifesto of the -

First Congress of the .Comimunist-
International in 1919, ‘British diplo-
macy stood by with vizor down in -
mysterious secre¢y. The government
of the City took care to conceal its
intention to enter the war on the side.

~of the Entente in order not to frighten -

off the Berlin government from going
For London wanted war:
hence their action to make Berlin dnd
Vienna build their hopes on English -
neutrality, while Paris and Petrograd
were sure of England’s intervention.’

The whole purpose of the pollcy of

‘éncirclement’ would . have been de-.

fedated _had -it .been made plain and

open béforehand that an immeasur-
ably superior network of war alliances
had been built up around the intended
victim until the actual moment of war
becanie the moment for laying the
cards on the table. .
Despite the basic dissimilarities in:
the general situation, there is a certain
analogy in the technique of British
diplomacy in the whole post-war
period. Once again, after thé first.
direct attack of the wars of iriterven--
tion had failed, there is a lofig, patient,
and laborious pursuit. of a policy of

‘encirclement’ to build up a superior

alliance against the -consciously seen
main enemy-—against the Soviet Union.
Through the League ~of Nations,
through Locarno, through the Four-

Power Pact, through the wooing - of
‘Germany, in the border states,’ in the

Near and Middle East, in relation to
Japan, on all the fronts the attempt
goes forward. And just as in the earlier
period the Rapallo and Beéflin Trea-

ties, so to-day ‘the journeyings of
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.Litvinov, the non-aggression treaties,
‘the closer ‘relations with France, with

Turkey, with Italy, and with the
United States represent the repeated

'_ trlumphant breaking of the net by

Soviet diplomacy. The contest goes.
ceaselessly forward. '

‘But the victory of Fascism:in Ger-
.. many and aggressive preparations of
Japan in the Far East bring this issue -

' to-dayto a new intensity. And just as
inthe pre-1914 period, the real aim of

dxplomacy, the consciousness of the

‘main enemy was most sharply and

directly expressed in the ‘so:called .

‘popular’ press, in the Daily Mail
with -its ceaseless anti-German' cam-
- paigns, in the technical military press,
while - the Janguage of diplomacy on
.top remained ambiguous, and veiled,
and seemingly concerned with every

~ issue save the main objective, so to-.

“day the same picture reveals-itself in
the anti-Soviet campaign. -
The forexgn policy of ‘the National

"+ Government is attacked by its critics

. for weakness, uncertamty, vacillation.

At one moment Simon is accused of
too great conc1hat10n to Germany, at.

another of too great subservience to
France. At one moment the National
- Government courts Germany and .
“offends France; at another, the Na-
tional Government courts France and
offends Germany. Divisions of opinion -

are. widely expressed in bourgeois-

quarters as to the policy ‘to be fol- -
lowed. These divisions are reflected in
parliament and: are even reported as
reflected in the Cabinet. In:extreme
forms; préss campaigns are conducted,
on the one side for a complete British- -

- French military alliance, ‘on the other’
side. for the repudiation of Locarno.

and a policy of isolation. Thus the
- picture appears a picture of consider:

4o
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“able uncertainty and confus1on Yet a
closer examination will show that |
these varying. strands represent in
réality ‘varying aspects of a bas1c
1dent1ty of . policy:. -

Evér since Versailles, British pohcy :
has, in fact, pursued very clearly .
marked and consistent'aims, despite
the fluctuations necessitated through -
changing circumstances: first, while
maintaining the essential basis : of*
Versailles, the - alliance with France :
and the League, to weaken :French = .
predomxnance by assisting. German
restoration to power and by close re-
lations with Italy; second, to draw

Germany from' the eastern -to .the -

western orieritation; third, on this -
basis to build the blo¢ - of western
imperialism under British hegemony;
fourth, to. codperate with Japan. out-
side. Europe, fifth, -on- this basis to
build the bloc against thé. Soviet -
Union and against the United States; -
and: sixth, to -direct the main' aim
against the Soviet. Union as the im-
mediate principal enemy and to delay
so.far as possible the 1nev1table con-
flict with the United States. - :
The past decade and a half has seen |
the. ‘continuous development of this
_policy through all the vicissitudes of
-post-war diplomacy. Tt was manifest - -
that the signing of the Locarno
Treaties in 1925 marked at the time a
big stage of advance in this policy to-
ward the restoration of. Germany in
-principle as an equal Power, the draw-
ing of Germany under Stresemann
froman eastern to a westerri orienta-
tion, the guaranteeing of peace on the-

western frontiers, and thus the build- "

-ing of the bloc of western 1mper1a11sm
agamst Communism. .
This ob_]ectxve was clearly stated at -
the time. The famous 1nd1scretxon of
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the Government Minister, Ormsby-
Gore,- may be recalled, who gave an

explanation of Locarno as ‘the so- .

lidarity of Christian civilization to
stem the most sinister growth that has
arisen in European history’ and went
on: “The struggle at Locarno, as I see
it, was this: is Germany to regard her

future as bound up with the fate of the .

great Western Powers, or is she going’
to work with:Russia for the destruc-
. tion of western civilization? . . . Lo-
carno-means that so far as the present
government of Germany is concerned
1t is detached from Russia and throw-
ing in its lot with the West.’

"~ Nevertheless, Locarno failed in the
full realization of its object, although
., marking an important stage forward.
For Germany still held to the two-
sided or ‘reinsurance’
followed up Locarno with the Berlin

Soviet-German Treaty renewing Ra-

pallo in 1926. Britain at the time was
tied up with the General Strike. When
the -General Strike had been success-
fully settled and Britain struck its
blow against the Soviet Union iri the
beginning of 1927, it found itself
isolated. Birkenhead’s journey to Ber-
lin for support met with no response.
The Chinese Revolutlon concentrated
-British attention.

1

At the same time, from 1927
onward—Geneva Naval Conference
breakdown—Anglo-American antago-
‘nism came sharply to the front. And in
1929 ‘came the world economic crisis.
The whole policy was delayed. Japa-
nese aggression in the Far East brought
again strong preparations for attack in
the spring of 1932. But the opposition
of - the United States, the internal
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policy and-

economic difficulties of Britain, the
Empire difficulties of Ottawa, and the
Lausanne and debts comphcatmns, as
well as the uncertain ‘inner situation
and rapid growth of the forces of the
proletarian revolution in Germany,
hindered the advance. ,
It is.the victory of Fascism in Ger-
many in 1933 that has brought to the
front again the whole world counter-
revolutionary offensive under British
leadership. Here at last was the hope
of smashing one of " the principal ob-

stacles in the path, the German rev-

olutionary working-class© movement,
and securing in German Fascism an’
obedient tool, provided it could be
turned. from its anti-western threats
and concentrated on the line of aggres-
sion in the East.

The British Government hastened
immediately to the support-of German
Fascism. MacDonald proceeded to -
Geneva in March to proclaim to the
world that ‘either Germany is given
justice and freedom or Europe will risk *
destruction’ and to put forward the
British plan for doubling the-Gefman
Army. Thence he passed on to Rome

‘and, with Mussolini evolved the Four-

Power Pact, or most direct expression
of the bloc of western imperialism
for a single policy ‘in all questions
political and- non-political, Euro- "
pean and extra-European’ ‘These -
were the four Powers,” explained
MacDonald to the-press on March 21,
‘which, if -the worst were to come,
would have to bear the brunt of the
work.” In April followed the British
rupture of trade relations with the
Soviet Union. Within twenty-four -
hours of the British rupture followed
the Japanese ultimatum-to the Soviet
Union over the Chinese Eastern
Railway. .

.

gl
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But a series of complications still
arise in the .path. The military con-
cessions to Germany arouse the suspi-
cions of France, which sees plainly the
menace to Versailles and the close
approach of revision and'views with
extreme distrust the Four-Power Pact.
France accordingly countered * the
British moves by closer relations with
the Soviet Union. In May—that is, at
~ the same time as the British breach of
~ trade relations—the French Foreign
_Minister.spoke enthusiastically of the

‘renewal of French-Soviet friendship.

. Without its being a revival of the'

' former French- Russran alliance, it

rendered a.new service to the cause of .
. a great nation which would

' peace .
_ play its part in the world,” while the
semi-governmental press of the Left
broke into flowery nonsense about

‘the two great democrati¢ republics in-

Europe” in opposition to Fascism. At

the same time Germany ‘on its side_

signed the renewal of the Berlin

‘German-Soviet Treaty. Thus the Four- .

Power front was.for the moment suc-
cessfully broken by Soviet diplomacy,
which proceeded to add the ring of
non-aggression pacts with the border

. states, finally completed at the World -
" - . Economic Conference. In this way the
British attack was again isolated, and.

‘Britain was’ compelled to end. the for-
mal rupture in July at the .World
- Economic Conference, . though “still

delaying.up to the present the renewal -

of a trade treaty. In September took

, place the visit of Herriot -and of the.

A1r Minister, Cot, to the Soviet Union.

" Alongside of this, Anglo-American .

relations seriously worsened in"1933.
The fiasco of the MacDonald-Roose-
velt meeting in April was accompanied
by the opening of the currency war of
the pound and dollar. Britain sought

A
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for a stabllization agreement at the
World. Economic Conference without

_success. After suffering the offensive

of. sterling ‘depreciation for eighteen
months, the United States, having
now taken up the same weapon, was
not going to relinquish it so rapidly,

‘more especially as a measure of infla-

tion was important for its internal
policy. The series of Roosevelt mes-
sages vetoed each successive ‘provi-
sional -~ agreement, and the World
Economic Conference ended- in the

‘most resounding fiasco of all post—war

conferences.
v . —

The subsequent debt negotiations in

‘the autumn also ended in failure. In

the face of the ‘sharpening Anglo-
American antagonism and more espe-
cially of the Japanese aggression in
the Far East, the United States also
proceeded for the first time since the
October Revolution to build up rela-
tions with the ‘Soviet Union. The -
American approach “for the resump-

‘tion of relations was addressed to the
" Soviet Union in October and led to

recognition in November. This was a-
significant . transformation in inter-
national relations, although the . cal-

‘culations of American imperialism,

both . economic and political,
transparently obvious.

+ In this situation-British policy was
compelled to manceuvre and to draw
closer "once agam to France. The
MacDonald ‘Disarmament”. plan- of
March: was modified: in a series of
particulars to meet, French objections,
at the expense of Germany. But this
lmmedxately aroused German ‘an-
tagonism. .Germany demonstratively
quitted the League of Nations and the

were

: starmament Conference in October,
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'and the German press, whlch had

previously spoken of Britain as the’

" friend and ally, now poured out its
anger against British ‘desertion” and
found comfort only-in Lloyd George
who continued to repeat the ‘per-

manent basic British policy of the.

restoration of Germany in opposition
to French hegemony.

British diplomacy was now faced
- with its most delicate task: to en-
: deavor to draw . France and Ger-
many together in a single line, despite
all” the antagonisms. The whole of
British efforts were exerted to secure
direct French-German negotiations
for an understanding. Despite the
_ direct blow in the face represented by
the German abandonment of the

League, British expression continued -

" conciliatory in’ the extreme to Fasc1st
- Germany.

Simon, in the House of Commons on
November 24, applauded the ‘very
‘remarkable interview’ of Hitler to de
Brinon, proposing permanent Franco-
German peace on a basis.of recognition
of the frontiers in the West and pro-
claimed the readlness to regard Ger-
many as ‘a partner.’ In December, the
French-German conversations went

forward in a veil of secret dxplomacy :

Ttaly put in its demand for the ‘radical
reform” of the League of Nations in
the direction represented by the Four-
Power Pact. British diplomacy is
obviously hopeful anew of the building

of the bloc of western imperialism. The

British chauvinist press—Rothermere
—and the German official press—
Rosenberg—-—equally express the basic
aim, of peace in the West and expan-

sion in.the East, that is, against the

Soviet Union, even publishing in de-
tail their proposals for the d1v1s1on of
the lion’s skm
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At the same tlme, ]apanese aggres-
sion and expansion’in the Far East .
receive no less striking ‘sympathetic
understanding’ from -British expres-

sion, despite the acute difficulties. of -

extreme commerc1al competition at

the present point, for in 1933 Japanese

cotton-goods exports have for the first
time outstripped the British.

The Times, on December 8, 1933,

pubhshed a sympathetlc article on
‘Crowded Japan.” ‘In the next ten
years. Japan must find work and food
for nearly ten millions more people
than she employs and feeds to-day.’
The alternatives are seen as ‘either -
socialef¢volution or aggressxve forelgn
expansmn —

“The cheap goods of the ‘factories
into which the surplus workers of the
farms were drained have found mar-
kets abroad. If the process does not

- continue, how is Japan to avoid an ex-

plosion which will either destroy the
social order at home or burst a way
to expansion abroad?’ .

The writer concludes that Japan
cannot reasonably be expected  to
tefrain from foreign aggression: ‘A
poor, proud, heavily-armed nation can
hardly be ~expected, ‘as a Japanese -
writer has said, to “starve in saintly
submission in its own back yard.”’
At the same time German -Japanese
relations are drawn close, with ex-
changes of missions, German military
aid to Japan, et cetera.

The dream of British imperialisth
and of the imperialist counter-revolu-
tion throughout the world for 1934 is
manifest. The impossibility of the
peaceful solution “of -the world eco-
nomic crisis carries forward ever faster

- the advance to world war. The forces

of development toward Fascism press
forward in every capitalist country. In -
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the United States, the Roosevelt
- pollcy reveals’ more, and” more its’
militarist, antl-stnkmg, lynching char-
acter. In Britain, the Unemployment

Bill - expresses the advance to new
forms of ‘intenisified dictatorship. In’

Spain, the combined ‘bourgeois re-

action uses every means to strangle

the revolution. In~ Germany, _the
violence .of -Fascism grows with the

growth of discontent-and the working--
class opposition. The forces of counter- _

revolutlon throughout the world dream
to solve the world crisis and turn the
future world: war into the channel of
war against the Soviet Union by the
 direct attack of ]apan in t:he East and
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thh the support of Germany and’

western imperialism from the West.

"Against the sharp menace of such a -

war we have to be prepared, The
strength ofthe working-class front
against. Fascism and against im-
perlahst war in every country is de-
c¢isive for the-future line of develop-.
ment. The culminating stages of the

‘world' economic crisis and thé increas-

ingly reckless policies of capitalism
drive to a violent outcome. The fight
of the international working ‘class
against Fascism and. against 1mpenal-
ist war is faced with big issues in the
coming - year and with high revolu—
tionary poss1b111t1es.





