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INTRODUCTION 

THE great Imperialist War of I9I4·I8 was con~ 
ducted under the slogans of "the last of all wars," 
"for democracy and freedom," for "lands fit for 
heroes to dwell in," etc. But the mass of the 
peoples have learned otherwise. To-day, it is 'no 
longer necessary to argue with intelligent working 
men and women, to prove that I9I4·I8 was a war 
for markets, for territory and sources of raw 
materials, conducted by powerful group!> of capital­
ists and financiers against each other. As in all 
such wars the working masses were mere cannon­
fodder in ~he settlement of these differences. Ten 
millions dead and twenty millions wounded (tens 
of thousands of whom are crippled for life) , mostly 
the flower of working class youth-such was the 
price paid for listening to the deceptive slogans of 
the bourgeoisie and their allies in I9I4·I8. 

We have recently celebrated the Tenth Anniver­
sary of the " Peace" that was to become a new 
heaven and earth for the lot of the war-weary 
masses. \Vhat has "Peace" brought? Has war 
been banished for all time? Are there any signs of 
the sword being turned into a ploughshare ? Is 
the world nearer the age-long dream of universal 
peace and no more war:.? In the following pages 
we venture to bring foiwatd some evidenl.'e _!o show 
that, far from ushering in a: new era, outside 
the territory of the Soviet Union the elements of 
new and even greater and more terrible· wars are 
stronger than even in the decade before Igq. The 
same greed and :rivalries of imperialist groups 
obtain. The race for armaments goes on, this time 
for newer and more deadly weapons tl1an before. 
Human flesh and muscle are to be supplemented by 
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mechanical devices, poison gases and deadly 
germs, making the next war a perfect horror. , 
_ Awa~ of the approaching crash, the capitalists 
are striving with might and main to hurry forward 
their preparations. Not the least important of these 
is the propaganda for " disarmament" and for "out­
lawry of war." Torn between the devil and the 
deep sea the imperialists talk peace -the while they 
are arming. This "peace propaganda" serves the 
objective purpose of preparing the masses for war. 
Knowing there is a deep and widespread peace 
sentiment amongst the toilers, the "disarmament," 
"negotiating," and "Peace" conferences are in­
tended to place the "enemy," which is always the 
other side, in the wrong. It serves to create the 
illusion that our" government has exhausted every 
avenue for peace. Thus the more Peace talk prevails 
the nearer we are to war. 

For these reasons we should be mistaken if we 
failed to underline the pacifist role of the social­
democratic ministerialists and of the semi-mystical 
and "radical" pacifists of the "left" social-demo­
cracy: \Ve have already had sufficient proof that 
the chief leaders of the Second International have 
passed from being mere social patriots to social 
imperialists. MacDonald in England, Boncour and 
the French socialists, Vandervelde, Brancke, Hi1-
ferding, Bauer and the official gang of the Second 
International make no 'bones about where they 
stand to-day. They are the open defenders of 
"their" imperialists' territory and property. But 
the great danger is in the camp of the "lefts," 
who chatter about resisting the war and refusing to 
assist the warlords. In the following pages we 
give some examples of their behaviour. 

Yet another link in the chain of war preparations 
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ts the growth of bourgeois opposition to the 
workers' organisation. Open persecution of the 
Communists-in some countries a perfect 'White 
Terror-accompanies all kinds of schemes of class 
collaboration for the wrecking of organised resist­
ance to war. The bourgeoisie hopes to paralyse 
the militant organisations while pursuing a policy 
of corrupting the reformist organisations and 
leadership. There are signs, however, that they ar~ 
not succeeding as well as they hoped. The French 
elections, the German elections, the increased 
powers of resistance of the British workers in spite 
of the labour bureaucracy and the ·economic move­
ments in all countries, are all evidence of a radical­
isation of the masses, which will grow rather than 
diminish. 

The war of 19J4-18 found the workers in the 
majority of countries unprepared to meet open sup­
pression with a well-trained organisation. In real­
ity when the bourgeoisie drives the revolutionary 
workers' organisations of to-day underground they 
are sowing the harvest of dragons' teeth that awaits 
them. Communist Parties are in fact being trained 
under the present conditions of persecution for the 
sterner work of illegal combat against the war that 
is coming. Combined with the historical experi­
ence bequeathed by the Bolshevik Party and the 
Spartacists, the bourgeoisie will find persecution a 
boomerang from which they will not recover. 

As to the question whether the next war will be 
a war of the combined imperialist forces against the 
Soviet Union or a war between two imperialist 
groups, it is difficult to say. Lenin bas warned 
us to treat war seriously, to beware of trifling" inci­
dents," for wars are prepared with great secrecy, 
and come stealthily upon us. What is important 
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for us is the persistent manreuvring to isolate the 
U.S.S.R. and to form an anti-Soviet bloc of the 
imperialist Powers. The rupture of relatimis be­
tween the capitalist States and the Soviet Govern­
ment, and the financial blockade all point in one 
direction, viz., a new war against the proletarian 
power. An internal crisis, such as was the aim of 
the Donetz saboteurs, may be the signal for the 
imperialists to begin war. 

In the following pages we give illustrations of 
the retarding and accelerating factors making for 
the war that is imminent. One feature is outstand­
ing. The next war will release tremendous revolu­
tionary movements throughout the colonies. The 
colonial and semi-colonial peoples have had a:nple 
demonstration of the attitude of the Soviet Repub­
lics towards the question of national independen.:e 
and separation from the bonds of imperialism. For 
one thing, the Soviet Union in a defensive war 
against the imperialist attack will be able to count 
upon the pressure of the national revolutionary 
movements upon the imperialist governments. 
These movements, side by side with the radicalised 
mass movement of the industrial workers and poor 
peasantry of the countryside, will sound the final 
knell of im~list domination. 

The figures are taken from the Statesman's Year 
Book for 192~ and 1927, the ~lilitary Year Book of 
the League of Xations, and the official budgets. 

T. B. 
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ANGLO·AM:ERICAN RIVALRY 

W HAT are -the objective signs of the 
imminence of war ? Let us look at the 
important groupings of the imperialists. 

Foremost amongst the many signs we must place 
the antagonism and rivalry between America and 
Great Britain. Anglo-American antagonisms are 
at present the fundamental imperialist antagonisms. 

The economic differences between Great Britain 
and America were given a vivid military-political 
expression in the naval rivalry which has been 
assuming enormous proportions in the last few 
years. Having at the \:Vashington Conference, 
1922, secured equality of forces with Great Britain 
regarding ships of the line, in 1927 the United 
States endeavoured to induce Great Britain volun­
tarily to recognise equality of forces in cruisers. 
By this America wanted-without war and •on-the 
basis of economic supremacy-to compel Gre"at 
Britain finally to relinquish the old principle of 
its policy: a navy stronger than the navy of any 
other Power, and to establish for the given period 
equality of forces with America. In the summer 
of 1927 a naval conference of the United States, 
Great Britain and Japan took place in Geneva on 
the initiative of America (France and other coun­
tries refused to participate in the conference) . At 
this Conference America brought forward its pro­
posals. But this time Great Britain did not give 
way, and the Geneva Conference was a failure. 
After this, feverish preparations were made for the 
construction of ~ew ships, particularly in the United 
States. • _,.. 

What kind of a navy American imperialism wants 
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for its "defence" is shown by the data of the naval 
shipbuilding programme placed before the legisla­
tive organs for endorsement, and by the explana­
tions given by 'Vilbur, the Secretary of the Ameri­
can Navy. 

The American and British press give the follow­
ing official data on the new naval programme of the 
United States. The Bill makes provision for the 
construction, in the course of the next five years, 
of seventy-one new naval units, including : 25 
cruisers of ro,ooo tons each ; 5 aeroplane carriers 
("Saratoga'' type, 33,000 tons) ; 9 torpedo boats, 
and 32 submarines.* 'Vhen giving his reason;; for 
this programme, 'Yilbur made the following 
statement: 

"'Yhen we placed this programme before the 
naval authorities -we left aside the correlation s-5-3 
and concentrated our attention on satisfying our 
own needs. The mistake in connection with the 
new shipbuilding programme consists in attaching 
too much importance to this correlation; if the 
'y ashington Agreement is not extended to all types 
of ships, the proportion 5-5-3 is a false criterion for 
the definition of our construction programme." 

"The fact," says "~ilbur, "that Great Britain 
insists on the necessity for itself to build cruisers 
of a comparatively big tonnage regardless of the 
naval programmes of other Powers is the most elo­
quent proof that we also stand in need of an in­
creased tonnage in cruisers regardless of the ship­
building progra~es of other Powers." 

* The Congressional Naval Commission has curtailed 
the programme in its final draft. The original pro­
gramme called for 25 cruisers to be started in 5 years. 
The new 15-cruiser programme specifies their being 
start~d by July 1st, 1931, i.e., in 3 years. Thus there is 
no real reduction at all. 
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In the course of his speech, '\Vilbur brought for­
ward the argument about the necessity of "defend­
ing trade/' and declared : "Our merchants and 
manufacturers must be able to keep their hold on 
the foreign markets on which they have firmly 
established themselves, and as a normal situation 
develops again•,in Europe we must seek new mar­
kets for our pr~duction. ):'he display of .the 
national flag stimulates considerably the struggle 
of our business men for new outlets, and the~ suc­
cess of this struggle greatly depends on the prestige 
which modern cruisers create for the State." 

The total cost of this construction p1'"0gramme was 
to be, according to the first estimate, 725 million 
dollars. However, some naval authorities in tb.e 
United States (e.g., Admiral Hughes), think that 
this sum will have to be increased to one billion 
dollars. Wilbur's statement was made on January 
nth, 1928, and two days' later he stated officially 
that for the construction of new, warships the United 
States intends to spend in the course "of the next 
twenty years 2,57o,ooo dollars. This 20 years' pro­
gramme is to include the construction of 43 cruisers 
of to,ooo tons each and a number of large sub­
marines and squadron torpedo boats. \Vilbur 
thinks ~hat by carrying out this programme, the 
American navy will be able to do justice to the 
"defensive tasks which are confronting it," though 
it is true that this programme will infringe the 
correlation of forces• laid down in the \V ashingto~ 
Agreement. .,. 

However, the statement which shows the real 
frame of mind existing in American naval circles 
with regard to a future war with Great Britain, 
formed part of a speetth made by· the American 
Admiral, Charles Plunkett, who occupies the post 

" 
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of Chief of the Naval Department in Brooklyt 
(New York Harbour). Speaking on January 23rd 
1928, in the National-Republican Club in Nev 
York, on the subject "Must the United States hav< 
a navy equal to that of the biggest navy in th< 
·world ?" Plunkett made the following statemen1 
with regard to the outbreak of war : "We are neare1 
than ever to the danger of war because we pursue 
a trade policy of competition and oust othet 
nations. Such a policy leads inevitably to war, but 
if you do not want war, then be a worm and wriggle 
yourself into the nearest crevice you can see. As 
long as you dare to contend for control over the 
seas you will have war as surely as you are sitting 
now in this room. As long as we pursue our pre­
sent policy war is absolutely inevitable." To the 
question of whether Plunkett had in view war with 
Great Britain, he said: "Yes, I have in view Great 
Britain, or any other nation the interests of which 
may be touched. Great Britain will not declare 
war on us from the first, but it will compel one of 
the small nations to do so and will then hide behind 
its back." 

By all that has been said of Anglo-American 
antagonisms it is clear that they are at present the 
fundamental imperialist antagonisms. Their future 
development leads inevitably to war. The coming 
years will be taken up with military and political 
preparations for the coming war. The principal 
antagonists will be Great Britain and America. 
These preparations will be the keynote of the entire 
international situation in the coming period. 

BRITISH-FRENCH-ITALIAN RIVALRY 

The next fact we consider is the relations be· 
tween Britain, France and Italy. Not so long ago 
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Europe was divided into two camps, the Britlsb 
and the French, Great Britain selecting Italy as its 
ally, and France leaning towards Germany. 
Thoiry and Leghorn are still identified with a 
definite course in European politics, viz., an Anglo­
Italian rapprochement to counteract the Franco­
German rapprochement. 

During the last year, however, a certain change 
is noticeable in the attitude of British diplomacy 
to France. ' 

Great Britain has come forward as arbiter be­
tween France and Italy; it is bringing definite 
pressure to bear on Italy, compelling it to make 
concessions. As a result of this Italy had to moder­
ate considerably its aggressive tone towards Yugo­
Slavia and had also to make concessions in its 
demands for participation in the administration of 
Tangier ; finally, the appointment of· the new 
French Ambassador in Rome and the opening ol 
Franco-Italian negotiations bear witness that the 
relations between these two countries have entered 
upon a more peaceful stage. Both countries are' 
now look'ing for compromises ·capable of delaying 
the outbreak of war which seemed imminent in 
19.26-27. 1! > 

Great Britain has relinquished its former position 
on the solution of the guarantee problem, which, 
as everyone knows, differed considerably from that 
of France;-and brought forward new viewppints (in 
its memorandum on this question on January.r8th, 
1928}, which bear witness to their definite conform­
ity with the viewpoint of France. 

Preparations are made for an economic rapproche-: 
ment between. Great ~ritain and France; negotia-

• 
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tions are contemplated for a trade agreement ; !n 
Anglo-French bank is to be established in Londori; 
the agreement on the distribution of the future 
production of Mosul oil has been initialled. 

The above-mentioned facts indicate that we h!ve 
to do with a definite change in the tactics of British 
diplomacy, which is to a certain extent altering the 
international situation of the European continent. 

There is no doubt_ whatever, that this change in 
the policy of Great Britain must· have serious 
reasons: An analysis of the recent general inter­
national situation leads us to the conclusion that 
among the main reasons are : 

(r) The increasing accentuation of differences 
between Great Britain and America. (For analy­
sis oLthese differences see above.) 

(:2) The rupture of Anglo-Soviet relations, and 
the active anti-Soviet policy of Great Britain, 
which is endeavouring to carry out its most ardent 
desire-a united anti-Soviet front of the Euro­
pean States. 

(3) The growth of the economic power of 
Germany whose revival must inevitably ·bring in 
its wake the revival of the old Anglo-German 
differences. · 

(4) The stabilisation of the French currency 
which resulted in the consolidation of France in 
the international field, in the sense that France 
has become more independent with regard to 
foreign. politics. 

These factors compelled British diplomacy to 
relinquish its former anti-French policy and to 
carry on for a more or less prolonged period a policy 
of collaboration with regard to France. The further 
development of Anglo-French relations will depend 
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on the development of the four factors we have 
mentioned above. 

In· any ':ase, we see at present a definite tend­
ency towards a rapprochement between the two 
main imperialist Powers on the European con­
tinent. 

ITALIAN-FRENCH-YUGOSLAV RIVALRY 

· Italian-French and Italian-Yugo-Slav relations 
are ~reatly influenced by France and Great Britain, 
and though there is a certain relaxation for the time 
being, we must bear in mind that the danger of 
war in the Mediterranean exists and that sooner or 
later war must break out, for the fundamental 
differences between these countries cannot-be settled 
peacefully. Such a war will inevitably· develop 
into a world war because it will immediately em­
broil Great Britain and a number of secondary 
Powers. 

Here it 'is important to take stock of the dis­
tribution of the British fleet. At present the main' 
forces of Great Britain are concentrated in the 
Mediterranean. Nearly the whole of the French 
fleet is alio in the Mediterranean. A comparative 
table of naval forces in the Mediterranean gives us 
the following_.picture : 

Comt~a>atit·e Table of Naval Forces in the Med1t.crrcmtan 
Ship< at Aeroplnne Floblla Torpedo Submar-
the hue Cruisers earners leaders boats ines 

Gt. Bntain ... 11 ... 10 
France ... 9 ... 6 
Italy ... 5 ... 11 
Spain ... · 2* .. . 10 
GreN~e .. ... 2 .... 2 
Yugo-Slnvia - ... 1 

2 4 
... I ... 4 
... 1 4 
... ~ 

32 ... 7 
27 ... 9t 
40 ... 41-

8 ' ... 15 
23 ... • 2 
11 ... 2 

• Obsolete 17,000 tons. 
t This does not indude submarines for coastal defeZ:ce 

the basis of which is frequently shifted. ' 
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Comparative Table of the Naval Force8 of Italy and 
France by 1931 

According to programmes adopted before ~-1-28 

Ships of Aeroplane Torpedo Submar-
the line Cruisers carriers boats incs 

~ -~-1-> -~ .._, ?;: ~ 
~ :;3~ d ~~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ·~~ t; :s~ 
_._,odl _.., ~~ _..,-'" _..,~~ _..,o~f 
0 !§o 0 <~=~o 0 t§o 0 o o 
~f'!:l E-i~ E-il'il E-i~ E-i~ 

France 9 6 ... 17 9 ... 4 4 ... 100 83 ... 86 56 

Italy 5 5 ... 20 16 ... 1 1 ... 143 101 ... 63 46 

From the foregoing table we gather that Great 
Britain is master of the Mediterranean, and is able 
to unite its Atlantic fleet with the Mediterranean. 
Moreover, Great Britain has on its side Italy, and 
probably Spain. Should there be a war France 
would be in a difficult position to keep up communi­
cations with North Africa and Syria. 

The determination of the British bourgeoisie to 
maintain its historic hold upon the route to India 
and the East and to strengthen its grip on the 
Middle Eastern Empire, is faced with Italian am­
bitions for colonial expansion in. Syria, Anatolia, 
Arabia, Egypt, and Abyssinia. df course; we must 
not forget that all the imperialist Powe:-s are united 
on suppressing subversive nationalist movements 
in As!a and North Africa, while the lure of the 
Caucasian oilfields unites them in their .. common 
hatred to the Soviet Republic. 

FRENCH-GERMAN-BRITISH RIVALRY 

As to another important grouping, viz., France, 
Germany and Great Britain, it is already clear 
that the German bourgeoisie cannot reckon on c~ 
operation on the question of a proposed revision · 
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of the Dawes Plan with Great Britain, so we see a 
veering towards the U.S.A. There is a c~rtain 
connection here with the improvement of Anglo­
French relations. These relations are directed not­
only against the U.S.S.R., and the subversive 
nationalist revolutionary movements I have referred · 
to, but also against Germany. 

The economic development and consolidation of 
Germany are making it again a dangerous rival of 
Great Britain. All negotiations for the establish­
ment of international concerns and agreements 
(with regard to steel, coal and the chemical indus­
try) of which Germany and Great Britain would 
form a part have not yet materialised, which can­
not certainly be explained by chance or temporary 
causes (such as inadequate concentration of British 
industry). \Ve have to do here with more_ serious 
causes, in many respects analogous with those 
which called forth the pre-war Anglo-German ,an-. 
tagonism. The influ~nce of British capital in Ger­
man industry, fairly considerable a little while ago 
(2 to 3 ~years ago) has been recently reduced to 
nought. • 

Rivalry on the markets of Eastern Europe, Scan­
dinavia and the rest of Europe must be expected 
soon. One should bear in mind that over 70 per 
cent. (in 1927, 72.7 per cent.) of the German ex­
ports went to European markets. The elimination 
of British goods from the European markets is at 
present, for Germany, a sttuggle on the lines of 
least resistance, and iu this respect Germany has 
.achieved truly remarkable results as the following 
table shows : 
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Germany's and Great Britain's share in Imports 
of the Countries of Eastern Europe 

in_ percentages 
1924 1925 - 1926 

Finland 
Germany ... 29.8 39·9 
Great Britain -r8.S 1].0 

Esthonia 
Germany . . . 36.6 29.4 
Great B~itain -13.3 12.2 

Germany ... 
Great Britain 

Germany ... 
Great Britain 

Germany ... 
Great Britain _. 
Germany ... 
Great Britain 

Latvia 
38·9 4I.4 
16.3 13.8 

Lithuania 
s6.s 
8.3 

Poland 
3I.O 

7·9 
YugoSlavia 
8.3 9·9 

10.6 8.2 
Bulgaria J 

34·9 
12·9 

12.1 

39·9 
9·9 

53·8 
7·9 

23.6 
10·4 

J2.6 
14-2 

25-2 
9-2 

II.9 
6.6 

Germany ... 20.3 19.6 21.9 20.4 
Great Britain 13.2 13.1 11.3 12.2 

(Wirtsclzaftsdie;Jst, Xos. r6 and 17.) 

L' .S.A·J.-\1'.-L'\-BRITISH RIVALRY 

Take another group, the U.S.A.-Japan-Great 
Britain. The antagonisms between these Powers in 
the Far East are among the most important 
imperialist antagonisms. They are fraught with 
the danger of war. In recent years the character 
of these antagonisms has undergone frequent 
changes: alternately, Anglo-Japanese and Japanese­
American antagonisms take the upper hand. A few 
vears a!!o. when under the influence of America, 



U.S.A.~JAPAN~BRITISH RIVALRY 15 

Great Britain severed the ,alliance with Japan' at 
the Washington Conference and began to construct 
the Singapore Naval Base, relations between Japan 
and Great Britain seemed more hostile than between 
Japan and America. Later on, however, events 
took place which accentuated again J apanese-Ameri­
can relations : prohibition of Japanese immigration 
into America in 1924, Pacific manceuvres of the 
American fleet in 1925, development of, American 
naval bases in the Pacific, etc. 

At the time of the Geneva Naval Conference in 
1927, the situation was such that Japan turned 
against the United States and supported the main 
proposals of Great Britain. Chinese events, which 
were a severe blow to Great Britain, compelled it 
to seek agreement with Japan. That is why in 
1927, the Japanese and British press felt inclined 
to discuss the question of a renewal of the Anglo­
Japanese alliance. Seeing this turn of events, the 
United States indulged in a counter-manceuvre 
directed towards rapprochement with Japan and 
isolation of Great Britain. In this respect a very 
significant fact was the visit of Japan by the repre­
sentative of the American bankers, Lamont, and 
his negotiations concerning a big loan for the South 
Manchurian Railway. These negotiations were 
proceeding satisfactorily and were to end in an 
agreement. It is only under the influence of a big 
wave of protest in China that the Americans are 
still abstaining from the grant of this loan. As to 
] a pan, one could also notice in its policy a ·certain 
tendency towards rapprochement with America. 
Being in need of capital and intent on consolidatina 
its position in North China, Japan is compelled t~ 
seek collaboration with the United States. 

However, in the first months of 1928 events took 
B 
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place which threatened to thwart -the attempts at 
rapprochement between Japan and the United States 
and to accentuate again their mutual antagonism. 
Such events were : The agreement between America 
and South China on the Nanking incident, and 
Japanese intervention in Shantung. The former 
indicated America's intention to take a more active 
policy in China, and therefore it alarmed Great 
Britain and caused a certain amount of confusion 
in Japan. The Japanese intervention in Shantung 
in May is certainly very much disliked in America, 
and will probably induce it to take counter meas­
ures. Great Britain, however, is endeavouring to 
utilise the new situation for the consolidation of its 
relations with Japan to the detriment of the United 
States. 

ARMAMENTS EXPENDITURE. 

So far we have dealt with the political implica­
tions of the antagonisms and rivalries of the 
imperialist groups. Here we must speak about the 
military budgets. The increase of the sum total 
of expenditure by the five leading Powers: France, 
Great Britain, Italy, U.S.A., and Japan, for defence, 
including military expenditure of other departments 
than the war department is staggering. 

Taking the years 1913, 19~3-24, 1926-27, 1927-28, 
the totals in millions of dollars for these respective 
years are 1,132:7; 2,118:9; 1,881:9; 2.057:1. 

Coming to the numerical strength of the land 
armies (regulars only) of the five big Powers, these 
taken together constituted in 1913, 1,753,000; in 
1927, 1,896,ooo, and in 1928, 1,86s,ooo. 

Thus in comparison with 1913 the numerical 
strength of the armies had increased by n2,ooo in 
1928. 
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However, the numerical strength of armies is not 
exactly indicative of contemporary militarism. At 
present the main factor at the expense of which 
the strength of armies is growing is military 
technique. 

In this respect the Air Fleet takes first place. 
The development of the military air fleet of the 
big Powers in the last few years is shown in the 
following table which gives only aeroplanes on the 
active list (except Germany) : 

Number o( Ftgh ting A. eroplanes on the Act we List 
1923 1924 1925 1926 1927 

Great Britain 408 599 

United States 520 560 
close on 

France 1,250 1,400"' 
Italy 250 400 
Germanyt 145 249 
Japan ... 150 200 

2,723 3,408 
* Approximate figures. 
t Only ctvil aeroplanes. 

close on 
630 630* 834 

cloqe on clo~e on 
GOO* 620 700* 

close on close on 
1,550 1,580* 1,650* 

665 640 600 
324 416 512 
327 394 434 

4,096 4,380 4,730 

This table shows that the air forces of the big 
Powers are increasing from year to year, having 
almost doubled between 1923 and 1927. 

These figures do not reflect the growth of the air 
forces at the expense of numbers. For instance, 
according to the table, it seems that in 1927. the 
number of aeroplanes in Italy has decreased a little, 
but this certainly does not mean a weakening of the 
Italian air fleet; on the contrary, it has grown in 
strength because a considerable number of obsolete 
aeroplanes were replaced by aeroplanes· of the new­
est types. The same process of re-armament 1s 
taking place also in other countries. 
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The navies of the Big Powers are also growing at 
the expense of the newest types of ships. 

Thus, for instance, the tonnage of the aeroplane 
carriers in the British navy in 1922 was 76,ooo 

Respective figures for Great Britain and Japan 
are: in 1926, 3o,ooo and 15,000 tons; in 1930, S8,ooo 
and 6g,ooo tons. This type of ship did not exist at 
all in the composition of the fleets in the pre-war 
period. 

The following figures show the increase in the 
tonnage of submarines : 

(Thousand tons) 

1930 
(assumed) 

Great Britain 55 46 So 
United States 21 So 92 
Japan 5 37 so 
France 41 38 125 
Italy 16 18 48 

Apart from the regular armies, all bourgeois 
States maintain and prepare for war a considerable 
number of reserve organisations of a military type 
and irregular formation. These military-social 
organisations are growing rapidly. The table below 
gives an idea of this, although it does not include 
all organisations. 

Numerical Strength of Military-Social Organisations 

France ... 
Great Britain 
United States 
Italy* 
Germanyt 

330 

* Fascist :Militia. 

(in thousands) 
1927 
1,040 

soo 
r,s6x 
• 218 
3.630 

t Only military national unions. 

1927 
x,wo (approx.) 

550 
1,727 

259 
s,ooo (approx.) 
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Thus :we witness a continuous strengthening of 
militarism and a quickening in the war preparations 
of the Big Powers. The figures we have given 
show clearly that the scope of the next imperialist 
war will exceed that of the war of 1914-I8, which 
no one dares any longer call the last war. 

THE CAPITALIST WORLD AND THE U.S.S.R. 

The hostility of the capitalist world t~ the 
U.S.S.R. is due mainly to the enormous revolution­
ary influence of the U.S.S.R. as the centre of the 
Communist movement and the world revolution. 

The political and economic stabilisation of capital­
ism which has takenc place in recent years, and 
which has brought in its wake increased power for 
the bourgeoisie and a weakening of the position of 
the working class, has inevitably increased the hos­
tility of world capitalism to the U.S.S.R. as the 
main obstacle in the way of a final stabilisation of 
capitalist society. 

Having inflicted defeat Qn the revolutionary 
movement in a number of countries, the world bour­
geoisie has begun to feel more and more the neces­
sity of doing away with the U.S.S.R., as the prop 
and pillar of this movement. Therefore, the 
strug~le against the U.S.S.R. is the next stage of 
the offensive of world capitalism against the work­
ing class and the continuation of its (capitalism's) 
stabilisation efforts. , 

The purely economic interests of capitalism also 
demand the inclusion of the U.S.S.R. in the world 
capitalist economy. 

The ever-growing want ()f markets by the capital­
ist countries is inducing them to make use of the 
Soviet market which has enormous potential possi-
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bilities. However, the role of the Soviet market is· 
not as big as in the pre-war period; which is shown 
by the following ·figures on the percentage of 
U.S.S.R. trade in world trade : 

Imports 
Exports 

1913 1926 
4·2 1.3 
5-I 1.5 

This decrease .in the trade turnover of the­
U.S.S.R. compared with the pre-war level is, in the 
opinion of the bourgeoisie, a consequence of the 
monopoly of foreign trade and the elimination of 
private capital. Therefore, the first and foremost 
task of international capital consists in doing away 
with the monopoly of foreign trade and in securing 
for itself a more free access to the Soviet market. 

The market of the U.S.S.R. could also be very 
important for the investment of capital. The 
export of capital which is assuming more and 
more importance in the economic expansion of the 
capitalist States, invests the Russian market with 
ever-growing importance. But at present, capital 
does not find its way into the U.S.S.R. On the 
one hand, because of distrust and on the other, be­
cause of disinclination to contribute to the develop­
ment of socialist economy in this country. For an 
adequate utilisation of the Soviet market in this 
direction, international capitalism must destroy the 
main foundations of the socialist economy, first and 
foremost, nationalisation. 

'Vhen considering the economic relations between 
the U.S.S.R. and the capitalist countries, it is 
essential to realise that in the last two years the 
pressure on economic positions in the Soviet Union 
bas been increasing. 

This economic pressure was given an impetus 
after the rupture of Anglo-Soviet relations. To 
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illustrate the growing hostility of the international­
bourgeoisie towards the U.S.S.R., one has only to 
point to the following facts : 

(r) Almost complete unanimity of the British 
bourgeoisie with regard to severance of relations 
with the U.S.S.R. ; -

(2) Attempts at a credit blockade of the 
U.S.S.R., noticeable in a whole series of States; 

(3) Irreconcilable attitude of the French _bour­
geoisie in the economic negotiations with the 
U.S.S.R.; -

(4) Persistent attempts at a Franco-German 
Entente (De Monzy Plan) at a uniform economic 
policy with regard to the U.S.S.R.; the financial­
industrial circles of Greaf Britain and the United 
States are also being drawn into the negotiations 
on this question ; 

(5) The affair of the Soviet gold in America 
and the attempt of the French Government to 
seize it; 

(6) Germany's increased demands in the 
economic negotiations with the U.S.S.R., and 
the breaking off of these negotiations under the 
pretext of the arrest of German engineers ; 

(7) Sudden irreconcilable attitude of the 
Greek bourgeoisie which, under the influence of 
Great Britain, is endeavouring to sabotage the 
trade agreement with the U.S.S.R. ; 

(8) Campaign against the trade agreement in 
Latvia. 
These facts show clearly that if complete unity 

of action has not yet been achieved on the part of 
the international bourgeoisie, its pressure on the 
economic conditions of the U.S.S.R. is becoming 
more and more concerted and effective. · 

As the process of capitalist stabilisation continues 
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and as the need of markets must inevitably increase, 
one must expect further increased pressure on the 
U.S.S.R. by world capitalism. This pressure will 
inevitably bring the capitalist world face to face 
with the question of a military solution of the task 
of including the U.S.S.R. in the capitalist economic 
system. 

In conformity with the above mentioned facts an "'· 
accentuation of the political relations between the 
U.S.S.R. and the capitalist world is noticeable. 

A decisive event in this respect was the rupture 
of Anglo-Soviet relations in 1927. This certainly 
indicated a change in the relations between the 
capitalist world and the U.S.S.R. The former 
stage, the keynote of which was recognitions and 
attempts on the part of the capitalist States to 
establish a modus vivendi with the U.S.S.R., must 
be considered at an end. Since that time, relations 
between the capitalist world and the U.S.S.R. have 
entered upon a period of new complications, breaks, 
increased demands, ever-growing irreconciliability 
and efforts on the part of the world bourgeoisie to 
form a united front against the U.S.S.R. 

After the Anglo-Soviet rupture, and in connec­
tion with it, anti-Soviet tendencies increased every­
where; as witness the following facts: 

{r) Complications with France in connection 
with the recall of Rakovsky, and, generallv 
speaking, increased anti-Soviet attitude of French 
imperialism. 

(2) Growth of anti-Soviet tendencies in Ger­
many, which had a reflex in the press and also 
in the policy of the German Government. 

{3) Poland's policy, increasingly hostile to the 
U.S.S.R. after Pilsudsky's assumption of power, 



THE CAPITALIST WORLD AND THE U.S.S.R. 23 

became particularly provocative after the Anglo­
Soviet rupture. Very characteristic are in this 
respect, the terrorist acts against Soviet repre­
sentatives, the almost undisguised threats and 
preparations of Poland to occupy Lithuania 
(November-December, 1927), the policy of the 
Baltk·countries, openly hostile to the U.S.S.R., 
the belligerent propaganda of the Polish semi­
official press (frontiers of 1772), the feverish war 
preparations, etc. 

(4) The anti-Soviet tendencies in the Baltic 
States have considerably increased; in Finland, 
Esthonia and Latvia, governments have come in­
to power which are either openly Anglophile or 
are under strong British influence. 

(s) British imperialism has become much more 
active in the East. It is certainly owing to this 
that the position of the U.S.S.R. in China has 
become worse and that Turkey has adopted a 
more pronounced western orientation. 

(6) Complications with Greece are also mainly 
due to British influence. 
These facts show that the relations between the 

U.S.S.R. and the capitalist world are becoming 
more and more acute. Yet, another very untowar.d 
factor in the international position of the U.S.S.R. 
is the defeat of the Chinese revolution. This defeat 
is strengthening imperialism and first and foremost 
British imperialism, which constitutes the greatest 
danger to the U.S.S.R. Owing to this defeat, 
British imperialism can now concentrate its main 
efforts on struggle against the proletarian State. 
The policy of France after the elections, which · 
were a victory for Poincare, will probably assume 
a still more anti-Soviet character than has hitherto 
been the case. No doubt British pressure on France 
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for the purpose of inducing it to break off relations 
with the U.S.S.R., will become more persistent; 
moreover, it has now' a better chance of success thau 
before. In this respect the manceuvre of British 
diplomacy, intended to bring about a rapproche­
ment with France, -constitutes a great danger. One 
can safely 'assume that Great Britain's present 
tactics which aim at re-establishing Anglo-French 
collaboration and at reconciling European differ­
ences with the United States, but to the same ex­
tent, hy the British policy of encirclement of the 
U.-s.S.R., and preparation of intervention. '" 

As to Japan, there have been lately symptoms in 
its policy of a less friendly attitude to the U.S.S.R. 
The anti-Soviet campaign in Japan is developing, 
particularly in connection with the so-called Com­
munist conspiracy. At the same time the activity 
of, the Far Eastern White Guards who are closely 
connected with the ruling circles in Japan is cer­
tainly increasing. 

The whole evolution of German foreign policy in 
recent years, particularly after Locarno, shows that 
in its relations with the U.S.S.R., Germany is 
reckoning more and more with the big Powers. 
The growing power _of German imperialism makes 
the German bourgeoisie more and more interested 
in bargains with the imperialist Powers and less and 
less interested in political support of the U.S.S.R. 
In view of these considerations, one can assume that 
Germany is not creating for Great Britain and 
France insurmountable obstacles when deciding the 
question of war against the U.S.S.R. All the above 
mentioned facts and 'consideration make us con­
clude that the War danger for the U.S.S.R. has 
grown and has a tendency towards further erowth. 

This conclusion is also confirmed by the growing 
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armaments and war preparations of the western 
neighbours of the Soviet Union. 

WAR PREPARATIONS OF THE WESTERN NEIGHBOURS 
OF THE U.S.S.R. 

The 'western neighbours of the U.S.S.R. will 
play the role of an armed vanguard in the war oi 
the capitalist world against the proletarian ~tate 
Therefore, considerable attention is paid to their 
war preparations and the consolidation of their 
armed forces. 

Befo;e estimating the armed forces of these 
western neighbours, it is essential to point out 
their successes in war preparations in the sphere of'" 
external politics. In the course of rg26 alone, they 
concluded the following military-political agree­
ments directed against the U.S.~.R.; 

(a) The Franco-Polish Military Convention 
which supplements the agreement of 1925. 

(b) The Polish-Roumanian agreement and 
military convention. 

(c) The Franco-Roumanian agreement and 
military convention. 

{d) The Italo-Roumanian agreement of 
" friendship" supplemented by the secret agree-· 
ment on military-political support of Roumania. 
Apart from these fundamental alliances and 

agreements, there are agreements concluded in' an 
earlier period, namely: the Latvian-Esthonian alli­
ance, secret agreements between Poland and Latvia 
and Esthonia, the Polish-Czecho-Slovakian agree­
ment, Roumania's agreement with Czecho-Slovakia 
and Yugo-Slavia, etc. 

All the alliances and agreements of mutual sup­
port constitute a broad system which connects the 
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western adjoining countries one with another as well 
as with the most important big Powers. Although 
Great Britain is not directly concerned in these 
agreements, this certainly does not mean that its 
active help to these border States in a war against 
the U.S.S.R. is not guaranteed. The disinclina­
tion of Great Britain to tie its hands by alliances 
is a question of tactics, but this certainly does not 
lessen our belief that British support will be the 
main support in a war by Poland and the border 
States against the U.S.S.R. 

The war expenditure of these western neighbours 
to the Soviet Union is growing from year to year. 
For instance, the budget of the War Ministry in 
Poland amounted in 1926 to 624 million zloties; in 
1927 to 663 million zloties; in 1928 to 745 million 
zloties ; i.e., an increase by nearly 20 per cent. in 
three years. 

However, these figures do not include by far all 
the war expenditure of Poland. Considerable 
amounts are granted for military needs in connec­
tion with other departments, for instance, for the 
war industry, the frontier defence forces, the mili­
tarisation of the population, military colonisation, 
etc. If one were to take into account the entire 
war expenditure which can be ascertained from the 
budgets of the various Ministries, one would arrive 
at a considerably large amount of expenditure for 
military needs, namely, in 1927, 844 million zloties 
or 44 per cent. of the total State expenditure, and 
in 1928, r,o25 million zloties, or 41.3 per cent. of 
the total State expenditure ; thus last year alone the 
military expenditure of Poland increased by 21.4 
per cent. 

The military e.."'l:penditure of Roumania is also 
growing; in 1927 it constituted 41 million dollars, 
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for the War Ministry alone, and in 1928, 49 million 
dollars, i.e., an increase of 12 per cent. in one year. 
In relation to the whole budget, military expendi­
ture constitutes in 1927, 20 per cent., and in 1928, 
20.4 per cent. 

Military expenditure is also growing in the 
Baltic States, with the exception of Finland, where 
about 30 per cent. of the,State budget is spent on 
military needs. 

The numerical strength of the armies of all the 
western neighbours (Finland, Esthonia, Latvia, 
Poland and Roumania) , is also growing from year 
to year. In 1923, 431,ooo; in 1927, 521,ooo; and 
in 19~8, 552,ooo; i.e., an increase of 30 per cent. 
in five years. This increase in calculated accord­
ing to the budgets, but the actual numerical strength 
of the armies is bigger. 

The number of military organisations which con­
stitute in every country the unofficial and purely 
class army, is continually and rapidly growing; 
military organisations in Esthonia, Latvia, .Finland 
and Poland had 30o,ooo members in 1923, 7oo,ooo 
in 1926, and about 1,4oo,ooo in 1928. Thus, the 
numerical strength of the military organisations in 
the western adjoining countries (minus Roumania) 
increased almost five-fold. In Poland between 1926 
and 1928, the number of Fascist military organisa­
tions more than doubled (565,000 in 1926,, and 
1, 2oo,ooo beginning of 1928) . 

The above figures are only an inadequate illus­
tration of the growth of armaments and the war 
preparedness of the adjoining countries. The rapid 
g-rowth of the air and sea fleets, the enormous 
development of the war industry and the construc­
t ion of the strategical railways play an important 
role. 
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The army and navy air forces in commission has 
grown as follows : 

No. of Aeroplanes in Commission 
1923 1926 1927 Beginning of 1928 

Poland 
Roumania 
Finland 

- Esthonia 
Latvia 

140 220 .260 292 
112 132 171 _ 178 
48 72 70 8o 
14 24 32 So 
24 ,33 40 54 

Total 338 481 573 640 
Thus, the air forces of the :five States alone have 

almost doubled in :five years. 
The naval forces of the western neighbours are 

also increasing. 
The greatest development, however, is noticeable 

in the war industry. Considerable amounts are 
assigned for its development in all border countries. 
As a result of this, Poland put up in the last few 
years several big works for war purposes, it has 
al~o created its own aircraft industry and has con­
siderably developed the chemical industry. Owing 
to this the war industry in Poland could provide 
in 1927, 30 per cent. of the munitions required in 
war time, against 8 per cent. in 1924. The aircraft 
industry can satisfy all the needs in this direction. 

Roumania, Lativia and Finland are also extend­
ing their war industry. -

Finally, all border countries have been building 
strategical railways with the participation of foreign 
capital. 

All the above statements show that the westerr 
neighbours of the U.S.S.R., with the support oJ 
the Great Ppwers are extremely active gettin~ 
ready their armed forces for war against th< 
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U.S.S.R. One thing is certain: the development 
of .the ]ast two years steadily increased the war 
danger for the U.S.S.R. and this tendency will 
probably last.-

The mobilisatiGn of the forces of the international 
proletariat for struggle against the danger of mili­
tary intervention, far from losing its importance1 is 
on the contrary, at the present juncture, the fore­
most task of the Communist International. Since 
the civ11 war this task has at no time been as press­
ing and important as now. 

PEACE, DISARMAMENT AND THE SOCIAL DEMOCRACY • .... 
It is one of the paradoxes of our times that the 

nearer the imperialists get to war-lhe more dili­
gent they are in piling up armaments and improving 
their war technique-the louder they shout for " dis­
armament" and the more demonstrative they are for 
"Peace." The facts just cited above prove how 
hollow and pretentious is all the talk of "Peace" 
and "No More War." The armaments race, which 
proceeds side by side with the growing antagonisms 
of the imperialist Powers, of which it is the direct 
outcome, gives the lie direct to the idea that we 
have now entered upon an era of peace. 

But what is the meaning of all this fine talk on 
the part of the imperialists and their social demo­
cratic allies? \Ve know that under threat of the 
proletarian revolution the imperialist brigands 
created the League of Nations in 1919, and prom­
ised disarmament to the war weary peoples. \Ve 
also know that it took the League six years to re­
member its promise, f~r not till December, 1925, 
was the Preparatory Dtsarmament Commission set 
up. It has bad several sittings since then but the 
date of the actual Disarmament Conferenc~ is stil1 
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to be :fixed. It is clear now from the Geneva 
Debates and from their-actions that none of the 
capitalist governments even think of limiting arma­
ments. All this fine talk and discussion on "secur­
ity," "disarmament," "outlawry of war," etc., -is 
merely a screen for the preparations of war. This 
is the true historic role of the League ofNations. 

In the pretentious discussions of the imperialists 
on their alleged disarmament plans there is, how­
ever, one disturbing influence. This is the Soviet 
Government. At :first, the imperialists took advan­
tage of the absence of Soviet representatives at 
Geneva, due to the conflict with Switzerland over 
the assassination of Votovsky, to accuse the 
U.S.S.R. of sabotaging the "Disarmament" efforts 
of the League. It was not until the summer of 
1927 that the situation changed so as to enable the 
delegation !rom the Soviet Government to tear aside 
the veil of hypocrisy that concealed the imperialists' 
hostility 'to the U.S.S.R. under cover of the League 
of Nations. 

The proposals of the Soviet Gover;ment were a 
severe blow to the imperialists. For the :first time 
a Great Power made a solemn declaration for com­
plete disarmament. The imperialist diplomats were 
so upset that all they could do was to adopt the 
attitude of ridiculing the Soviet proposals. At the 
same time they could not get over the fact that 
millions of proletarians outside the influence of thP 
Communist International received the message with 
open sympathy. 

The Soviet Government is the one Great Power 
that is in a position frankly and openly to declare 
for 'disarmament. It alone of all the governments 
is the real defender of peace, and pursues a peace 
policy in all its relations with the governments of 
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the world. Having no territorial ambitions; being 
concerned in building up its socialist economy, peace 
for the Soviet Union is indispensable for the growth 
and development of the proletarian State. ' 

The Soviet Government, however, cannot shut 
its eyes to the persistent scheming and planning of 
the imperialists for a renewed military attack upon 
it. But the success of such schemes and plans is as 
much a question of the mood of the working masses 
as is the growth and perfection of military tech­
nique. Publicity and propaganda for the peace 
policy of the Soviet Government become, therefore, 
an indispensable weapon in the struggle against the 
imperialist counter-revolutionary war. In this con­
nection the new "Friends of the Soviet Union," 
which arose out of the Tenth Anniversary of the 
Republic, is destined to play an important part in 
bringing before the masses of workers the achieve­
ments of the Russian proletariat under conditions 
of comparative peace. It goes without sayi'ng they 
make a serious mistake who think that the workers 
and the Communist Party of the Soviet Union have 
renounced all military preparations and defence of 
their country. The imperialist invaders will find 
a wall of steel awaiting their attempts at inter­
vention. 

But it is necessary for the sections of the Comin­
tern to distinguish between the Peace Programme 
of the proletarian State, flanked on all sides with 
open enemies ready to pounce on it to destroy it, 
and the anti-war tasks of the Parties in imperialist 
countries. Not all sections of the Comintern have 
understood this distinction of the significance of the 
Disarmament proposals of the Soviet delegation to 
Geneva. There is evident a tendency to adopt 
mechanically these proposals as the Party pro-

c 
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gramme against the war aims of their respective 
imperialist governments. It is necessary emphatic­
ally to condemn such an erroneous attitude. De­
fence of the Disarmament proposals of the Soviet 
Government can in no way be regarded as a substi­
tute for the anti-militarist activities of the Commun-
ist Parties. · 

The proposals of the Soviet delegation were a 
thunderbolt for the social-democratic politicians. 
The posing of these would-be peacemakers was 
shown up as never before. All they could do was 
to splutter after the manner of the good bourgeois 
ministerialists that they are, and chatter about 
being "impracticable," "fantastic,"- etc. The 
social-democrats accuse the Soviet delegation of sow­
ing illusions and leading the masses to believe the 
capitalist governments could and would accept their 
disarmament proposals. The draft resolution pro­
posed for the Brussels Congress of the Labour and 
Socialist International, for instance, makes a strong 
point of this by declaring it, the L.S.I., "does not 
fall into the error of believing that a complete dis­
armament can be achieved as long as the govern­
ments are dominated by capitalist and imperialist 
classes." This is clearly aimed at the Soviet 
proposals. 

The "Vorwaerts'' wrote in December, 1927, that 
it is unquestionable that Soviet Russia wants peace, 
that its disarmament proposal is a repudiation of 
old principles, a conversion to pacifism. 

The National Joint Council of the British Labour 
movement adopted a resolution on December 8th, 
is what the Labour movement has always held 
should be the purpose of all civilised governments 
1927, declaring that the " purpose of these proposals 
in the whole of their foreign policy, viz., the elim-
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ination of armed force as the decisive factor in the 
international relations of civilised peoples, and the 
substitution of armed force by a policy based on 
reason, justice and international co-operation." 

The social-democrats, however, conceal the 
essence of the Soviet proposals, i.e., the declaration 
that imperialist armaments are inseparable from 
capitalism, the appeal to the working class to fight 
against the capitalist system, and against imperial­
ism as the root causes of war. They ignore the 
very opening statement of comrade Litvinov of 
November 3oth, 1927, in which he declared: 

"The Soviet Government adheres to the opinion 
it has always held that under the capitalist system 
no grounds exist for counting upon the removal of 
the causes which give rise to armed conflicts. Mili­
tarism and big navies are the essentially natural 
consequences of the capitalist system. By the very 
fact of their increase they intensify existing differ­
ences, giving a vast impetus to all potential quarrels, 
and inevitably convert these into armed conflicts." 

The attitude of the Social-Democratic Parties 
generally towards the U.S.S.R., at Geneva is 
largely determined by their attitude towards the 
momentary political manoeuvres at Geneva. It so 
happened that the German social-democracy took 
a relatively friendly attitude simply because Lit­
vinov' s action at Geneva eased the position of the 
German delegation. 

The French social-democracy, following the 
policy of the cartel were against the breaking off 
of relations with the Soviet Union, but were con­
temptuous of the disarmament proposals. Especi­
ally the Brussels "Peuple," which is frequently 
the mouthpiece of the French Socialists on foreign 
political questions on which they do not want to 
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commit themselves openly, stated frankly that the 
Russian Disarmament proposals did more harm than 
good to the cause of disarmament .. 

The British Labour press saw in the recognition 
of the Disarmament proposals cheap sport. The 
Labour Party demanded nothing more than a 
friendly consent to the Russian proposals for 
negotiations. 

The policy of all these parties of the Second 
International pulls them hither and thither between 
the necessity of reckoning with the pacifism of their 
supporters (especially in the election campaigns), 
with the necessity of struggle against the U.S.S.R. 
(likewise in the election campaigns) and the foreign 
political requirements of the moment. Thus the 
German social-democracy takes the position that 
owing to the Versailles Treaty, Germany has a 
claim upon disarmament by other countries regard­
less of any sort of international arbitration and 
security treaties. The British Labour Party takes 
the position that disarmament must be preceded by 
the adoption of international arbitration and secur­
ity treaties, the exact opposite of the German posi­
tion. The Frencli socialists take the position that 
disarmament, security and arbitration form an in­
separable whole and must be settled simultaneousl,y. 

The standpoint of their governments is easily 
recognisable in the position of the French and 
Germans. The British position clearly reflects the 
standpoint of the last Labour Government and per­
haps also the coming Labour Government. 

The subservience of the social-democratic leaders 
to their bourgeois overlords is equally reflected in 
the question of the form of the armies. Hilferding, 
for example, in a speech at the Kiel Congress held 
in May, 1927, declared: 
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" Before the war we were definitely opposed to 
standing armies and we advocated the militia 
form. . . . I make no secret of the fact that I am, 
and I believe also the vast majority of our execu-­
tive, is now opposed to the militia system. We 
are opposed to it because the militia system to­
day, and the French example shows this, con­
sidering the new military technique, is_ the 
strongest form of militarism conceivable. 

" If this is so, it follows that our attitude to the 
Reichswehr cannot on principle be a negative 
attitude. And it is not a question of fighting 
against the Reichswehr but of fighting for the 
Reichswehr so as to make it a reliable instrument 
of the Republic." 

On the other hand the name of Paul Boncour is 
indelibly stamped on the new French mobilisation 
law for the militarisation of the ~ntire population. 
Boncour, in his preface to J ouhaux' s book on Dis­
armament, in attacking the mercenary armies of 
the barracks, declares "the States should be con­
~trained to orientate their military organisation 
towards forms which approximat~ to the militia." 
Jouhaux himself declares in the same book (page 
77) : "The essential difference between the militia 
and the professional army being that the first has 
an exclusively defensive character, the League of 
Nations imposes on its members the wil~ to restrict 
this organisation to purely defensive purposes, and 
to abandon the spirit of conquest by force!' 

The British Labour Party defends the present 
form of professional army, confining itself to 
" treaties for land disarmament to apply to the 
Continent!' So far as the British colonial army is 
concerned, it re'mains outside any discussion or 
consideration. 
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From the foregoing it is apparent that three 
important tasks fall upon Communist Parties: (1) 
to show how the social-democrats suppress the fact 
of the existence of a war danger; (2) to show how 
the social-democrats on the questions of disarma­
ment and security are at sixes and sevens, each 
party championing the point of view of its own 
bonrgeoisie, and, therefore, the swindle of promises 
regarding peace made to placate a left swerve among 
the electors ; (3) to show how the social-democratic 
parties defend the interests of their own bourgeoisie 
in foreign policy. 

So far these tasks are being carried out indiffer­
ently. It is necessary to take up this campaign 
more systematically and energetically than has been 
the practice in the past. 

DANGER OF PACIFISM. 

The greatest danger for the revolutionary prole­
tariat in the present period is the widespread move­
ment for pacifism. Pacifism is the most deceptive 
form of lulling-the masses to sleep while wars are 
being prepared by the bourgeoisie. The pacifist 
declares against all wars, against bloodshed and 
violence, against all military service and the use 
of arms. In this respect some socialists find an 
identity between the pacifist desires for peace and 
the ultimate socialist ideal of universal and com­
plete disarmament. Thus we find in all the peace 
moveme,nts pseudo-socialist elements who flirt with 
pacifism. ~ 

The pacifist movement appears under different 
heads in a kind of sub-division of labour. There is 
the clerical and semi-religious type, the League of 
Nations type, and the pseudo-socialist type that 
flirts with the two former. 
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Open bourgeois religious pacifism ha&,, for its 
objects the deliberate softening of the horrors of 
capitalism and the provision of spiritual dope Jor 
the better acceptance of imperialist aims and their 
successful realisation. It is the preparation for 
having God on the side of his "chosen" people, who 
are always the bourgeoisie ·and the governments of 
the "Fatherlands." Ideological warfare against 
such deceptive propaganda is an essential part of 
our daily Communist activity. 

The League of Nations was and remains the big. 
gest swindle perpetrated on the war-weary peoples 
following the blood-letting of 1914-18. It created 
and still fosters the illusion amongst the small 
States, old and new, of equal status and of a guar­
antee against territorial revision and further wars. 
At the same time it imbues large sections of the 
working masses with the idea of " disarmament," 
•• negotiation" and "arbitration" rather tha11 war. 
These fictitious beliefs it fosters at enormous ex­
pense by means of League Conferences, press propa­
ganda and its special organs like the International 
Labour Office and the League of Nations Union, the 
while the big imperialist groups decide the business 
of the League in seqet conclave and without con-
sultation with the small States. · 

In effect, the League has been an excellent screen 
for imperialist intrigues and the secret preparations 
for more wars. It maintains the fiction that the 
governments within -the League desire nothing but 
peace, whereas the power of fina':lce and arms of the 
big groups are dominant in practice. The pacifist 
propaganda carried on under the auspic~s of the 
League is the finest ideological preparation c£ the 
masses for war, particularly for a war on the Soviet 
Union which remains outside the League. Since 
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the Covenant of the League has a certain obligation. 
on all its members to go to war against an " aggres­
sor" it would not be impossible for the capitalist 
governments to create the conditions for declaring 
the proletarian State of the U.S.S.R. an "aggres­
sor." Already, deliberate provocative acts have 
been committed (Peking, London, assassination of 
Soviet , representatives) , especially by the British 
bourgeoisie, which leads the movement for an anti­
Soviet bloc of the imperialists. The prospect of a 
holy crusade against Bolshevism conducted under 
the white ensign of the League of Nations by Mac­
Donald, Boncour, Vandervelde, Pilsudski, Musso­
lini and the Second International is more than a 
figment of the imagination ; it is a possibility quite 
in keeping with the vicious hatred for the Soviet 
Union and the Communist International. 

One particularly dangerous form of pacifism is 
the discouragement by the social-democrats of all 
forms of violent struggle against capitalism, while 
the purely social-imperialists, MacDonald, Boncour, 
etc., are not against violence or the use of arms if 
these are directed against the enemies of "their" 
bourgeois "fatherland." We have evidence of this 
already in Irak, Egypt, Syria, Morocco, China and 
Indonesia. They are for supporting the State power 
of "their" bourgeoisie with blood and iron when 
necessary. They would not hesitate to use the 
State power against the workers at home should 
these workers revolt. Therefore, the pretence of 
these Second International ministerialists, that they 
are against violence and the armed struggle is the 
6heerest hypocrisy. They are only against it for 
the proletariat, but not for the bourgeoisie. 

But the bankruptcy of pacifism is probably most 
obvious in the role of the pseudo-lefts of the social-
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democra<:y in the struggle against war. Of these 
"left" socialist pacifists the Brailsford-Lansbury­
Brockway-Maxton group of the I.L.P. are particu­
larly outstanding. As illustration of the confusion­
ism shown by this group a few examples will not 
be out of place. Brailsford, describing the state 
of latent war in Europe, exclaims despaidngly : 

"Not only is there no super-national authority 
that can assume the government of the world ; it 
is not in the interests of the owners of the world's 
navies that such an authority should exist." 
("New Leader," June 24th, 1927.) -

But writing on the British claim to control Egypt 
he says: 

" If there is a case for the continuation of mixed 
courts, or if some foreign supervision of the police 
should for a time be desirable, is there any rea­
son why the League rather than the British 
Empire should not act? The League is no less 
obviously the ideal guardian of the Suez Canal." 
(";New Leader," April 13th, 1928.) 
A whole series of I.L.P. writers concentr;1te npon 

vindicating -the idea that the danger of war comes 
from talking about it as if war is a " state of mind." 
And so Brailsford summing up the international 
situation for 1927 says : 

"The danger (of war) lies in the fantastic be­
lief of Moscow that Great Britain is bent on 
destroying her by war. To my thinking, that 
belief is exaggerated." 
Not only do the I.L.P. leaders throw the blame 

for the war danger on the Soviet Government, but 
they even help to create an atmosphere 'Of hostility 
against it on pacifist grounds. Thus Lansbury 
declares: 
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"Those who desire no more war must refuse 
to fight in any war, by whomsoeverundertaken." 
Nevinson follows this up by a call to refuse to go 

to war, and cit~s the Soviet Republics among those 
States- which compel men to serve in the army 
"against their conscience." The complete hypocrisy 
of this I.L.P. group of "left" socialist-pacifists was 
perhaps best illustrated in the refusal of Brockway 
to come to Soviet Russia on the Tenth Anniversarv 
on the pretext that socialists were detained in 
prison, and that there was no political freedom in 
Soviet Russia. 

Individual refusal to serve in the army is one 'of 
the most dangerous forms of pacifism. Its futility 
as a weapon"-of struggle against the imperialists 
and war was completely exposed during 1914-18, 
nevertheless it is still part of the stock-in-trade 
slogans of an important section of " left" social­
democrats, particularly in England, America and 
the Scandinavian countries. In Germany, too, this 
pacifist slogan of refusal to serve has its advocates. 
Thus ~urt Heller, the radical "military critic" of 
the "!{lassen Kampf" (issue No. 4) declares : 

" From the pacifist viewpoint it is necessary to 
do away with compulsory military service also in 
times of civil war .... those for whom the pur­
suits of art, philosophy, scientific research, 
religion and technical progress, are more vital 
than a fight, those who think they can bring more 
good to their class . . . than by violence exercised 
with an armed hand ... to compel such people to 
be soldiers would be most intolerable." 
The Communist answer to the pacifist refusal to 

serve in the army, to those who abhor "violence" 
and discourage the use of arms has been aptly given 
long ago by Lenin. In his article on "The Mili-
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tary Programme of the Proletarian Revolution," 
Lenin declared : ~ 

"An oppressed class which does not learn the 
use of arms, to possess these and to become prac­
tised in them, is only fit to be oppressed, ill­
treated and handled like slaves." 

FASClSM 

The present period of imperialist preparation for 
war on the Soviet Union is marked by an intense 
persecution of the revolutionary movement and the 
Communists in every capitalist country. In " demo­
cratic" countries anti-working class legislation, 
arrests, trials and imprisonment of the Commun­
ists are the order of the day. In Fascist countries, 
Italy and the Balkans, Poland and Baltic States, 
inhuman torture, life sentences and murder are be­
ing meted out to_ the Communists and anti-fascist 
workers generally. Everywhere, the bourgeois 
slogan of outlawing of war is accompanied by the 
slogan of outlawing the Communist PartieS'. The 
Communist Parties are entering the period of 
illegality predicted by the Third Congress.· ..., 

As crisis follows crisis and the relations of the 
imperialist groups in the struggle for markets be­
comes more strained, the drift to war becomes more 
certain. The bourgeoisie of the whole world knows 
that decisive battles are about to be fought out. 
They also know that these battles will bring to the 
front the open and decisive class struggle between 
the working masses and the capitalist exploiters. 

In this struggle the bourg~isie understands that 
the Communist Parties and the revolutionary prole­
tarian Soviet Republics will lead the working class 
against it. If the bourgeoisie, and therefore, the 
bourgeois order is to survive, it must first crnsh 
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the Communists as its most deadly adversary. 
This is the objective background for the present 
wave of persecution and \Vhite Terror. 

Therefore, when, in "democratic" ,America, 
England and the Scandinavian countries, in " repub­
lican" France, Germany, Czecho-Slovakia, and in 
"Fascist" Italy, Poland, Japan and correspondingly 
in all the satellite countries of the big imperialist 
Powers, persecution and suppression of the revolu­
tionary workers is rampant it is clear that the 
present period is a period of preparation for war. 

Fascism assumes variable forms in different 
countries. , In America, under cover of the Klu 
Klux Klan, and the American Legion, fascist terror 
held sway over the period immediately following 
the war. " Company un..ionism" and the hired 
Pinkerton gangs and thugs provide a favourable 
field for the growth of American Fascism. 

In Great Britain, in addition to the Anti-Socialist 
and Anti-Communist League, the British Empire 
Union and the Economic League, Fascist groups 
have been organised by the bourgeoisie to play the 
part of' strikebreakers, as well as anti:Communist 
propagandists. Similar function~ are destined fo-: 
the British Legion, the Officers' Training Corps 
and organisations such as the Comrades of the Great 
War. While the recent formation of non-political 
unions, Mond Chemical Co-partnership schemes 
and the Mond-Citrine "Industrial Peace" campaign 
are preparations for fascist groups in industry; the 
whole ground being prepared by the anti-trade 
union law. 

In Germany, the unofficial armies, the "Stahl­
helm," the "Wehrwolf," the "German Officers' 
League," the "J ungdo," and the social-democratic 
Reichsbanner, represent military forms of fascism. 
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But fascism expresses itself no less significantly 
in the factory sports clubs, the nationalist and white 
factory nuclei, the works' police and works Pinker-
tons. · 

In all the capitalist countries the single aim of 
the various forms of Fascist organisations is the 
destruction and suppression of workers' and 
peasants' organisations, the suppression of all 
democratic "rights" of the working masses for the 
more efficient defence of the bourgeois State and 
security of its imperialist war aims. 

In the Communist struggle against Fascism no 
universal recipe can be given for the methods of 
combat. The Communist Parties must apply their 
political understanding towards the most effective 
means of mobilising the workers and peasants on 
the basis of practical and concrete demands for, the 
fight, against Fascism and its decisive defeat. The 
Parties can learn much from the experiences of 
the German Red Front. 



CONCLUSION 
In the foregoing chapters we have endeavoured 

to bP..ng forward some objective evidence that the 
imperialists are heading for war, and some of the 
preparatory steps they are taking to wage it wl:en 
it comes. It is clear from the rivalries and antagon­
isms between the respective groups that a new re­
distribution of the colonies, and of spheres of in­
:fiuence is o-.;erdue. But the question is how? The 
contradictions of capitalist economy inherent in 
the epoch of imperialism cry out for a solution to 
tl:.e pro':llem of markets. \Yith a ruthless and irre­
sistible force - the capitalists are scrapping old 
methods of production to make way for the ration­
alisation of indusLrv. The forward move of the 
trusts and cartels O'n a nat:!.onal and international 
scale points to the centralisation of capital under a 
single world trust. 

But the ·very process of centralisation and con­
centration of capital, its higher technique and co!!l­
positio~ only accentuates the inner crisis of capit2.1-
ism, ~ reHdering it more and more unstable. The 
une1Uai development of capital within the respective 
countries leads to one-sided loa~g of the sca1es. 
J'he nore powerful groups dominate and e_~l:>it 
the weaker. ).!oreover, those dominant groups 
accompany their reorganisation of industry with 
a greater intensification of. the exploitation of 
labour, lower wages, longer hours, abolition of 
time-worn customs, and trade union privileges. 
The rationalisation of capitalist industry can only 
be successfully carried out on the basis of a passive 
working class without organisation, or under tl:e 
domination of a refon:n!st trade union leadership 
which collaborates with the imperialists for "Peace 
in_ Indnstry"-a method of .securing the aims of 
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capitalism. Thus the conditions for wars emerge 
from the actual process of capitalist development 
towards a universal world system. Antagonisms 
and rivalries between the imperialists themselves 
on the one hand; a festering mass of discontented 
wage, slaves on the other, with enormous numbers 
of unemployed and unemployable. 

But the more interdependent and centralised the 
capitalist system becomes, the more it approximates 
to a world system. This encourages the belief 
fostered by some social-democrats that we have in 
this tendency the greatest guarantee for peace. 
There can be no greater illusion. Such a theory 
ignores the inequality between the imperialist 
groups ; their differences in economic and political 
power. Moreover, it rules out the over-riding 
necessity of gaining fresh markets and new sources 
of materials for the sale and productioJ! of an evt:!'­
increasing volume of products. 

How important this capitalist inequ~1lty in 
economic and therefore political power ..b.asJ,etorpe 
was seen at Geneva in the defiant speech of C.li'"n­
berlain, when he .,declaimed upon the superiority 
of the British EmPire to any obligations to the 
Leagt:Je of Nations, and also ill. the reservations he 
made in his reply to the Kellogg Note. The atti­
tude of France towards any attempt to revise the 
Versailles Treaty is 'notorious; the bourgeoisie of 
the United States, while still worshipping the Mon­
roe Doctrine, is forced, to take a hand in world 
affairs. What the Japanese bourgeoisie could not 
gain by negotiation in China a few years ago, it 
now feels strong enough to take by force. Thus we 
see that force and violence as the arbiter in inter­
national disputes between the imperialist Powers is 
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more pronounced to-day than in any other period 
of history. 

The one thing, however, upon which the world's 
capitalists are united is antagonism to the prole­
-tarian Republics of the Soviet Union. This 
antagonism is conditioned by the closing of one­
sixth of the globe to £nancial colonisation and 
exploitation of sources of raw materials. The loss 
of this rich prize has been a severe blow to the 
imperialists, and helps to intensify the internal 
crisis of capitalism. :Moreover, the steady growth 
of socialist construction in the U.S.S.R. is an 
exciting -example to the proletariat of the world, 
whose living standards are being steadily lowered, 
to do as the Russian workers do. Therefore, the 
problem of crushing the proletarian State is a con­
stant factor in the mance:avring of the capitalist 
diplomats. 

But millions of toilers throughout the world have 
come to look upon the U.S.S.R. as the advance 
guard of-the_ social revolution and the ally of the 
OpPressed working masses. The capitalists, there­
fore, will not £nd it easy to rna~ war on the Soviet 
Union. They fear to rouse thl~ latent support of 
the Socialist Republic. They will, as they are do­
ing at present, with the assistance of their social­
democratic allies, conduct a propaganda barrage 
against the Soviet Union. They will shriek about 
"red imperialism," "dictatorship and violence," 
" Bolshevism, the disturber of social peace," etc., 
and try to rouse the maximum of hatred prepara­
tory for war. It is here where the peace programme 
of the Soviet Government, occupies its important 
place in world politics. The Soviet Government 
has no territorial designs. It wishes for nothing 
but peace to build up its socialist industry. It 
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alone can frankly offer to disarm completely. Th'e 
proposals of Litvinov at Geneva for complete dis­
armament undoubtedly cr\'=ated a tremendous 
impression amongst the more politically backward 
workers who want peace. The unanswerable logic 
of destroying arms and munitions dumps and 
abandoning the terrible devices for murder, made 
a strong appeal and has raised the Soviet Power in 
the eyes of these workers as the real defender of 
peace. The peace programme of th Soviet Govern­
ment is therefore a powerful retarding influence 
against war. But against the peace programme of 
the Soviet Union the bourgeoisie conducts an 
aggressive propaganda for" outlawing" war. Under 
the screen of international pacts and negotiations it 
pretends to find a way out. of the impasse it is in. 
It stimulates and encourages all kinds of pacifist 
movements as a means M lulling the masses to sleep 
in the belief that "their" governments are sincerely 
desirous of securing peace. The social-democrats 
assist the governments with high falutin' talk of in­
ternational arbitration courts and the Protecol as the 
instrument for-&ecuring peace. But ~ven tp~v 'arc 
forced to maintaip. -military forces in reserve to be 
used against redl.lcitrant States, who refuse to 
abide by the decisions of the League of Nations. 

War is inevitable under imperialism. The con­
tradictions of the" capitalist system cannot be com­
posed or reconciled ,permanently. At what point, 
when and where it will break out. we cannot tell. 
Of this we are sure-tjle next war will be a world 
war. It will draw whole nations into the conflict. 
Above all, it will rouse millions of colonial peoples 
to fight for their revolutionary aims, for indep<.>nd­
cnce and separation from imperialist domination. 
The combined alliance of industrial and peasant 

~ D 
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masses in the "\Vest with the oppressed peoples of 
the East in revolt against predatory imperialism. 
Such is the prospect that opens before us when we 
contemplate the coming of the new war. 

MILITARY GUARANTEE FOR THE 
OPPRESSION OF COLONIAL PEOPLES 

-British Colonial Forces 

Armies of Occupation. 
B,soo 

14,000 

In Germany 
In Egypt ... 
In Iraq 6,700 

(plus 20,000 native troops.) 
In Trans-Jordania and Palestine goo 
In China (with Hongkong) 29,900 

Total ... 

British Forces in the Colonies 
. In Europe : Gibraltar and Malta 

In Asia: Aden, Ceylon, Borneo, 
Singapore, Cairo and 
others ... 

Jn Africa: 
In Oceana and America : 

Total 

6o,ooo 

6,6oo 

45,400 

The Army in India · . . . 383,000 
(At the disposal of the British Command) 

Total at the direct disposal of the 
Command 488,400 
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Dominion Armies 

(At the disposal of the local governments) : 
Canada "··· 128,ooo 
Australia ... 52,ooo 
Ireland (Free State) 16,500 
South Africa 17,ooo 
New Zealand 22,000 

Total 235,500 

Altogether in the British Possessions 723,900 

Land Forces of the United States in the 
Colonies 

China 2,400 
Nicaragua 2,700 
Panama .,.. 8,6oo 
Hawaii Islands '14,400 
Philipines 12,100 
Porto-Rico 1,100 
Alaska 400 

Total 41,700 
... 

The Colonial Army of Franc~ 

Morocco 85,6oo 
Algeria and Tunis 67 .2oo 
Syria 15,700 
China 1,8oo 
Indo-China and Africa 48,900 

Total 



Share of Various Imperialist States in Imports of rr Colonial Countries. 
(In percentage of total imports.) 

Great Britain U.S.A. France 

1913 1924 1925 1913 1924 1925 1913 1924 1925 
Ceylon 29-2 22.2 23-5 1.2 2-9 2.6 0.7 o.6 0.7 
China 16.5 12.1 9·7 6.0 t8.4 I 14.8 o.g I.O 1.3 
India 64.2 54·4 52·3 2.6 s.s 6.1 t.5 1.1 1.3 
Indonesia 17·5 14·7 2.1 6.7 o.8 I.I i 

Malay States 14·5 13.6 13-2 I.7 3·4 3·9 0.7 I.O 
-

Philipines 10.1 5·2 5·5 so.o 55·9 57·9 2.7 I. I 1.1 

Siam 21.5 17-1 3-2 2·7 1.7 3·4 
Algeria 3·1 3·1 2.0 3·4 82.5 79.1 82.5 

""Egypt 30·5 27.6 25-2 1.9 3·5 3·6 9·2 9·4 9·5 
Nigeria 68.6 72.8 73·6 4-2 7·5 0.2 0.7 o.8 
Haiti 7·3 6.7 8.5 73·0 8o.o 76·9 16.~ 6.o 6.7 

(League of Nations Reference Book) 



Share of Various Imperialist States in Imports of II Colonial Countries. 
(In percentage of total imports.) 

Germany Iapan Italy 

1913 1924 1925 1913 1924 1923 I9I3 1924 1925 
Ceylon 3·0 I.7 1.6 2.1 2.1 2.0 0.5 o.6 o.8 
China 4·8 3·7 3·4 20.4 22.6 21.0 0.1 o.6 o.6 

India 6.g 6.2 5·9 2.6 6.9 7·9 1.2 1.5 1.8 
Indonesia 6.6 6.g 1.6 9·9 I.O 1.8 
Malay States 2.1 0.9 3·5 2.5 3·0 1.3 o.8 
Philipines 5·4 2.0 2.3 6.4 7·9 9·1 0.4 0.2 0.3 
Siam 7·3 3·4 2.3 3·4 o.g 1.2 
Algeria 1.1 0.1 o.6 o.g 
Egypt 5·8 5·8 5·8 0.3 1.9 1.9 5·3 10.3 10.5 
Nigeria II.3 6.4 7·9 0.4; 
Haiti 6.s J.I 4·0 - 0.5 0.7 

(League of Nations Reference Book) 
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