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Trotsky on Russ1as Policy

Editor's Note: We have heard the opinion quite often
expressed that in the event of an immediate proletarian
revolution in Germany the Russian Red army would at
once march into that country. Since there appears to be
prevalent considerable conjecture as to such a possibility
we reproduce here, from “Russian Information and Re-
view” (published by the Information Department of the
Russian Trade Delegation, London, England), what is
therein described as “a full summary of the important in-
terview given on September 29 by Trotsky to the Am-
erican Senator King” Incidentally, a transiation from
“Isvestia” (Moscow) outlining at greater length the same
interview appears in “The Worker” (Chicago, I1.)' Nov
vember 3rd, 1923.

Russia and Germany.

O the question by Senator King as to the pos-

l sibility of the intervention of Russia should
revolution occur in Germany, Trotsky re-
plied: We shall not despatch a single Red Army
soldier across the boundaries of Soviet Russia un:
less we are absolutely compelled to do so. Our peas-
ants and our workers would on no account allow
our Government to-initiate any military action, even
if the Government were mad enough to attempt an
aggressive policy’ Of course, should the German

intervention in Russia (this plan has been brought
forward more than once by Ludendorff and Hoff-
man), then we should certainly fight, and, I hope,
vietoriously. But I do not think that this will hap-
pen. In any case, we certainly should not inter
vene in any internal eivil war. This is surely but
too self-evident. We could only intervene by first
making war on Poland, and on no account do we
desire war. We do not conceal our sympathies with
the German working eclass and with its heroie
struggle for freedom, and, to be perfectly frank, I
can say that if we could assure victory to the Ger
man revolution without risking war we should do
everything we could. But we do not wish to en
gage in any war. Further, war would harm the
(German revolution. Only that revolution is of a
vital and stable character which comes out vie
torious as the result of its own strength. Particu
larly is this the case in revolutions made by a great
nation. We are wholly on the side ¢f the German
people against the predatory, blood-thirsty French
imperialism. We are heart and soul with the Ger-
man working class in its struggle against internal
and foreign exploitation. But at the same time we
are also heart and soul for peace.”’
Russia and Poland

Answering a question on the possibility of Rus-
sia invading Poland, Trotsky pointed out that in
the whole history of Soviet Russia’s relations with
Poland, Russia had shown a truly ‘‘angelic’’ pati-
ence. From the very first, in spite of its agreements,
Poland has manifested hostility to Russia, but the
latter was only too sensible of the faect that war
with Poland would signify a general European con-
flagration which would result in the wiping out from
the face of the earth of the remains of European
civilization. “‘After such a war,”’ continued Trot-
sky, “ Americans would have the melancholy pleas-
ure of visiting Europe in order to study there the

_ last remains of a vanished eivilization.’

The Red Army.
‘Qn the question of the Red Army, Trotsky said:
ertainly we have an army, and we do not con-
pit it all a bad one. We have 600,000 soldiers.
is not a small army, but in comparison, for

imstance, with France or with our nearest neighbour
our army is very small. Taking into account our
population, our vast territory, our extensive bound
aries, our alluring mineral resources, it must be
reconised that ours is a very modest army. We have
already proposed once and, should America express
a wish to support us, we are prepared again to pro
pose the reduction of our army to the minimum
necessary to assure internal order, provided that
our neighbours were ready to make similar re
ductions in their armies.

Trotsky then went on to point out the moderate
but very solid economie progress achieved by Rus-
sia within the last couple of years, and to state that,
if for no other reason than that of endangering the
possibility of future economie progress, Russia could
not indulge in militarist adventures. - All she de-
sires to do i8 to defend herself against attack, and
with this end in view the Russian Red Army is being
converted into a territorial militia to be used ex-
clusively for defensive purposes.

Russia and Her Debts.

Senator King next asked Trotsky how the Soviet
Government eould @;poet to ymaintain stable trade

monarchists be tictorions, and should they then » intai
, W with the Entente for sPHEE ~¥clations With other courtr: while she refused to

recognise her old debts. To which Trotsky re-
plied: ““Our own debts we pay and shall eontinue
to pay, but we have no desire to pay anybody else’s
debts. Already in December, 1905, the Petrograd
Soviet, forestalling evidently the attitude of the
present Government, warned foreign Powers and
foreign capitalists that the Russian revolution would
not recogmse debts made by the Tsar, nor would
it be responsible for any other assistance granted
by foreign capitalists to the Tsarist regime. This
may seem, unfair, but the planters of the Southern
‘ates during the civil war of the ’sixties also con-
sidered very unfair the aets of eivil war whereby
the slave owners were deprived of their property
rights to slaves. Nevertheless, it is just thanks to
this civil war that America has grown to her pres-
ent might You ask where is the guarantee that
we shall not later refuse to pay our own debts. All
I can say is that such an act on our part would be
simply suicidal. So long as we desire to maintain
trading relations with the rest of the world we are
bound in our own interests to carry out our obli
gations. T can assure you that so long as private
property remains in America we shall recognise to
the full American investments in Russia.’’
Russia and America.

After poloting out that all the administrative,
fiscal, and 'other obstacles encountered by foreign
capitalists on Russian territory were the result of
the ‘absence of proper trading relations between
Russia and foreign countries, Trotsky said that Rus-
sia, on her side, was ready to give every possible
assistance to American firms who were desirous
of making really important investments in Rus-
sian industry. The advantages would be mutual.
‘“Of course,”” said Trotsky, ‘‘we are very grateful
to the American nation for the important assistance
it gave to our famine-stricken population, but busi-
ness relations cannot rest simply on feelings of
gratitude.”” Trotsky went on to point out that the

~ geographical position of the two countries preclud-

ed the probability of imperialist rivalry; that he
was firmly convineéd that the American industrial
and commercial world would very soon reeognise
the importance of the Russian market; that al-

though Russia was actually poorer than Europe,
nevertheless, unlike the latter, it was on the upgrade

her markets were extending and she could readily
absorb Inereasing quantities of Ameriedn produets.
Big American firms could accelerate Russia’s indus-
trial development and at the same time obtain im-
mense profits for themselves. ‘‘There is also an-
other important moral (but not sentimental) fae-
tor,”” continued Trotsky, ‘‘which facilitates the elas-
er union of the Soviet United States with the United
States of America. In our papers and technieal
Journals you will very often meet the phrase ‘Am-
ericanism’ and ‘Amerieanisation’ used in a favour-
able, not in a disparaging sense. The Russians are
very eager to learn from the Americans the scien-
tific organisation of industry and of labour, and
this forms a moral bond between Russia and Am-
erica. We know that your business cireles are still
very hesitant, but we have learnt patienee in our
struggle with Tsarism. Still more can we wait
patiently now, for we know that common sense is on
our side.”’

The New Economic Policy.
In conclusion, Semator King asked Trotsky

whether. i was prebable = )
Policy d bepscmppedigll:lthe m" “for
military communism. Trotsky replied: “The New
Economic Policy is an absolute necessity for the
90,000,000 of our peasants. If we had in mind to
break our own heads, then we should indeed sban-
don this policy. It is therefore quite unnecessary
for us to issue formal assuranee and manifestoes in
order to prove the stability of the New Economic
Policy. The very conditions of our internal life as-
sure the absolute stabiliity of the New Economic
Policy

UNEMPLOYMENT IN FRANCE.
By Georges Levy (Paris).

T is impossible accurately to determine the num-
I ber of unemployed in France. The official re-

port on the situation in the labour market, pub-
lished every Saturday, merely states the number
of unemployed in receipt of unemployment benefit.
But such benefit is only paid by a section of the
municipalities in France. Besides this, the dole
is only paid for three months. An out-of-work mot
in receipt of the dole is not mentioned in the official
statistiecs. No statistics whatever are kept concern-
Ing part-timers.

The following fact may give an idea of the diff-
erence between the actual number of unemployed
and the official statement. In February 1921 there
were 47,000 unemployed in the whole of France, ac-
cording to the official statistics. But at the same
time the estimate of unemployment given in the
Chamber by the Minister for Labour was a quarter
of a million. In March 1921 the official statistics
gave the number of unemployed as 91,000. The
actual number was estimated at half a million. As
a general rule we can assume that the offieial stat-
istics do not comprise more than a fifth of the real
number of unemployed.

There were about half a million unemployed in
France before the war, in normal years. In the year
1918;- when demobilization began, the number of
unemployed in France naturally rose, and totalled
1,160,000. In the course of two years this erisis had
been almost completely overcome. Im May 1920
there were only 8,000 unemployed receiving the dole.

(Continued on page 8)




