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Orges from okag that Ube= so OiL fllouaS the tree Essninte

position ae misar e webi a s wth rmaoms v 5casOM ies

viese (a 6iaaamm nd w hd otiaw Is of aer amd genam Me 8W

comgad wIth Obber wm t 1mg si1ula s thts -gqp in tim

to rwiew the dtvlopms oa Jenin's vi an .m M.. anu thr uffect

an &ovi ge3±g durUW his Zifetims.1

Santa's veWS ce 61 1 1 saw to fteL into two dit4zet and =Now

trjbt m ost the f ilet rastics lafm 0Ane Z ubil 40Mc 3M, as

sOcMAd fria 19. until lenin's 6eat 1f9t . 2bie pMper, hausmmr, vi

*ttnge to show tht &Mftn's poctienc 4 i ria these M *s*ode

wns essire1g ouasait with a standard he lia dam in 1916, when he iasm

Evey "pseos gadgruI" is a deceptin at the pseA mad a pIece of lyoc.
riqg unleas Its *3rtcpal obJoet is toi iaai to the =as" the =ee
fee a Wevoaion, ad to ypot aid, and develop the revnaitine
strugse at the assas....

Althu ? o eni's tatical position ft disumant shifted sabragg in

1921, his stS'stg rmmess the sm&. Lin, lihe CI a ewit:z saw theb

S scat tf 4 gemseb emqeemwime3g aminaa 0ir ab~m to
penetrabe the mvest g t the alal4t N so d ar geni.ma t
inf3*nte whch blaowin tmblngs a e (i a ,s Satet or OdM9e

aninse.

or their helpful suggestions conening this study, the auther
wishes to thank Professors Alexander Dalin and Henry L. Roberta; for
material support of this research the author is nehted to the brd
Foundation and the Institute of International Studies, University of
California.

~'t. ~~in eohiirn~s(Aa ed.i 3D ivls. Mooomm OoapoWlmda, 3,99&
1932) E, .3 S All refer mes to LenAM ta onhinadia in
this paper are to the scand edition, unleso otherwise note-W



9634(7 coud be ecmVnued by zmmr nem The Bolshevik Uedr viewid

pirmugri the~ erand stratemr 00 proetmrlau xevolition. 3

For savmV yearn before~ =d m~ler the Dolshovtkc tcsx powz, 1Len

codemod aU. endests w: sa~rm t W CAMter-z'rvlutimar Pis-

armmet, ID "ale Idee of a Uwi-e stabts Of airopae, VMS reRrfo as aw

pwiftt i luo nurtured byr the boar~molele Ini order to' stave ofZ o

Lenin's most articouz.en dmncItIons =0 the clog=~ or Olow&mmt

camZ dwu$,na rv±oUN14na t &h1w 3 tich be -40ea'ed xm±~ht bpcr =mm

1tetd if the mo ivere told tlt 111-mae and Va±..~t '4ere posible

without the Ovrtrov. e- the anim A

gLis ariee ' AW and Re xtu~m" 1 aeared in Nvw*~ber, 21905, Jtt

aftw the m 'tpmsoli of. thei lronstaft vpyir43, but dui?,Z tho tim bit

TaeuLte?1t Sebiddt~n ratirwais iitVl hold5 out in Sevt-*o)-,, Meether or

wic tho sailors wd so1&aors vere put down in Sevwatspol, Z=Li~ ftc1ed:,

tho old mti~tm- ryoe~r had =ld Ruc~am troop coul.d no~ .owpr, be coiantedi

S"hi =.9 X,348;0YX4 3-4-22; %7 6Tr; =IZ 505-.
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oto oierv aso the 8e~ a~, of comter-ravoutiox. PoUtics3. eonsims-~w

RGoe iblai the ruan~ vas atif at a 1o, level, but acm OMitay zmm

WUi over Fwisim vre biri to dema civil righto s velL w better

Utan cai8timow !ihe dezmdt~ via t at~ So~wteo v're isic of a

nlonwq4e~ t Lna #werroa It vw beoecadag well %aa ta

Mie 6a11r Omuo( and obondd not be eta fmt r th wIo
pcolt~ca" In a clog= of the bVyWor~t~ca3 servamto of the bouroioile

.m ot Teewsm, who In, %.Utc* have alvyo dram the arIav Into raw-~
tI.onry7 olticse,, traeaom& eien oor Into the unwelipg of

the Mlack Mxi4?eds, ito tbo eizileries of the police.

"Me am=&of the sold&rwaltisaw, 7eniri went m) "wer the on-

Bneof the demaf of Sc rt.,.foU revo Iutic4my pwtieso.

of all fawis.7 aCo IA ok

TVo rm1iza e.. o thiese d~~j ho , LenIn in'siated that ono

woz'e oo~ltlon bod to be achloev*td the oe1m tion of stw=11n ==L~es3

=ad thair relamrmt by tlo.o ax= rdlftia of thea peope a a whole.

~IUUta=7 Seieutoe," Lrnin hu-Webmlmkd.,

ma~ (demcn1tzratod the ecrpleto ifoac4bi±1 of tbe popal"u vd)ltia,
wich own stand1 at the mmiti of v12taory f-t&ok In dofensiv,--e and in
Offenidve w&o ha thel, cmritieeL or oorrtArietea ina1 -

on~dam = t Itienb~o 4rn but for univarma3,
poplam mto Wy it am nrc3aj asme froodme 091b it cm
c,p1ote3V ovortbrov rwation. 3

NhOf the la aeE va15 s, repeated in the rmst exbewve ex-,

walotIon of arnsview, on di4ea-flmmt, bir, "On the Slopa o2 '1)1um

v=V111ama iVo WX,4a txy Pl~njpa yf the Proletarian Itevolutimor " both

%Ldo ~ ~ f ~aos (0zd 1.C.7



witten in 1916. 6Th~e logen of disarmmt, Lenin noted, was being

urged in mavwW countres as a, nibatitue ?or one of the traditional plcAi

of the oci.al-dsmeratic progrm, 1nsaely, the demnd for "the people in

trs," a polar militia to re tAce the attAng armies used to repress

the izss.

To al for dicamnct or, more acratelg, to abott It,

main declared, was to expraes utter hoplesezeso about et prospezt of

revolutnn. By militarziig thO people for the world var, 1-enin arguwd,

the bourgpoieie was preparing the wg :."or m!"ot y ann ' and revoluttoaaxr

wr, nameby, a civil var of the proletriat agailnt the inorialist bour-

geoisie."

"The t tMhing o 0 potaret agolnst 'te bmgeoisde," Lenin wrote

in 1916, "i1 one of he .rrot mprtaV faets of Modes capitpAlist scic.ca-

ty." In the presence of uch PA ftxt, taserted{ Lrnin, to d&ndO. "disaraent

F{~ iaesa7" uoulA be to reounce ary thoit a? revolution. "(ur olrga

hae affire, "zst be: aming the pret in order to Wdeat, ex-

proprate, end Cdsra m'g j7 the bourgeosi-" Lenin affiermd -tix

"1Ctnhe prolett dithe brourgoie wifl it be ablo,

ithout betragig its wrld-historical MiUion, to throw all araments on

the aerap pem Ite rroletaristrfill undLite: Ao thi3, but only Ijttir

6 T1id., T47, 314.-3 2 An extens'vI)e 1A; oFt 0,! ore nlc e to Xeinta crii-
-Iw o " isaa mt" a a tlogan of tea "Left" rand cuntroli&7T , 91 to
191, m h o n be £om Jo inew to the fouth edition of i'Y collected
ors i(ravocbnyi tog k 4 isdan:jt toCreti V. L 1 ±nina hboacom

. o ,1 r 110'
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ci4tion bee ed, der no circmgU jg before

en"

Lain's basie objectioa to Ve slosan of dirmnt %a tactIcal

rZaer tta phlosophica.I. Xt ne tat tha slogOn Vaa Iwcede progreSS

toward a Commnist revluticn. In Augast, 1916, Lenin remcled that revo-

ltinary as ell as conter-revluztionay var bad been onpedered by the

French Revolution. le conocled ttat the tfalure to umderstend the iwe

in vAnich ono kind of wr en be transformd into another can be "verys hj m-

tfOlin a taeticl political3 seene, for it j5vos rise to atwpid propagandA

about 'disamtant' as if no other wazs ber reacticamy wara are possIble."b

It is not the deensive or the offensive charater of a war, Lenin e

plained as earty as 1908$s "bttt the interest3 o? the itarnational o1etarian

nvemt," tich deterndue whether or not a war Is Just.9 Thus, while

aIn eondtemed paifim, beause it taught that peace as posSible without

aX Ctmardit revolutinE Lein to utility in ialitariam, e ereed with

&edc E s t ha the grmnte T mtlitaa would accelerate the deat

of cpitaism. Tha r the Iourceoisia militsnizad the people-iTcluding

. mz= 3 a . /&Taihas in the dialj.#7

1f0gibd. XViX,3'i21 363 rxgAAg XXY, 1,

1ee Fedrlch Engels, Herr En Ievolution in Scaece

aluc belol, footnote 47.
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youzg people and vawon, the better, Ianin argwd, because that procesa

brought nearer the "armae uprising ogainst capitaiem." 1 2

The SolshevikS* accession to power in 1917 naturally brought about

mas~ nyofications of the bheorIes toich they advocated %Aen seeking a

revoluntion and before taing on tie esptibilitics of rnAg a large

and troblad. land. As Molf Zoffe pointed ortt in his vork A POeeful (X-

ftn'e_:. pubished in 1921, ie otimtors from 1917 to 1921. sought

tttet might be caled "garanate-s for peel coe:dstence" in the treaties

atr'la co±gna Wit her vighbora ' Tcce JICle 0militarfred frter

wone and other umearw ecs ofx? wms otol. 14 B.ut tay of the &ov ra -

pasala re deoigned pntzriIig for their propaganda appeal 4  ac propaganda,

Yoffe epl1.ned1, was the only u for attacIug the bongewa

order, "because an are. offensive wa not posible, shile the coeirtence

ef a Soviet goverment with the bmeri'at ones apeared unthiaksb2.le,"

The ~taralist, howevrr, wert not ovcthwnm by a sorld revolution, 'haWc 4 h

exi; op. it., 2iXL, 3I4 ft.

1 d n Soviet Utsxvia nd the Wept, 1931-1Q27, ed. Xenia $. EudJ.n
and tMold A..Fi9LWStilffdn W$12 MA* SN i W n v r i y P e s 9 7

p49-$1. For Svtdi tci of the or4ns of ito principl3.e of
"peacetu3. coe istence," sea .A Debor., "erInkil printsp marnogo
sosk~heotvcovemp2ia gourna t v ttytras ichr mEoisiol2.k 'W .Isit" yfoggt

ekonmih (feil,196), p.1.

A omrey of Sodct int ' peace trextie cigned in the irst years
theBolhe reme a m gn e very d raovino
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ias delqod, and the Soviet peace offensive became "a mMn of self-

defense." 1 5

The last record of Ltin's epUettly attacking the principle of

da ment w In 192D in re of te tuatyr-one conditiona he drew u

for mnership in the Convast international. Each uu*er-party had

to obligate itself to eemp activey against "'social pcifism,' ageinet

Ite belef in the Leageof ?ations, diarmmt, and arbitration aw a

mean of averting vars16

the wuSSo-VinnIch Treaty of ATme 1, 1922, indicates that the followikng
,principles ware incorporated, to varying deg3res, In any of the treaties
between the Soviet Qoverment andi the Cntral Pornrs, Japan, the "sucession
states," nd Russia's neighbors utch o an nia end Polandt (1) nwpmnsion
of hostilitd4ies duri the peace neotiationn; (2) cessation of hostilities
after igning the peocet inclIt:ng.s v ceseation of economic arfare, and of

rcgnda Pai otber I erterence in tho Interal affairs of either lerty;
3) eattblishment of neutrl zmones &ZLog territorici and water frontiers,

wiuthu itich the mber of soldiert and the quantity and quality of equip
not would be lImited; (4) eacuation and 6mobiization in certain areeas,
incl~uding the surrendcr of prcperty mar equiment to ow side or tte other
(e g., to Ger ma A stniat romi Passia, and to THaia from Gega);
(5) prfhlbition on either Party's coil of fropCar or reguier forces, or
their recruitment, suply, or transit, the purpose of tcbh was to incite
vIolence or social change in the territory of the other Party; (6) a sim-
lar prohibition regrdig political orgniations or pretender governcstS;
(T) pledges to support International ngrcemnts to neutraie thtia, te
Gulf of ?in fad, the Baltic Sec, Roland, and tk ooga, if cUh asree-

TrAnte ere vworked oat; (8) pleygs to establish a met-favored-nation trade
egreement between the Parties; 9) respect for the riht of ntional self-
dce*rmnation. Detafle of the treaties ere readily a.vaflable, albeit with
ttcs searis inaceuwacies, in Leonard Shapiro, (ed.), Soviet Tr= Series
(Washngton, D. C.: The Crgretog University Press, I937 ",40 iiI
rea his bbliogLraphy* for original sources,.

35WAgt ma ten , t gg 11le2r, -p. 49-
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BeqIint In mid.-1921 the Soviet Ooverant aoApted the posture

it has assuMad until the present &ag, claiming to be the IedIng and

probab2g the onlr inere mpporter (eeptingthe Soviet bloc) of disara-

mnt. The Mar in tih this new attitude ws e reed during Leniu'o

Lfetim will now be considered, foflowed by a discusSion of the reasons

behind the shift In Soviet p2octy toetir dIsaM t

tIle the Soviet rog ie d not Itself make sugeetionn for disarm-

mnt imtfl 1922, Ito ForeIg Co'tnoaW need the occaoea in July, 1921,

of Protestri ussiawtn ecIlsion frcz the WashingtOCn VavaL Conference to

declarmethat Soiet O Govenmnt "c d only give a Vna velcome to

disarmant of an kind or to the retUction of tMiltary egpendilare, undfer

thich the worke3r of the %orL" were provtrated. Chicherin doubZted, how-

ever, that "gurantees" coulA be found At that tim to eniw that disavrw

mnt xwdA be cnaied cat. Frthor, Chicherin varaed that iussia wold

not be bound by a treaty in taoe creation rhe tok no part.e

Chchern's treservatcios about the Coaereance vwere couched in the

xanuae of dplomay, butt the Coammist 7xIternational and Soviet publicists

ftrentdy dnnnmcrd the Watintn Ccwferece--bfore and after It met--CalInl5

t a hyp)oritient sham to d9eeive Van Lmfs yearning for peace. The

ConfrenvC was decaribed by tu an the product of ziterior nftives of an

econMIc Mad technical Tilitary Chartwer. Tav argyed thai; the falure

of the Conference to achevea zuore mnrtvgfll dsarmament dentatrted the

LTi.asi: solusz v Iar 'be 2. rr sRI m ttov t. voit91%%
tabia 4WiiW Esldx | . 131 32.
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necessity of a proletarian revolution to dsarm the capitelist class.1

thtil recently, there has been little direct evidence that Lenin took

any part in the formation of the new Soviet policy toward disarrment which

began in 1921-1922. True, one might reasonably suppose that the Soviet

Governmnt -would not adopt such aa radical shift in foreign policy without

at least the consent of Lenin. To buttress each a supposition there vas

te-stimrm by Foreign Comissar Chicherin that Lenin had indeed outlined the

general nature end main directions of Soviet diplomacy at the Genoa, Moscow,

ond Lusanne Conferences in 1922, the thr'ee major occasins on which the

Soviet Goernnst cognigned for disamment during Lenin's lifetime.19

The most recent volume of L in which appeared ir 1959,

and archival aterial published in 1962 offer stil deeper insighte into

Lenin's role in the determination of the new Soviet approach to diseaxamment.

According to an article in the orlot publication Dew TImes, which In

published weekly in mny lenguaes and has a wide Zoreign circuilation, the

Central Party Archives contain a rumber of messages concerning the Genoa

See the "Theass on the Forthcoatng Washington Conference" drawn up
by tho Executive Comittee of the Co mist Xnternational on August 15, 1921:
-n Jee Degras (ed.). The Commdit Inte ntional, 2 Do e
(2 voie.; London: GieE& Ueirt f'O- , ,5 f ."Teetho

of articles, Ot ashingtona do Gemi (Moccot7 UySehi Voennyi
OkSiori Sovet, 1922Z io P7 k on te WashingtonA Confe-

ence o the Coges of the Toilers of the Far East, given in soviet Russia
And the East 1020-1927: A Docuentary Surver ed. Xeni J. I n

190, hicberin. "reeain i vnerAdMiala polit±ka, n o
Vldnre n'ihe Lenine (.2 vos;Mso:G zat, 195, CT5i

iae E aloclTaieiir, he Sovieci ol far,11-99( oe

Prineeton:~cn Prneo nTrlfEE7% ~7 164.



Conference vbietz wro sent fromu and to Lerin daring his ou~valsene

at Gork~j, on~ the outkirts of tMoscov. P'rom jw=7~ 26 -to Mar(* P2, 19M,

Lenin i s ss±& to have sent nine much mesef either to the Pb~ltbaro or

to Cbdwtlrir Mte note urged the L'oltburo to take the Cm=,Cnfeezc

under Its "~close and d~ec dervation," Another out3.ned a program -bichi

Cdecherin should peat at Qenoea, eq esizins that n~o csessiono aktaoia

be vade which nrd.gt Impair Tte-si*a' soverei~ntys Further, after' Wchii'

dolqption vw already In Ber~1n on Varch 22, uhile en rouxte to Genoa,

Lenin waled -the delegaticm!s attention to a survey ftimn up byr a se

ofthe Sproe le one Coei3. PireeliiM on thes ground. that 'the suxvey

bed an S ortent bearing an the =Utvitles at the Sovie~t delates. 2

t19Alhe arohival mtoriels alted vo fr shad no Ught on Lenin~'s

attitude tcowd diswmimmt Wr 2a, a3.thc&h they do ~InlAto that the

Dlsievlk leader too% a relztlvely actIve ywt In* the pr 'saatioU3 ?ror

the Gernoe Corience. Asarh~v~' ~lier pulictions of' Lenzn'a

Collected Rorke testified to hio Interest wAd p iciqvt.1ou in the prepa-

rat±Oms Iro3 both the Genoa mie the Tjmioiwn Coferencee, and in pwicul.d

to hic concern (& iswed belc In wzro datal) to ex.3olt the popapnL-

pe,11ilitci of tbnas eowferwees

C0(etral Party Prekives, Collectiovn, Vile I, Does. 226,38 and 229)1.4
cit-ed Im 14. JDozymsIgr nd 3, Mtkavc.'Wy, "Vx dstVoea PoUW-Erly
Deaftnitaa," NOV f~pallh 3,vomg~e adltio37, No. 11. (march 2.4, 1962),

p& 9.

2Leain op. alt., -14,; =49IT To2 !,2~3h~~~ .o . ein

319~ ~ce _ri J.e to acina xia are to thv
sort eclitlona uloas tha Arixtht" - io-y in-t~ed
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A voltune of L Miscellany Published in 1930 also uoted Lenin

as noting, while he prepared his speech for the Eleventh Party Congress,

that the Soviet Governent's plans for the Genoa Conference "were care-

fully discusned time and apain [net ra I ge lg" For the Conference,

lie affirmed "ve are ready.

The most recent volum of the iwae 2 3an, hower, contains

Material preparatory to Genoa which is specifically concerned with die"

arament. Firs t, there is a letter frin Chicherin to Lenin, followed

by Lenin' reply. These letters, acording to the Nev Time article

sntioned before, are also in tbe Central Prty Archives. The Nej Tie

article include explantory coments about the letters, although the

authority for these coments is not clear.

According to tew j Chicherin' a lettcr wua written in pureuanco

of Lenin' s instructions. But the e iv omits the first two paegraphs

of the letter, hich sho the tide responsibi1ities Chicherin was assuming:

I urgently roequet you to read the following proposals and give
yaw remrks. We mint come out with the "very broadest lfhirochadshej]
pacifist program"; that is one of the =ain elements of the positions to
be presented; however we have no such program. There are only seprate
and disjointed references /EtryvochNge r in the first directives
of the Central Conaittee. I here for the first time attempt to approach
this task.

The rain difficulty consists in the fact that the interna-
tional Wa political form of the present times serve as permanent fig
leaveas for the pilaging of the imperialists and, in particular, as a
weapon against us. The League of Nations is simply an Instrument of the
EUntente, an inetnment which has already been used against us. You

22Lenisk bornyk (Mosco: Instivut Lenina pre TsK vM (b), 1930),

Ibid (Moscow: Gospolizaat, 1959), xnyVI.
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yourself have already indicated that aritraton Is tnossible between
bourgeots and Soviet states; honver arbitration is an indispenable
part of the pacifistt crsonal fEjf.

A subsequent pmaraei o2 Chiherin's letter is the first reprodneoed

in the Ne Tfrnm articlaeA4  In it, Chicherin nrged that the Soviet Governl-

mant should "introduce new elemnts into the present customfV patterns

of Internation1 relati orns, so as to prevent their being used as an astru-

meont of ingSerilim3" ie "new elemnte" the Soviet oreign Comsad r pro-

posed were those which he finlly brought forward in his initial address

at genoa, such as the plan for world eotgrescen of peoples based on full

equality'.

Meo part of chichr i la tterec dealt 'directcy t dina siioan t

SIn.mltaneously we Shal propase e grgga, q
in cnformity uith the teeass we hav evJLeTL o n on i ~

U318 [jevolutionwry $fMilwtm Council. of the Republi; extendlng fhtether
the tradition of the Ht-4gne ar Geneva Conventious, we shall propose
ewplifying the amw of j 4j- wth WdL aitiona1cl. brms QIbo14%tjf.

of M ;I, poison gas, mne throwers, flam throers, ead aeral

The letter was read by Lenin, uAvos broke it down into thirtee poit,

the ettth and seventh of mtch ars the plan fcr a reduc0rticn ofe r ats

rhji~s Vranslation is si~htly atered frV that uwed in jg e

2ne in in Chhernwet oetter 'ucht h die. not proposce at (enaron
was that the world congress gt take over the Ea;ae Tribimal with its
optiowal arbitration and other Vawations 'We rchl accep t
stated.J a'bItration botwe a capitalist country and \t Soviet state
only if the eaurt is cesodot an equal tmber o aber frorm eachi Zide,

0o tat half of the ebr will be tuweralists and the othxew hal 8osd
wAsts." For the verbati :port and associated teriao of the Genon

Confecr1ene, so g gag oercmjpii (:1 Ibscow:W 12)

hTe zmc1erlinez ae thtoe 'Acich teni maecinsd toLnCg

____o met Chicher rn-nn m7nge is. in olAA KV, p
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and the bm on certan veias. enIn underlied Chicherin' a proposals

in the maner sugeated in the above text. Lenin replied on March 10,

1922, as fofllWs:

Comunan Chicherin:
I have read ymr letter of mtch 10. It seems to Me yoU have

yourself set out the pacifist progm most adtb3y in your letter.
The wole point /lsintstvQ] is to proclaim it, together with

ur wrchnt proposals lear and 3oudiy before the break-up tot
the Genoa Conference] If "thqr" bring on a speedy break-up).

Tom and your delegation have the chill I te o for that.
I thik you already haw about 13 points~ see i notation on

your letter); and very good ones.
We will inttige everyone by declaingt "We have a very broad

and fu program. " If they don't let wa annomce it, we shall xait
it with a protest.

A "small" reservatioi troahouts we, Comaist, have oar own
Comvmist progztm (Third ntrtcnaticnal); bmt we nevertheless consider
it Owr dty ias nmrchants to a t (evn if f/i'.St7 there is cnly a
1/10,000 cance 7.sthe other , . burgeois

tan ( wchg we (nnite'Se ithe Tno-n- alI
nationals).

It '.11 be both biting Aaao'rt nd "ri hteous" /yp obzroi
sad will help the &isintegrationiof the eey.

With ouch tactics we ,il v ie ?a±lo - Asg deal
that places us At a disadvntage vo imt accept.

With onrmnist greetingy, Itein.

There was a postseript to Lenina letter, not printed in No e

to the effect that Chicherin might also place in questian at Genom the

validity of all debts, including imose created by the Versailles Treaty.

Soviet spokesmcn welcomed the fact that, teras Russia was ex-

c3.uded from the Wshington proceeine, she ia invited to the Genoa Con-

ferene of April, 1922.27 flidm preferref not to be isolated, hctever,

27M. Zian, "Ot VawhinstoUa t kenne', " at Vachg n dao cm
pp, 37-72, especially rp. 6 ; re Chicherin s pcr to the cntral
EX tive Comtte e on jamry 27, 1922, at genysi, t e
pp. 2); see rlso Lei Soch~nc2Jga YSBL9-7.T
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ad, en route to Genoa, the Soviet Delegation stomed at Riga and ob-

tained the sIgatures of Estonia, Latvia, and Poland to a protocol where-

by these states and Russia pledged their full suport at the Genoa

Conference to the principle of ua Eaitation in all countries and la

frontier zones batowcen countries.

Chicherin'o openng speech at Genoa appmled for universal disarm-

ment asi a asuvre to reduce the threa of mar and to aid the world's

ecancw. floyd George resonded warmly to the Soviet Initiative, but

Ytinlarw , represtxed by Barthot, refused to discuss disarnmnt at Genoa,

and the Conference turned to other matters*

The Genoa Conference finally reacbed a complete imrase on amst

alu qaetions, the moet impotant by-prodncet of the meeting being the

lapallo Treaty betwen the two omtcast nationo at Genoa, Soviet Russia

and Gerimny. The jiroblcms disputed at Genca were to be carried over to

aother meeting to take place at The HagWue,

Prior to the IDgnIo Conxerenca, according to the iscelexw

the Central Conttee Secrsetariat of the Pussian Clomnnit Party ms

deliberating Mother to raiao the possibility of a reduetion of the Red

at the forthcoming sessio. of the Afll-uima Cmtral Comittee.

in thio corzection, on AV EO, 1922, Lenin telephoned from Gorit:

&he RLga Protocol to given ±tn VbarextaE "cad kontorertgj,
P. 52 -D53.

2a, pp. 78-87.
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I thin~ ye should raiee it, cn11xg for a one-faurth reduction, on
the gromde that Genos produced a m r of tangible even if slight
and nnew-too-reliable progres toward a trace,3 0

In the course of the Hague Ccnference, fhich collapsed in the mnner

of tts predecessor at Gea, Chicherin issued invitations on June 12, 1922,

to Estonia, Finland, Latvia, and Poland to attend a dmment conference,

the tim and place of Wich were eventuaw specified as December in

Mbeosec The reason for the mzeting, Chioherin stated, as that the prob-

lem of arommnts wa not dealt with at Genoa, and that a partial step n

a regiomt basis cmld contriLate to a general solution of the problem.

The Central Ia'ty Archives are said to contain docmnts indicating

that the Party CGentrl Committee di.scusse severl timeo the progrmu put

forward by the Sovlet Delegation at the Nbcow Cofaerence.32 L1tvinao,

Vho heade6 the Soviet Delegation, bean by posing reciproa. rdufctions

CC 75 per cent in the armed forces of the cnferees, WIen thie ramter all-

out solution to the problem of am was rejected, Russia substituted

in its place a proposal for a ;i per cent reduction, in exchange for which

Rusnia agreed to s±Ln with the conferees a non-aggression pact involving

3win kil abomq XVI, . A footnote to the docmnt states
that the ~Esi X'kaeentive Cormittee decided, on May 24, that Bsince the
tenoa Conterence pit off the rsolutin of mportant question until the

Iague Conference, the Soviet Govrnment and War Coamssariat should con-
cider a redction of the Red. Arry only after the resultn of the Magne
Conerence were kno,

3Ic" on f 6 reneode Moscou grla WImitation doe atWMnts (Mbscaw:

32Centra Part Archlvos, Collection 17, FnIe 3, Does. 323,'P 325,
cited in BeyMensky, le, cit., pp. 16"17.
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covpulsory arbitration by third-parties, one of the few time the Soviet

regim has exp sedis to accept auch a principle. 3 3

The reasons for the corapse of the Moscow Die nt Conference are

cvaplex and cannot be treated here in detail. The iumediate cause was

Poland's refusal to explain the discrepancy betvaen the figures on the size

of the tar thIch she oubmitt4d at 4oscow and those she gave on June 22,

1922, to the Leagme of Nations. The renulting ipwase prevemted an agree-

meat on arme reduction ad, conseqnatly, meant Rutoa would not sign the

proposed no-aggession pact.

33 0otf ree do Mae=on, pp. 46-51, 101-03, 155-58.

3 For the ddbate over the conflicting sets of figures, see ibid.,
pp. 188 ff. For fallar treatment of the cases for the failure J'ht e
conference, se Walter 0. Clemns, Jr., "t rigins of the Soviet C tpaign
for Disarmmmta The Soviet Position or Peace, Security, and Revolution
at the enoa, Mscr., and Iosame Conferences 1922-1923," Fa.D. &is-
sertation, Coluntia tkivercity, 1961, pp. 10-240. Aiong the reasons for
the coflapse of the conference were: (1) the basic distrust which caused
the conferees to be armed in thd first place. HIssia's good faith ias
cgestioned by Prince pandfrvill 'to pointed out that a 25 per cent redac-
tion In the Red Arr was plamed regardless of the outccw of the Moscow
Conferenace. (U- had been pretdcted by Frune as early as MArch, 1922.)
Hence, sueh a reduction wouA not constitute a concession; (2) a pos-
sible restraint upon Poland by France not to conclude a disarment treaty
cntede the League of Nations frawwork (3) the act that an across-the-
board cat of 25 per cent vould probably have harted the military posture
of the Bialtic staites and MarA6 mre than that of the Soviet regim. In
this conection, Professor Sarol Lapter of the Polish Insti tute of fnter-
national Affaires has indicated to the author that Polish ar hives include
iatructione to the Polish desga3tiofn to avoid ay reciprocal reducton
of forces which would leave then combned PolIch-Finnish-Baltic forces
numerically meller tharx the Red Arry. A reductioa of the Red Awry by
25 per cent would stifl have lefit t mat irger than t4c Polish-
Finnish-Baltic arnies, but sm-iler if t; Rtvmnian ax-y were added to
thio coubination (see Casmo, V. it.a p. 213).
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In the sa= month that Litvinov conducted the Moscow Conference,

Chicherin began his verbal duel with Lord Curzon at the Lmusame Confer-

ence on Near Eastern Affairs. The Soviet Delegation chamioned the

closing of the B1ack Sea Straits to the warships of all powers, but

BrItain swceeded In obtaining a treaty Uhich allowed a generous num2ber

of non-littoral men-of-war to enter and sail the Black Sea.

The Lausnne Conference extended into 1923. The next international

meeting on dia n attended by the Soviet Government ws the 1924

Rome naval Conferenc held after eniA s detbh. Subsequent meetings,

both at the League of Nations and at the United Nations, saw the Soviet

Unio follow iiog of the patterne estaished in 1922. There is not

space to documnt theoe pAtterne here, but they ere fW mli'r to ll neits-

paper readers today, for ezasle: the Soviet penhant for a1-ouYt solu-

tion to diearuvmnt rather than err" ans control; Sovi. sspicion of

inspection by an interntional bcdy (wer tich Rus A has no vreto; and

Soviet skill and cocern for acheving a )ropaganauda IrUSct upon liberal

and mesa opinion.3

3 See Lansanne Conference on Near Eastern Affairs 192-14223:
Records of Procee 4 Rid t Term EE of IE e I.c I* on His
feit IIStM aonery Ofiee", IV.3

For documented Western studies of Soviet disamemnt diploacy
since 1923, see,.g., Maria Salvin, "Soviet TolAcy Tovward Diamament, "
Internatio o l n No. 43 (Feb, 19i7), pp. 42-1.1; John W.

±'ef& I oseph t. Nogee, The Pol.ticsO Do±i As tdi
Soviet-American Gamesmanship (New York: Praeger, 1962); Walter C.
Clemens, Jr., "Ideology and Soviet Disarmament Policy" to be pub-
lished in Journa of Conflict Resolution in 19614. Both Soviet and
Western soulrces re incifludedlfinalter C. Clemens, Jr., "Scviet Policy
Toward Disermament," in Thomas T. Hammond (ed.), Sovieet roreign P.el-
tions and World Communism: A Selected, Annotted 13ib1icgrphy of

SBooks in 2 Languages TPrinceton: N.J.: Princeton University
Press, 1963)-
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lInsH. O FOR W HV

Wbat ftstore aacowxted for the Soviet GoverImme decis~im In

1921-1922 to Ioie~ for di1Lme~ insteaid of cmdema &v%.,

t~s rlwple di n~ablati=r? ftze Y= attitaide toiward d6i.

so=ee to have heen part of a larger trend in Soviet foreian

policy, a trena bocn In the trawitioii t~o the Nmer Ecoomic Politcy adpte:.

In 1921. As ear34 as Cotcber, 3,9a) the Litwotii' of LeInto epowee

became the necessity of undersandn tat the revolutionary tide had

lmt~bIde In Eurovos tha~t it voiad Inevitably Asf5e vgain but twb, before

revolutIon swe~b the vorld, the Sovie~t atate coafd and mwt stead( alone

In an eneircewma~t of capitelist states.* Soviet diplonsoj~ vo~d eekl

recospdtiori, trade, - ondcessona, vhllv the, Cazndntezn iwtadA contitue

to cuativate the soll f or revobation. 3

The Soviet Ooveiit needed a breathing sp -me, foxrdj~n id,, an

trade In order to rebuild the coatry I a iwar-tam ecanmr. Soviet leaders

and nampapors spo1le of the need to tz moafer the mwn and resources ca-

ployed in the Red ArW~ to prodact~ve p~tsuita* MikWIai Frunze xwote

in M~arch, 1922, that the rev~txar Red ArW vczmzd semi be reftmle by 25

3T~.ich &eCUMetatin la In Basmd H. cawr' Trae Bolehr-Avi ROVOIlw-
tion 1971. (3 VOUsj IWnamzi I&hcmiiaen & C ,L=.Th 3 5'r13Y

,o See also __Ao %toxr C. Clm~to, %T.., "Bolchevrik~pca
tiorw of fl45--a evolution Da~rlms Wa~r C riwzu, Eeeeay Ifow Coexificate
of the awlan Zxwtituteq Coubia ahiversityp ,95T.

3Beee roceio1swa xommisticteima, Partilt (bollsiikv I

$ezd; ftmei fcheixw: Otbt 92L PP, 2r-2-5 $;o so
erilEwlnT' V' 4n KioM, I Pnrobes rzorwhoe ±! (wait

SI vboroi al __ AN. cEs r, ~
*oft wmi3ft
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per cent, and that the mn discharged ou1d work in industry but remin

corbat-reey through training in a home mIStia. 39 This reduction ws

planned prior to the Genoa Confermce, not to mentien the Moscow Confer-

nce. Oe Vonders fbheter, had Chicherin been allowed to diecues dis-

M 0Antin ft re detail at Genoa, he would not have proposed the saew

25 per cent reduction that #itvinov put before the Mosec Conference,

oly followfg the collapse of the Moscow Conference the Soviet

Goveraent announced it Vould carry out the reduction Frunze had pre-

dicted In March, 1922. B February, 1923, FVrans's plan had become

a reality.4E

The Kreaman hoped to indace other potwrs to reduce their

forces in the same measure aa planned for the Red Arag. Although the

olaheviwke failed in this objective, they ecceeded in nother: they had

IMreosed some, such as Walter Dwtanty of he Rev York Tjrge with their

disarmmnt propagnda.42

39Article by Frnze on Mrch 25, 1922, in Armiia I Bevolutaiia,
reprlnted in M. V. Frunze, Ibgge Pr-oizvedeaiia{scowt PIrlzdat,
1934, pp. 5-8y.

see "Apapal to Al Beoples of the World" by Tenth All-Russian
Cougree of Soviets on December 27, 1922, in Iu. V. KIQuchnIkov and
At. Satai (edt), Mesh uArodnaa Politika Noveslhego Vreamni v

PLVM% Noak IE ilfl(T E at thre se e'GiMUTOr Uhich
sooection 4ie m  it T 1D, 1925-198), iI, i, 224-25

4 lMlawir A. Antonov-0rseenko "Tie Red Arqr," Cemmist lnter~
natIoal. (ondon), No. 24 (1923), p. 35.

46e lThe Ne York Timeo Decemer, 3.92, for the folloring days
and pagest ft- 3 th-P. 3; 10th-P. 2.01 12th-P. 2; 13th-
p. 13; see also the article by Herbert Sidebothsm, le cit., April 12,
1922, p. 2.
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Soviet dIo ga, however, was designed not mereiY

to cultivate an ime aboad of a peace-loving regim in Russia. The

Soviet appl for disaramnt at Genoa, for exemle, wea aimd.-at least

in part--at econcaic objectives. The Soviet delegates to Gena, Lenin

stated in Iarch, 1922, planned to take vAvantae of the split within

the raham of the bourgeoisie so as to obtain the establiswmnt of favor-

able tra relations betveen RIusia and the apitalist states. Lenin

believed the "bourgeois ca " was divided into a group which sought to

break up the Genoa Conference ad a "pacifist gou*" which vanted the

Confernce to tam plce and which icludedin its ranks the Secod In-

tornational and the Two-sA-am-hal ternationa.1-3 Meetlyr, the Riga

Protoeol and Chicherin e disamamt propoan2 at Genoa could only ex-

acerbate the differences within end among the non-Commist states.

There are atrong indications, however, that the Bolsheviks did not

expect the capitalist states to aid Russeiaeonomcal3g or to agree

voluntarily to a meanigu disa r01 t treatg.1 5 It appears rather

that the primary motive of Soviet disarmmt proagnw s politicals

to Reep the capitalist world divided and off balance, while dannztrating

to the =asses the inossibility of disarmamt uner capitalsm and,

conseqntly, the need for a Casanrist revoluticn.

4'3Lenin, so Z 7, 225-26.

4Seee.g., texts referred to in footnote 3.7 ad 18 ,mbove; see
also Pravda and Izvestiin, Decedher 2 to 15, 1922; elso ees "Oris
of th e TTOfet Ci Io"f'r Dsa nt," p. 3 .
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Since 1960, another maansion of Lenin' s attitude tovard peace

has been referred to in a roder of Soviet publications Vhich cite a

reminiscence by lenin'a wife in 1931. She recailed in that year how

her hldod loved to dream about the fature and talknd, on at least two

occasions, about the possibility of an end to var. Erupala

to one conversation early in 1918 in Leningrad, m Lenin sa that

"conteiporary tecuology is now more and more increasin the destructive

character of war. But the tmw vill come aen var will become so destrwu-

tive that it vill in gemeral becam ipossible." Agin In 1920-1921

Lenin talked to Kru*zaa abent a talk he had with an enginew bo said

that the next thing voulad be an invention capable of og-distance

destrudtion of iAole armies. This, the engineer thought, verid rule out

the very possibility of war. Lenin "spokze of this with heen interest,"

Kruapkaa stated. "It me evident ho pasionately he vwanted var to

becom inipossible."

The significanee of these remrks is difficult to asses. It would

be psltcularL'y difficult to shao how Lenin's interest in elfrdnating war,

allegedly expressed in 1918-1921, differed from his earlier position that

disarmmt is en Ideal of ocialism, but must be achieved through revolu-

tion-.-not pacifist slogeans.

4I. K. Lrupshaia, 0 Lennaz sat (steinc Ow' Gopolidat,
196), p. 41.
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IV. LU-RAUE SOVIT GBJECIXVES

The question arisest Did the Soviet Goverrment even vant its pro-

posals for disamment to be accepted by the "capitalist" governmente?

Here one at distinguish between the long- and the short-term interests

of the Soviet Goverment--as seen by the Bolshevik leadwrs. They believed

that in the long run their revolution would never be secare until it had

spread to the most high3g industrialized nations of Europe. War, they

held, could never be eliminated from the face of the earth until a class-

less, conflictless society hed been achieved. The long-tem goal of

world or at least Europeau revolution would be served by the Soviet dis-

armmnt offensive in that it gave the Soviet state en oportumity to

develop its forces for the fInal conflict cad to sow the seeds of revolu-

tion abroad by exposing the capitalist governments.

The short-term interests of the Soviet state were not wholly contra-

dictory to its long-term interests. Both required that the breathing

space be protracted and. used to increase Soviet power. The short-term

security requiremnts of the Soviet state ouald have been vel served

if Soviet disVar ent proposals helped to forestall var with the capital-

ist states or induced them to reduce their armed forces. It is implicit

in Co1mmist doctrine, however, that if the Soviet disarmaent roposalo

were eareed to by the capitalist goverrments, there would be (3) no

"exposure" of capitalist refusal to dissrm; and (2) no growth of the

militarism which--according to Engels, LerIn, and Soviet spokesmen at
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least as late as 1929--vas an inevitable and desirable preliminary to

the war and civil war which led to revolution and lasting peace.4

Thus, although Soviet security might benefit in the short run

from international disarmament, the cause of world revolution could be

expected to suffer. This, in turn, meant that the long-term interests

of Soviet security would also be harmed, for, the Bolsheviks held, their

revolution would never be entirely secure until victory on a world-wide

scale. This distant goal, however, would in any ease be advanced by

the increment in overall Soviet power, made possible by protracting and

exploiting the breathing space by means of the peace end disaramnt

offensive, whether Soviet disamamnt propoaals vere or were not adopted

by the capitalist states.

The contradiction between the short- end long-term goalu which

would have profited or suffered, depending on wAiether the 3oviet disarm-

ment proposals were accepted by other states, ny not have represented

any real problem to the Russian Commuists. One possible reason for this

476ee Lenin, Sochineniin VIII, 397; IIX, 314- 32. For malay quotes
from Narx, Engels, and tenin predicting the above pattern of events, see
N. I. Bukarin, Mezhduarodnoe olohenie i iadachi Kominterna /_~wo speeches
to the Sixth Congress of the Commmist Internatii T ewi osudarstveunoe
Izdatel'stvo, 1928). This pattern of development is foreseen and approved
in the 1919 Program of the Ruslsan Ccermist Party, given in Eglish in
Bukharin and PreobrazhenskUi, T4o ABC ofCoui, p. 113-39.

The pattern of develoen"t prediedbyEngels lon before 1917, a
Soviet writer on di mumnt, F . I. Notovich, declared in a book published
in 1929, was completeiy confimetd by the TRussien Revolution. No other
road than that foreseen by Enge2x and actually taken by the Rusian Revolu-
tion, Notovich arguod, "exists for the other countries . For the quote of
Eagels referred to by Xotovich, e Friedrich Engels, Her e'
Revolution in Science (Anti- iigrig), p. 189, end F. I. Notovich,

azorzhiee". 1i ist ~ s otsmi i ± smSR (7sco Mockovskii bocahii,
p.66 Tis 3st to was re to the present author in

February, 1959, by several mmbers of the Faculty of Eistory, Mosiow State
University.
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is that their profound skepticism about the chances of the capitalists'

disarming volutarily mew have kept the Bolsheviks frcm regarding the

acceptance of their proposals by the capitalist governments as a realis-

tic possibility. Since they were so hypothetical in nature, the con-

sequences 4hich woulad follow acceptance of the Soviet proposals could

not aigh heavily amon the considerations which mved the architects

of the proposals.

A second possible reason Is that the Kremlin leadership may have

assumd that its gnins would be greater, Vhether or not its dis armaent

proposals wre accepted by the capitalist governmte, than if it made

no proposals. By attending internaticaal conferences and chamionng

disaramnt, the Soiet regirm hoped to enhance its prestigfe, divide its

enemies, and win friends among the opponents of var and (for exemple, in

Turkey) of Europim rialism. If its proposals vere adopted, the

Soviet Goveznment's power position would improve by virtue of the In-

creased importance that purely military disa t vould give to Soviet

manpower, resources, organization, and propegenda as elments of strength.

If, however, the other governmts turned down the Soviet disarmmnt

proposals, this fact could be played up as "proof" that peace and dis-

arnment were Impossible to re&ze vithin the fraonrork of capitalist

society.

The model for the Soviet disammnt 1Ampign in 1922 MWy perhaps

be found in Lenin's Left- Comit An Infitie Dispder writtn in

April - May, 1920, which prescribes the proper tactics for ,aont-revola-

tionary situation. Lenin saa3;yzed the experience of "he Bol;hCvj Party's
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strugge for power in Rusia and described the indicators of a revolu.

tioary situation. These, Lenin said, Vere:

(1) AU the class forces hostile to us have become sufficientVy
confueA, are sufficiently at loggerheads with each other, have suf-
fiiently U sakend themselves in a struggle byond their capacities;
(2) e the vaclating, wavering, unstable, interiiOate elements--
the petty bourgeoisie and the petty-bourgeois democracy as distinct
from the bourgeoisis---have sufficiently expoeed themselves before the
peoge.e and have sufficient2y disgraced themselves through their
practical bankruptcyj and (3) mang the proletariat a ase mood in
favor of supporting the moot determined, unreervedly bold, revolu-
tionary actg egainst the bourgeoisie has arisen and begins to grov

Lenin's words oere meant primarily for the direction of Germn and

English Ccamists ho wre reluctant to take part in 'pporunist" or

"legel" parliae tary caMpgng, but they could apply eqUally wU as

a Bolshevik rationale for the Soviet disrmramnt diplomacy of 1922.

Lenin enghasized the mportance-in polities no less than in Miltary

coflet-of mastering all forms of varfare, If the Commnists did this,

he predicted, they would triumph, even i0 circumotances did not permiAt

the use of the weapons that trere "most quiScky eath-dealing" to the

ane* onily "inexperienced": rmelutionaries wo1ld think that legal

methods of struggle, such as War tarenism, wore opport-nist. The

real opportunism, Lenin affirmed, was to refrain from illegal struggle

when the time for it wae ripe, as during the World War. When conditions

for mass, open revolutionary strugle have not yet mtured, he atated,

8 Ln, o~ sj. ZV, 229 f.



a revoluti=ary shoald be able

to defend the interests of the revolution (by propeaand, agitation
and organisatio) in non-revolutionary cirtances, =ong the mses
ito are incapable of immediateay apprecating the necessity for revoln-
tionary mthods of action. The main task of conteporary Cammdm
in esten Europe sad America is to acqire the ability to seek, to
find, to determine correctly the concrete path, or the particular turn
of events that will b the masses ri ] gto the real, decisive,
last and great revol onaary strugle.

The tactics put forward by Lenin in 1920 for the Comunists in

&1and to arouse the meeS there involvedt (1) unfication of the ex-

isting groups into "a single Cemanist party on the basis of the principles

of the tird Diternational and oblIto participation in Par2iament";

end (2) a proposal by the English Comunst Party to the English Laborites

and Liberals that "they al enter into a 'caqromise Lquote supplied by

Len±1 election agreenwt" to work together against the Conservtives

and later divide the seats %filch they won in Parliamnt by a special (not

a parlamntary) balot-it the reservation that the Coamoists woald

retain "cog L to carry on egitation, propsaemd, and political

activity.

Whether or not the Laborites anl Liberals accepted the proposition,

lon-i urAntalned the Cemasts would gain. if the offer of collabora-

tion were agreed to, thte Comnists vould benefit, because they could then

carry on their propaganda aailt the Leborltes in a more direct maner.

If, on the other hard, the proposed bloc were rejected, the Counists

would gain still re because they could use the rejection to "demonstrate"

to the masses that the Labor and Liberal Parties did not really want to

___a., XXV, 231-32.
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vin power, but preferred ",their closeness vith the capitalists to the

uMity of all the vorIers.5

Soviet vacillation between a conciliatory and an antagonistic

approach toardn diat at the internationa1 conferences studied

here suggests that the Kremlin leadership =ay itself have been of two

minds. Should all concessions possible be made by Soviet negotiators

in order to obtain a dir t areent with the capitalist states?

Or should the capitalieta be proddedinto a vell-pudblicised rejection

of BolheviA di proposals In order to gain a Soviet propeganda

victory? Althgh N(oscow any have hesitated between these two alter-

uatives, it is a ratter of history that mhatever apparent concessione

the Soviet diploato offered the capitalists have often served as grist

for CoNUBmiet propaganda.

In fact, Vhat casts moat doubt on the view that the KremlIn

leAership hoped for acceptance of its disarmm t progam w the tone

and content of the Soviet proposals, %*ich almost guaranteed their

rejection by the other powers.

Prior to July, 1921, the Soviet leadership took a strictly

reolutonary ap roach to international disarent. After that time,

the Foreign Commissariat end other bodies enbject to the Doahevik

hierarchy proposed and discuseed disarmament as somthIcg fich--elthough

the odds were heavily eaainst It-might saig be realised by diplomie

bd., X7, 223 ff.



negotlrtUoe. But beneth these prowm Laxts ecrde& sntI i a o ml.

vith a motif closer to the ravobati<oQry tt*,oa of Lon-in.

If the Krdf leaders~ thought at eU aau the conf Iat betvwen

the 1oig- and short-temz Interests of their roz~4rVed 2dgi h bt be eevm

by Iu~ntametaml aop of their dewiamt popossis, the

3 1ha~k' Ideological posItIcn at a !zmer of C-omist wAd nonu'Ccri

wniet aaeti~s la 1922 (end Ifater) m~aeted that the Soviet~ disavra

urmt c~aipig vas meant to comve the LI .- tarm i-testo of the Boldhevik

revDbr~±on by ho~pg -to extend. it to other comtries,

Tbio luepettion to borne ou~t by the otattmentu LanIn seed

for ie*3uiaroe by the Soviet Govrmmt and the Comitern in cnect~on Vwith

the Omno Conferemoe, As noted eae~re *aindst~d the xmin pointo

In Chi-bewfn's opeeches at Gmeoa, ierutions from Lonirn also set the

min 11w c the Thesos "Cr the Pigiht AZ~m the 1)sn~o of~ Wac

the =01~ (&9arit~ve Co=to~ of the Ommit Int,-MLa) losued

1hort3;r bef ore Genoa. The Tbe ms r tst Cmm '0 c~lict~E dIvIde

tb - bowsealsig r IrVII piqi M ' :Poa!21~eq Genbimazto. 'he P-ote1 s

vw vzEed, nonetheiesc., thvt viln mrInl.ton-zot reason cund love

of psace-war the ol wJ t~o abollah rnfliturz'Im Only wi eerimacea

relbicaar party ie.±th a~ "go Mopl *cpgatus" and mwlcel in thca

Mmiew =ouM aucceasftill straule eaInst wr.;r, the lghmw Liec2zred. 5

A draftt by Lmenin wez the bw~ia Z'or a resltion 17a !q 19)22,

by the CentrsI DamctIv Cwttee Vhich arod ws coezet an& ~OErum



the Soviet disa- m *. qengosalat GEnO, but itich rminded the workers

of the word that tiny could aot "re2n in their struggle to ensure

peee...at tatevrar cont. 5 2

the Centribeoutive Comtteo, the SlOS, ard SoLet dipnas

isua statents a ating In dtail the contrSdctioac in te

oespttelnt caw tich caW to tgtht a rent of kil Sovit

diicAc ti 0enM.5 The ECC0 added tat the only ncaston te mrker

of the vorld couW 4raw fr Omiea mrst "Dimmaent is ossible vth-

out the victory of the proLetarian reolution."

At otahr times thrmsott 1922 Soviet Governmtnt and Comintem

apokemen repated the notion advanced by Lenin sad the MZCI before the

Genoa Cofereacet that We only means for cobating war was "the main-

tenace amd forntUn of illegal orgarnzation ade up of a3.l the revo-

lutionaries /~dsm inzoj the war, for te purpose of carrying on a

prolonged st3gle againSt war...55 Lenin em iead this message

in hhl instructions to the CcAntern Delegation to the Apri, 1922,

e7rtlin Conference oC the Second end the Two and one-half InternatiamU,

52 fliuchnikov and sbai , g . c II. ut, i, 19-92, Lenin s
draft, however, d±d not speak of diarmmnt," but said oniy that the
"dagor of war" persisted after the Genoa Confrwence (Lenin, ,l. cit. /3th

odj, XflXU, 3l9-2),

DBoris S, Shtein, Genuew!siai konerentsita (Mosc:
Goatztiat, 192-), pp. 28-3O, fl9- t e r o.~ctJ 35-46.

Sera P . s,., , 34546.

k5wd, I, 307, 376, 3MC, 329, 333, - 0, 349, 374 4f., i"1-3
Ltenin, .2 ct. XXVII, 372-73.
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ana~ to the Soviet 'Vxade Won"' Ddlqptlom to the DeaeE~e±r 1922, HaWe

wu~c COWOO 0,% fe Soviet Governmm~t and its n eeersa difmad

t~ut the Xw~eov Dio -- mm Cmor zence ahomed the worlmrs of the vorl&

that the Soviet state luao peace-lo!M and that the burdai for tho con-

W03 Mon ofrnW the athee. govenramts m5 ~e F urVh

Comzntom Con~gms, 3eh *, Vach also met luz Dewer,, .2922, appaled

to the internaticral rmlebarli to Mdevate all It erar to the vur3.d

SI1X~r~,the Coalntezzz Ccc~roso called cc the toilers of the

1Ewtrultn womTtrias to aUy iiith the "Vroletwrie repLbl~ of soviets" in

opposing the Luerialsts. 5 9 Thds ap~es3 vwc eoicurreut withi the opeinr

oik the Lwr eao Conferenice,, %.fter Soviet mpport for the V.-bucple of'

;Iclosed str~alte" Mmoa~ bvr an mwA- llrkLy was desigrped to protect

THain' z e~iowed Bla~ck Smecoaut * In &-tict.N, the S$oviet positiou

perzmtted Chichewin to clafi aft-em-ards Wmt the wom Bactezin izzims

attendfng the Conference 9w. In the Sovl&4 RoGIublce their cao trde :red,6

56For docu tatlca, camsw.o~~ cit., pp. 231-35-

aebe~7 ~~;~ 5192P,

XWt F(89 -)r eimiaw atate t by the Frof±!i-

%0 ov~yet Rwaia and the Wesl; adc. Xeuia J. Etadn and
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The extent to which Comitern and rkmindel leaders differed

over revolutionary aspects of foreign relations has been discussed ex-

61
tensively elsewhere. The nature of the problem and the evidence

probably precludes definitive answera. Suffice it to say here that with

regard to disarmmen t, no disagreement has been found amg the Bolshevik

leaders. Trotsky and Frunze differed on soe military matters. Radek

and Chicherin disagreed on the relative hostility of French and British

policy toward Soviet Russia. Opposition to Lenin's views on disam-met

in 1922 may have existed among "Left" Commniste, just as they opposed

the Treaty of Brest-litovsk; but there is as yet no evidence of such

opposition.

Rather then vorking against one another, the NKD and ECCI seem to

have complemented each other's 'work perfectly. The formr provided grist

for the latter's propaganda, wile the latter expressed itself in terms

which exceaded the diplonAtic conventIons to dtich Chicherin's office

See,e., Theodore H. von Laue, "Soviet Diplomacy, G. V. Chi-
cherin, People's Codmssr for Foreig Affairs, 1918-1930," The Dipomts,
1193, ed. Gordon A. Craig and Felix Gilbert (Princetcn, New Jersey:

Princeton University Prese, 1953), I~p. 234-81.

'2For discussion of Trotsehr's and Frunze's differences, see Dimitri
Dniel Fedotoff White, The Groeth of the Red M (Princeton, New Jersey:
Princeton University Pres, YppC677fT. For the disagraement
between Chicherin and Radek, campere Chicherin's report to the Central
Executive Ccmittee in Materigx &eae.koi konfereutaii, ed. G. B.
Sandomlrakii (Moecow: !iKID, 1922f, pp. 15.-0, vth ar. Radek, Genus: die
Einheitffront des Proletariates cd die Kommunistische Internationale
(11OR Ag: Verlag der Kt wmate 77-5122F.1 74In ab ig"t~meiic hCnernrat I C~1IO ~ 'i2
36-39. For an analyis of "Left" other roi sace to Lnin s regime,

fee Leord Shapiro, The ZIin of the Comranst Autoe: Folitical
ZM IJiOn ,to the -oviet "Ste ,-S rams" 1_2_il~
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conformed, and addressed an audience not easily reached by foreign mdnis-

tries.

Clearly, considerations of power politics and of ravolution, Of

defense and of offense, were intermeshed amzg the reasons for the Soviet

compaign for disarmament. Lenin and his colleagues, whether ther served

in the Soviet Government or in the Camintern or in both, were anxious to

divide the capitalint states vertically and horizontally. They would pit

one government a~ganst another, such as Lloyd George against Poincar6;

one bloc %ainat snother, such as Eastorn Exurope against Western B-arope

or the defeated aesinot the victorious pcwers in the world war; they

would split the pcifiet elements from the rest of the bArgeosie; and.

they would turn the proletariat of frVoe acn the macses of the East

against the whole caCtli'ticimperialiktie nrnture, thus pavin the

wy for world revolution at a later date, a :r tion valech SovIet

Rwsia could aid, provided she could regroup ho&r forces In the int-erIM.


