By T. REPARD
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ent foreign policy of the Soviet !ci,st aggressor against the Soviet
Union.” Then follow two columns fUmon in which French imperialism
of “analysis” in support of this is played against German imperial-
opening shot. |ism would mean a terrible weaken- ;

Zam makes two main poinis and | ing of world capitalism as a whole, |
a few minor ones. Let us enmlne],md especially of French capitalism |
them one by one. {

because of its enormous investments |

1. “When the Soviet Union signed  €ven in Germany. This is far from
the Kellogg Pact, the revolutionists |love. 5 . -
g:d not have tto n}1 in love mby ui‘t. | Franco-Soviet Pact is Peace
It was a gesture for peace e |
Soviet Union. The Franco-Soviet | Instrument ’
Alliance is a gesture for war. It| But Zam is not altogether mis-|
is active not passive. And it re- taken in his feeling that the
quires more than mere words to|
carry out—it requires armies: not
Red Armies, but armies,
and

Franco-Soviet Pact differs from the |
Kellogg Pact. - True! The-former

is an active instrument for peace. |
By means of the pact, the Soviet |
Union is enabled to break up the |
united’ capitalist front. By making |
use of the antagonisms within world
capitalism, the Soviet Union has
split the brigands into twa oppos-
{ing camps, This makes it the more |
unlikely that either side will fire |
the first shot. It is a united capi- |
talism, and not a divided capital-
ism, which holds the main danger.
In the fact that the Franco-Soviet
Pact is active, not passive les its|
usefulness. .means have

If one imperialism cannot be used concessions in order to get a breath-

against another, why then didjlnx span for socialist construction.
Prance sign this pact which Hitler |But when Germany fell, it was the
so abhors? |Allies who supported the interven-

T i . |tionists with both financial and

“Travesty Upon History 'military assistance. At that time,

After quoting Thorez to the effect the Bolsheviks used defeated Ger-

that “it would be monstrous to con- imany against France and England
sider as imperialist- the camp in who were the main danger.

which the land of ‘socialism, the
land of the working class, finds it- Bolsheviks Always Oppose
Imperialism

self,” Zam goes on to his second
point. ; ! :

2. “What is monstrous from a | After the October Revolution, the

| Bolsheviks were equally opposed to

revolutionary point. of view is poep imperialist camps because
Thorez's statement. Even if France, there was nothing to choose be-
England and the United States are ;geen them. As events proved, both
in one camp with the 8. U, they the Triple Entente and the Quad-
still remain imperialists; they make | .o Alliance considered the Boi-
war for imperialist motives; they |ghoviks worse than -defeat. But
will settle the war in an imperial- ‘world capitalism has in the mean-
ist manner. . . . After the Bolshevik ;i grown weaker and more des-
revolution in November, 1917, "the |
Soviet Union found itself in the!i\ ;o ' o the leading European na-
same camp with France, England yion of Burope. ; l‘;‘ﬁe all,
and Japan. Did Lenin declare that \ine ropber treaty of Versailles, after
due to the Soviet Union it was no .
longer an imperialist war? . .. On| <
the contrary, Lenin and the Bol-;‘m!n g S

‘democratic’ allies, and hastened to|
pull out of their camp. . . . The
policy of Stalin-Thorez is a direct ! _
descendants of Kereusky and a|

direct repudiation of Lenin.” a pact with the same social-

The
same camp with the

m-m?w‘
Bolsheviks

¢ signed
treaty” of Brest-Litoysk
many in which they gave imj

‘|is a new acquisition in t

|play the imperialist motives of
|France against the imperialist mo-

tives of Germany. France finds
herself in a spot where she has
' nothing to gain from war and wants
|peace. In fact, Zam himself tes- |
,‘tines to the fact that France today
is hostile to Germany in the sen-
|tence: “A fascist Prance would be
equally hostile to Germany, perh.-uJ
even more 30.”  Apart trom‘tha'
further questions which a fdscist |
France raises, and which are not
{our concern now, this means that |
the same motive, given a different |
situation may have very different
results, Are we to take advantage
of the antagonisms within world
capitalism, or not? This, and this,
alone, is the main question. i

Why is it that Zam 'is chosen to
jwrite this counter-revolutionary rot,
{week in, week out? After all, he
he Social-
|ist Party. Why did he find a place
| for himself so easily and so speed-
fly?
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