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Aggressive Defence 
TO D A Y we are all advocates of 

a welfare state, If K a r l M a r x 
converted us all to Socialism, the two 
men who have translated his princi
ples into practice have taken us a 
step further. Neither Mr Churchil l 
nor General de Gaulle nor the Mac-
Carthy-MacArthur group, nor w e n 
the atom bomb; has'succeeded in re
sisting the spread of the idea of fair 
shares for all. Despite elaborate 
attempts of the Western Powers to 
contain Communism, Communism 
is not being contained. In the war of 
ideas, Russia has won a decisive 
battle. True, Russia has not yet won 
the war. But the men of the Krem
l i n act in the secure knowledge that 
victory is certain. 

Russia has also changed the ways 
of diplomacy. It was Mr Bevin who 
discovered the bright idea that 
Russia's Foreign Minister did not 
speak or understand English, but 
understood threats and bangs on the 
table. So, two years ago, during the 
Paris session of the United Nations 
Assembly, Mr Bevin raised his voice, 
thumped the table, and informed the 
men of the Kreml in that he knew 
all about Stalinism and quoted 
Stalin's masters to prove to his satis
faction that Russian ideology over
ruled peaceful co-existence of Capi
talism and Communism. 

That was diplomacy wi th k id 
gloves off. Chancellories of Europe 
abandoned the Quiet Voice, the mo
nocle and immaculate evening dress. 
They were told not to pine for the 
days of Lausanne. W i t h tremendous 
effort, they got habituated to ple
beian ways of diplomacy only to dis
cover that the men of the Kreml in 
had perfected the leisurely elegance 
of the days of the monocle. Just 
when the Western Powers have lost 
their faith in diplomatic notes and 
demarches, to the chagrin of keepers 
of archives and of period historians, 
Moscow has begun practising the art 
of pre-1914 diplomacy. 

In diplomacy, as diplomacy should 
be practised, the Communists have 
scored major victories. Neither 
Mr Warren Austin's open accusa
tion of Red China as aggressor nor 
the declaration of national emergen
cy by President Truman has convinc
ed the world that the United Nations 
forces were right in crossing the 38th 
Parallel or that Mr Truman was 
wise in threatening the use of the 
atom bomb. In Brussels, again, the 
Western Powers have committed a 
diplomatic blunder in deciding on 
re-militarization of Western Ger
many on the face of a Russian re

quest for a four-Power conference 
on de-militarization of Germany and 
a West Germany's unwillingness to 
participate, in the defence, of West
ern Europe. 

There is nothing new or novel in ! 

the decision of the N o r t h Atlantic 
Treaty Powers to step up their de
fence preparations. America has 
been pushing and prodding the 
Western Powers to intensify their re
armament drive. It is not the agree
ment on re-arming West Germany, 
but Mr Aeheson's speech in Brussels 
which is more significant. M r . Ache-
son has bluntly told America's part
ners to the Nor th Atlantic Treaty 
that their defence contribution to 
the security of Western Europe is i n 
adequate. I t w i l l be recalled that 
America had made intensified war 
preparations by Britain and the 
Western European Powers a condi
t ion of her active collaboration in 
the defence of Europe. 

This is in conformity w i th the 
well-known Acheson theory of bui ld
ing up positions of strength in order 
to deter aggression. This defensive 
offensive is a strategy which has 
something in its favour. It is based 
on the assumption that an agree
ment to disagree can be readied 
only when the Western Powers are 
strong enough not to pursue a policy 
of appeasement. Up to a point, 
but only up to a point, there is 
logic behind this policy. But the. 
danger is that, in the Western 
Powers' pro-occupation wi th defence 
preparations, the cause of peace 
may go by default. 

As Korea has touched off the war 
in the Ear East, the dispute over 
Germany may lead to a similar state 
of affairs in Europe. Korea, like 
Germany, is divided in two. Like 
Koreans, the Germans are in iavour 
of a United Germany. This is what 
Potsdam envisages. And this is 
what Russia has been insisting on 
the Western Powers. Unification of 
Germany is also the ostensible aim 
of the Western Powers, though their 
policies may lead to a form of union 
which is exactly what they want to 
prevent. 

Because Western Europe cannot 
he defended without the aid of the 
armed might of West Germany, it 
does not follow that re-militariza
t ion of West Germany is either wise 
or diplomatic. Both Russia and 
France are opposed to the plan, 
though France has accepted a modi
fied programme of re-armament of 
West Germany. Basically, French 
and Russian fears have the same 

origin. Along wi th Paris, Moscow 
is apprehensive of a ire-armed Ger-
marry/bafed on the industrial poten
tial of the Ruhr and the Saar. 
Wounds and scars of the last; war 
have not yet healed., Russia, who 
alone has fought back Hitler's army 
in Europe, and France, who has 
suffered the humiliat ion of occupa
tion, are acutely conscious of the 
lurking dangers of a re-armed 
Germany. 

Strange as it may scent, Washing
ton is forcing rearmament on an un
wil l ing West Germany. M u c h has 
been heard of Dr Adenauer's bar
gaining tactics. There have been 
counter-proposals by the Chancellor 
of Western Germany for contribu
tion to the defence of Western 
Europe. Modification of the Occu
pation Statute is one of the bargain
ing counters. It is also known that 
Bonn wants a German Defence M i 
nister and a German General Staff 
for participation in the defence, of 
the Nor th Atlantic community. 

Behind these counter-proposals 
lies the real reason for West Ger
many's unwillingness to rearm. Bonn 
knows that its collaboration wi th the 
Western Powers' defence organisa
tion may provoke or hasten aggres
sion by Russia which neither it nor 
the Western Powers are prepared 
to meet at the moment West Ger
many wi l l not re-arm as long 
as the Western Powers' defence 
preparations are not complete. Alter
natively, she wi l l demand large scale 
re-militarization under a German 
General Staff, which, along wi th the 
collective army of the North At lan
tic Powers, can push back the ag
gressor from the Elbe to the Vistula. 
If Paris, London and Washington 
prefer to ignore, what this means 
and implies, Moscow is certainly not 
likely to wait for two years for 
Russia's sons and soldiers to be 
mowed down by German machine 
guns. 


