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POLITICS
Social Democracy and the Disarmament
�

Manoeuvre of the League of Nations .
By J.

The burdens of militarism are pressing with enormous
weight upon the budgets of the victor States . Nevertheless none
of them thinks of restricting this expenditure , still less of dis-
arming . How could it be otherwise ? Here it is a question of
States which wish to secure , at least for the time being , the booty
they have seized in the world war solely by maintaining unin-
terrupted land , sea and air armaments . In order , however , to
throw sand in the eyes of the mass of the people who have to
bear these enormous burdens , the League of Nations has ini-
tiated a so-called action for disarmament .
What was the attitude of social democracy to this diplo

matic manoeuvre ? Before the war the II . International correctly
estimated the love for peace of the imperialist Powers . When
Tsar Nichoals II. with hypocritical gesture , raised the question
of a disarmament Conference , the result was to arouse scornful
laughter in all the social democratic parties . The latter quite
rightly warned the workers against this humbug . At the Stutt-
gart Congress of the II. International in 1907 , the Hague Peace
Court was characterised , amidst the general applause of the
Congress , as a "thieves ' kitchen ". Bebel in his last speech be-
fore his death characterised the international situation not as
"disarming ' but as "arming " . The year 1914 fully confirmed this
former conception of social democracy . And a

ll

that occurred
afterwards confirmed it still more . Thus Wilson's 1

4 points

were nothing else than a
n

introduction to the Versailles Treaty .

Present -day social democracy which has little in common
with social democracy in 1914 , has , it is true , repeatedly talked
about "securing peace " , but it has undertaken very little towards
limiting military expenditure and cutting down armaments . A

t

the last Congress o
f the II . International a
t

Marseilles almost
nothing was said regarding these matters .

What was and what is the attitude o
f

social democracy to

the so -called disarmament campaign o
f

the League o
f

Nations ?

One can say that in the victor States it has not been over-
zealous in this respect . The case was different , however , in the
vanquished States . In the latter the desire for international
disarmament represented to a certain extent the demand
of the bourgeoisie . This does not mean that the latter
was against militarism , but that a

s it had been forbidden to

maintain its own army it would be glad if the victor States
did not have too great military means a

t their disposal . Natu-
rally the bourgeoisie in the victor States does not believe in

disarmament . I however it discusses the question o
f limiting

armaments , it is only in order to create difficulties .

The German social democracy has joined in the disarma-
ment campaign , but , it is worth noting , right from the outset
not with the intention o

f bringing about disarmament , but in

order , once again , to deal a blow a
t the Soviet Union and to

represent this , the only real opponent of militarism , as the scape
goat who is alone responsible for the fact that there has been
no disarmament . The Central organ of German social demo-
cracy , the "Vorwärts " , right from the commencement of the
campaign has issued the catch word for the diplomats and
called upon Switzerland not to comply with the justified de-
mands o

f

the Soviet Union . It surrounded Sir Austen Chamber-
lain , the most obstinate representative o

f imperalism , with the
halo o

f

a
n angel o
f

peace , in order thereby to be able to paint

in more terrible colours the red devil o
f "Soviet imperialism " .

After every note o
r

utterance o
f

Chamberlain "Vorwärts " made
the stereotyped remark : " It is now for Russia to speak ! " The
Soviet government soon replied . The "Vorwärts " either refrained
from publishing the replies a

t a
ll
, o
r reprinted them in a very

mutilated form with comments which distorted their contents
still more .

Comrade Chicherin has now , on the 7th April , sent a Note

o
n

behalf o
f

the Soviet government to the General Secretary

o
f

the League o
f

Nations , in which the disarmament manoeuvre

is finally and completely exposed . The "Vorwärts " has continu-
ally published verbatim reports o

f

Chamberlain's speeches o
n

* ts front page . O
f

the Note o
f

Chicherin , however , the "Vor-

wärts " only publishes a few passages , torn from their context
and attempts to refute them by means o

f petty trickery and
with the frequent use o

f " Ifs " and "Buts " .

The "Vorwärts " remarks :

" If to -morrow the governments o
f England and o
f

the United States were to convene an Anglo -American-
Russian Conference in Geneva , with the agenda : full
resumption of diplomatic relations with Soviet Russia and
granting o

f
a credit o
f
a milliard dollars to Soviet Russia ,

along with action in support of the shaky Chervonetz , ah !,

how quickly a Soviet Russian delegation with M. Chicherin

a
t

the head , accompanied by an army o
f

technical experts ,

would travel there at the shortest notice . "

What sense is there in this " if " ? One could just as well say :

" If the German Nationalists were suddenly to become republi-

cans , if the German People's Party came forward in support of

the expropriation of the princes what results would that
have ! " These are not questions which politicians put forward ,

this is merely a game intended to confuse the issue . One must
deal with things a

s they are . The Soviet Union is a revolutio-
nary workers ' and peasants ' State and the bourgeois powers of
Great Britain and before all the United States o

f

America , are
endeavouring to fight the Soviet Union with every possible
means . That is how the matter stands . If , however , we were to
adopt the methods o

f

the "Vorwärts " with its "ifs " and "buts " ,

then nothing would be easier than to assert : if these govern-
ments suddenly decided to support the Soviet Union , would they
not choose another town for their negotiation than that to
which the Soviet government , for very compelling reasons , is

unable to send its representatives .

The crux o
f

the question is : Do they want to disarm or
do they not ? Of course they do not wish to disarm . And pre-
cisely because Chamberlain and Briand are not a

t a
ll

serious
in their talk of disarmament , they insist upon convening the
disarmament Conference in Geneva .

They only intend to mislead the masses and to find a scape-
goat . Chicherin has thwarted this manoeuvre and the childish
ifs and buts of German social democracy only testify to its
good will to help imperialism out o

f
a mess . But it will be a

case o
f

love's labour lost . The manoeuvre is completely exposed .

THE LABOUR MOVEMENT

Fight or Submission .

(On the Mining Dispute in Great Britain ) .

By A. Lozovsky .

It is at present hard to say whether , on the 1st of May , there
will break out the titanic struggle o

f

the British coal miners
against the mire owners . It is difficult to say because the reports
which have arrived up till now are extremely contradictory ,

and also because , during the last two or three months , there
has taken place a certain re -grouping o

f

forces between the two
opposing parties . On the one hand the entire English bourgeoisie ,

with Mr. Baldwin , "who stands outside of all parties " at the
head , is conducting with a very clear and definite allocation of
roles , a tenacious and bitter attack upon the working class , in

which it is supported by a certain section of the leaders o
f

the Labour Party and of the trade unions . On the other hand
there is an insufficiently united labour movement , divided by
craft unionism and political differences , the right leaders o

f

which
are pressing for an understanding a

t all costs .

One must do justice to the British bourgeoisie . It
s plan o
f

attack has been drawn up according to all the rules o
f

the art .

After Mr. Baldwin was compelled in July last year to beat a
retreat , a Royal Commission was appointed in which the big
bankers and industrialists predominated , and which in the course

o
f many months studied and elaborated the question of how

best to hoodwink the miners .

What was the question in dispute ? The whole question has
continually turned on the conclusion o

f
a national wages agree-

ment ; but the proposal o
f

the royal Commission provides for
district agreements , whereby , in certain districts , wages are to

be reduced by 20 and 30 % and in other localities , on the other
hand , even a increase can be allowed if the result is an average
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reduction of 10% . The
object of this plan is to drive a

wedge International Aid for the
English

into the ranks of the miners
, to set one district against the other

and thereby to break the backbone
of the most important section

of the British proletariat .
These plans of the Royal Commission

, which have received

the approval of the mine owners
, would not be so terrible for the

workers if the trade union movement in Great Britain
were

strongly welded together, and if at the head of
the Labour Party

there were not such friends of the "national interests
" as Mac-

Donald , Thomas , Clynes and Co. The first
reports of the

findings of the Commission had scarcely '
appeared when these

agents of the bourgeoisie commenced to work in order
to pur-

suade the miners , who still stood firm, to
give up resistance .

Everything was set in motion , including open attacks as well

as intriguing behind the scenes
, and a number of special methods

to which the degenerate parliamentarians of the British
Labour

Party are specially addicted .
I

This persistent work of the open and secret friends of the

British mine owners brought hesitation , vacillation and uncer-
tainty into the ranks of the leading organs of the British trade
union movement . Instead of, in the last few months seeing to it
that the entire proletariat of Great Britain was prepared for the
conflict which will break out on the 1st of May, instead of cen-
tring the entire propagandist , agitational and organisatory work
upon this tremendous encounter between the classes , and to

mobilise the whole labour movement of Great Britain, numbering
many millions instead of all this there took place unofficial
conferences , and in secret sittings the proposals of the Right , not
to fight but to capitulate, were discussed . All these meetings
behind closed doors were , of course not kept secret from the
British bourgeoisie , which has its agents everywhere . This
encouraged the mine owners and they undertook a number of
fresh attacks .
All the reports from Great Britain go to show that the

greatest indignation prevails among the miners . The working
masses will have nothing to do with talk of concessions . In these
circumstances the fight between the miners and the mine owners
is unavoidable . The situation in Great Britain at present is such
that the miners alone would not secure a victory without serious
support by the larger trade unions and by the Central Council
of the British Trade Union Congress , for the forces are not
equal : on the one side there stands the entire British bourgeoisie ,
the whole State apparatus , strike -breaking corps of all kinds etc.
Will the railway workers , the transport workers and the General
Council come to the aid of the miners ? There exists a formal
promise of support , but whether this support will be realised
in practice , whether the transport workers , the railway workers
(we must not forget that the General Secretary of the National
Union of Railwaymen is the notorious J. H. Thomas ) etc. will
enter on a solidarity strike , is at present very difficult to say .
If the Right wing of the Labour Party and the Right wing

of the General Council of the British Trade Union Congress
had not carried on a distintegrating , demoralising and defeatist
policy in the last two or three months , had these advocates of
capitulation not everywhere called attention to the "unprejudiced
attitude" of Mr. Baldwin , the accentability of the proposals of the
Royal Commission , the futility of fighting , the advantage of losing
a little without a struggle instead of losing a great deal in a
struggle , then the bourgeoisie of Great Britain would have
learned a lesson on the 1st of May which it would not forget
in a hurry. But now, when a new Black Friday is being pre-
pared by the Right wing of the Labour Party and by the Right
wing of the General Council , (they are one and the same
elements ) , we are justified in regarding with anxiety the state
of affairs in Great Britain , for the fate of the entire British
proletariat is at stake .
We are following events in Great Britain with conside-

rable uneasiness , for on this section of the British coal front
the workers will again have to fight a battle against united
capital , against the bourgeois State and the Right leaders of the
British labour movement . }

We know that the British miners , in their overwhelming
majority , will not hear of submission , that they are ready for a
struggle . They can be assured of the warmest sympathy and of
the unreserved support of the revolutionary workers of the
whole world the Conference of Action of the Minority
Movement has shown this in Great Britain itself
victory of the British miners is our victory , their defeat ,
however , is our defeat . Therefore , every honest proletarian will
be in favour of a fight to the end, until victory is attained .

for the

Miners .

R. I. L. U. Proposes Joint Action
to the 1.-F. F.-U.

Moscow, 18th of April 1926,

The Executive Bureau of the Red
International of Labour

Unions has sent to the International
Federation of Trade Unions

the following communication
signed by Lozovsky :

"The approaching conflict in the
English mining indu-

stry bears a decidly international character
; it demands

that the working class in all countries
and all the inter-

national organisations adopt an attentive
and serious attitude

towards it. We are a
ll interested in seeing that the English

miners beat back the attack on their wages and
working

conditions contemplated by the mine owners and
by the

Coal Commission . The defeat o
f

the English miners would

b
e

the signal for reducing the standard o
f living not only

o
f the English , but o
f

the entire International proletariat .

In these circumstances the organised united action o
f

a
ll

sincere friends o
f

the English proletariat is an absolute
necessity .

In view of this the Executive Bureau of the R. I. L. U.
proposes common action in order to help the English miners

in their rightful struggle against the attack o
f capital , which

is united and well organised . We express the conviction that
the existing differences o

f opinion will not act as a hindrance
to our common action for the defence of the interests of the
English miners . In view of the urgency of the matter we
request you to inform u

s by telegraph the time and place
where the representatives o

f

both Internationals can meet

in order to decide upon the methods o
f support for the

English miners . "

UNION OF SOVIET REPUBLICS .

The Economic Situation and the Budget
of the Soviet Union .

The most important Features o
f

the Economic Situation in the
Soviet Union .

By A. Rykov .

(Extract from the Report at the Meeting o
f

the Central Exe-
cutive Council of the Soviet Union . )
When , under Lenin's leadership , we carried out the transition

to the New Economic Policy , the extent of the decline of our
country was characterised by the following figures : Industrial
production amounted to 18-20 % and agricultural production
amounted to 49 % o

f

the pre -war production . By comparing
these two figures one could , at the first glance , arrive a

t the
conclusion that agriculture was in a better position than industry .

Such a conclusion , however , would be extremely superficial .

as it would leave out of account the fact that the bulk of the
agricultural products is consumed by the peasants themselves .

while almost the whole of the industrial products is sent to

the market . At the beginning o
f

the New Economic Policy agri-
culture sent such an insignificent portion o

f

its products to the
market that we experienced a

t

the time an exceedingly severe
food crisis . The development o

f

our entire economy , including
the development of industry , encountered before all in this
period the difficulty presented by the weakness o

f

agriculture .

The workers had to have bread , the town population had to be
supplied with food , and industry with raw material . All this was
only possible through the development of agriculture .

Hence , a
t

that time agriculture was the weak point in

cur entire economy , the strengthening o
f

which was the ne-
cessary pre -condition for the economic reconstruction and
further development of the whole country .

The present economic situation differs greatly from the
original stage o

f

the New Economic Policy . Industry has now
attained about 95 % and agriculture 9

1
% o
f

the pre -war standard .

At the commencemnt o
f

the New Economic Policy there existe '

inger and food crisis . To -day , there prevails hunger for inda
strial products . If one wished to express in a short formula the
chief difference between the present economic situation and the
situation a

t

the beginning of the New Economic Policy . One
could say : At that time agriculture was in a backward condition .

and a
s
a result there prevailed throughout the whole country


