T Aol War

You senb me a note on one of the most interesting pisces of

infermation of recent times - the Ernest Fisher breadesst to Fermany
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frem "Freief Switrerland.” (I happened to knew of it; sctuslly we

subsoribe to that weekly.)} I hed already pessed it on myself, to cthers.

Of oourgs you will have notieed thet it fits in exmetly with some other

news items that have percelated from Russia in recent weeks.

On the face of 1%, it is of counras to be read diplometically -
1.e. it leaves pll avenuos open. The “generals and professors” may be
Just anether "Vichy" (i,s, somi-faseist government) er another Kerensky
goveroment; it would depend. This, as to swmbipaity of 211 policias iﬂﬂ'&:‘"g‘«{‘ el
net definitely deterndné?my simmlteneously oreated mnalterable faects.

But the question romains: Wnat is the intention? What is the
line the Ruileisng themselves would prefer to follew if they had to
ohoose? Hor@ revolution or seli=guiticieney (both qﬁlifiad, slightly,
by elamanfn of the opposite}? ind what does the Fisher broadeast-line

mean in lhis context? The snswer is plain to me: Russia is fellowing

en independent policy. She is net expecting to cooperats permsnently

with any one power end she is not inclined to go out for s new world
organization which might s¢lve the .Problﬂm of seeurity in the futurs.

Ae to her own immediate interegts: she feels net in sizw of
territorial expanseion, ond is net interested in her neighbors beyond
the western frontiers of Poland enmd mungary, %he Baltio, the Balkena,
the vistule, the Damubian plain - bub not beyond thet. Conditions in
Gorzany, ete., affeet her only to & lesser degree, but of course te &
st1ll wvery BEEEIE.ltiH.}. one, i.e. exclusion of a militeary powsr of possibly
hogtile tendencias.

Russia will atbempt to achieve her aims by kee¥ec close military

allisances witi her neighbors; she is inciined to leave them to run their
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internel affeirs since she iz definitely averse to an exponziensg® policy.
(i.8. Yhat "every power axpénds,“ that "lrappetit vient en mengesnt" is
togh: loock at ﬁhﬁ Britich empire between 1726-1880: ~- & long story of
abgolute disinterestedness ¢f the "nplish govermwent in eolonial expsnsion;
oppesing it (Indial) where she could.)

Hera we uﬁmﬂ te the mein point. Tnﬂ,§£ZWE" of internetional
velitics (imperialiem, ste.) whieh are surrent todey are merely the reflexiom
of the feshions of tha last 5O or éD years, at the best. The wvery idea
that either repmblican or sceialiet or capitalist or whrteverist governments
T st ;:i:le?erywhare ls n¥tterly untrue: during the greater part of recorded
history no such “law" was in operation., Ite origin lies irn the suricusly
diffuse organlzation of s cepitelist werld econcmy: it definitely demands

two thipgs everywhere: (2) sonstitubticnal governments who eheck budpets and

offer safeguarde fo fereign bondholders; (b) a rarket-sconomy organized in

an independent monetary system. Consequently the 19th senbury estabiished
anp unheard of uniformity of internal institutions all over the world. That's

why we imegine that the world Tmust! ke either fascist or sccislist or

papitelist or whateveritisist.

In the next peried of history this will not be so. This - and this
above 8ll - is the advantege of plammed eeonordes - that they'allww cowmitries
te be truly indeperdent in their internsl arrengements mgein. Russia's
policy is a (perhops unconsclous) recegnition of this baslc new fact. This
doeen't mean In the leset that the interventionist problem is not the pivoinl
one: guite the opposite. We are witnessing = new solntion of that problem,
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Afuli'ﬁhat enmures

the victery of demcoratic sooilelism, For the difference between the verious

end it ia the auperiaﬁﬁgkxplaﬂnad econemies ever markeiing

plermed economies of the fubure oconslsts precisely in their willingness or

uwwillingness to cooperate internaticpally. Thatts what tris war is about.




1 agree that this qualifiea tha 1quud.-1_ibat'-—aasa of intermal
eystams - for not all kinds of internsl systems are externally coaperaiive.
Fasoism wlill thus die of its fereign pelisey: its denial of the international
commltment.. This only bears out my view thaet basie seceisl shange is always

ipduced by egternsl factere - Russlals poliey mey repr@asﬂt%ia new
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internaticnalism. e ?i.m ﬁ,,;_.e_u;'f; o
e g .
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