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“Lebensraum”

By Sidney J. Abelson
]

In the amazing catalogue of his-
toric frauds there is rione more be-
guiling than Hitler's ululint cry for
Lehensraum—none more persis-
tent nor more hypocritical, and at the
same time more capable’ of being
given an ait of plausibility. & na-
tion must live, and if her oWn lands
are unfertile or resiricting, has she
not every right to seek additional
“living space” elsswhere?

Do not even the most virtuous men
assert they wouid steal if need: be
to stave off the starvation of their
dear ones? Why then berate Hitler
for applying on a national scale those
desperate measures seemingly justi-
fied in simple morality? Specifically,
has not Hitler the right to obtain
for his people the basic necessities
of life? '

The answer to such special plead-
ing 1s, categorically, that the Ger-
man people have a right {o life; not
only to the necessities of life, but
to an ever higher standard of living
—ags have all the other peoples of the
earth. And, all the howling of Nazi
propaganda to the contrary, Ger-
many, more than almost any other
nation, has the power and the op-
portunity to achieve a high economic
standard-—with even the allegedly
limited resources she had in the past
war period, and before the annexa-
tion of Austria, .

I propose to prove (1) that Ger-
many’s lack of raw materials is gross-
ly exaggerated and that her domes-
tic resources are more than adequate
for a high standard of living; (2)
that Hitler's demand for colonial
territories is based on a perversion of
economic facis; (3) that the funda-
mental economic problems of the
Gérman people are the same as those
of all other petples in the world to-
day, of the “have” nations and the
“have hots” aliké—i. e, lack of free
access to domestic resources and ar-
tificially impedéd domestic and for-
eign trade; and (4) that if Germany
were capable of mormal commercial

relations with the rest of the world
siie could, in a short time, bring pros-
perity to her people.

Inagmuch as these aspects of .the
German economic gituation are close-
ly interrelated they need not be. dis-
cussed one by one. The é,ggi:egate
of facts reveals the correlative na-
fure of German's problems, a corre-
lation, of course, which Attaches to
the economic problems of all nations.

The Nazi point of view is expresséd
by. Drs. G. K. Johannsen and H. H.
Kraft* in “Germany’s Colonial Prob-
lem"”: “No country is more dependent
upon others for-its supply of agri-
cultural and industrial raw materials
than Germany.”

This bold statement, - unsuhstan-
tiated by facts, has been repeated
so many times in so many different
ways that it has come to be logked
upon as a truth of almost axiomatic
power. Statesmen tremble before the
spectre conjured up by this supposi-
tion that Germdiny .miust expand or
explode. Confronted with if, the pro-
féssional “economists” take- on -a
knowing look and begin to rational-
ize MNazism, or else seek refuge in
Communism as a blood and thunder
antidote. After all, “We must he
practical and face realities,” ]

What is the truth? Dr. I. Bowman,
in his authoritative The New
World,” states, “No other cduntry
of Burope has. so inviting a situation
as Germany for convenienily reach-
ing profitable markets or so large an
endowment of  natural resoirees;
Among a lmited number of. essential
plant foods the rarest are nitrate and
potash. The potash deposits of Ger-
many are the largest .in 't]ie-_WQriqi,
the nitrate production- through use
of lignite as a cheap fuel is the larg-
est in the synthetic field. (1913—91,-
500 metnc tons; _1926—&61 500') Giv-
en the.se two r, es ,,plé.nt foods -in
abyndance, Germany can manage to
feed herself while. expandmg._h_lgius-
triaily.”s% (Bmphdsis. mine.) . -

These antithetical points of view ex-
pressed by the German propagandists
and by Dr. Bowman; represent, larg-
ky; conclusions as. such;;lef:i-us ses
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upon what specific facts these -Con~
clusions dre based.

The “New. York Times™ recentiy
commented editorially.that the
“trouble with statistics is -that they
lell us what, but often do not teéll
us why " Statistics dre indeed dan-
gerods, d@nd comparisons are -often
odidus, but fortunately the statistics
I shall' adduce presently are .nothing
more than simple facts which are
too obirious to regquire mathematical
wizardry to unravel; while the com-
parison I employ is oné which {s falr
and to the point:

Bwitzerland, like Germany, kas no
colonial empire. This land-locked de-
mocracy has to depend for. her: well-
being upon trade with the cutside
world. Yet Swifzerland has main-
tained a standard of living compar-
able in many respects. to that of
the United States. Her pcople are
relatively well-off and. happy. Now
it is true that Germany’s population
per square miie Is greater than Swii-
zerland's, but—and here is an ex-
ample of the dangers of statistics—
these gross. figures give no idea of
the real situation. Actually Germany
is vastly “underpopulated” as com-
pared with Switzerland, for the
Reich has & population of but 811
for éach square mile of arable land;
while the canfonal Confederation has
to support 2,111 persons on the same
basis.

The population of Germany (prior
to the unhappy adveritures of 193§-
1939) was approximately 16 times
that of:Switzerland.. But Germany,
in 1938, produced 35 times as.much
wheat as did Switzerland, 515 times
as much -ba.leey, 279 times as much
oats-and 278 times as mueh rye!
Need Germany . totter on .the wverge
of - gtarvation? ¥For a highly in-
dustrialized Mation, capa.ble .of pro-
ducmg vast surpluses of mantfac-
tured goods for exchange in foreign
markets;- her domestically produced
food- supply -suffers a ridieulously
small -.deficit, The Foreign Policy
Report -.on --“Germany's  Contrplled
Economy,” datéd March 1, 1939, says,
“The.-wheat and. rye crop {(in..1838)
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ymlded 13, 965 ooo tons. cornpared to

&-consumption of only 10,566,000 tons
in, 1937-1938. - The .yiéd in. field
grains- amounted to 11,886,000 fons
~—almost equal to the 12,031, 000 tons
consuméd in the previous year.” The
livestock census (1937) shows that
Germany has 24 times as many
horses as Switzerland, 26 times as
many sheep, 12 times as many cattle,

25 times as many swine and 12 times’

as many goats.

. While Switzerland is dependent al-
most -entirely on importations for
her raw minerals, Germany (in 1937)
produced 184 512,000 metric. tons of
coal, 184,881,000 tons of lignite, 40,~
896,000 tons of ccke, 8,522,000 tons
of iron ore and 15,957,000 tons of
plg iron—a sizable base on which
to build a modern economy.

Why then does Switzerland pros-
per while Hitler berioans- Germa.nys
fate and cries -out for Lebensraum ?
Is the answer that German industry
is inferior fo Swiss?  The question
iz ridieulous, but I ask it so that no
pogmble chie to Germany's problem
shall be overlooked. The New In-
ternational “Year Book for 1939
states, “No.'less phenomerial (than
Hitler's usurpation- of Austria and
the Sudetenland) was the way in
which Gérmany, by utilizing to the
utmost her manpower and natural
resources, attained a rank second to
" the United States in industrial out-
put.” Surely the explanation of Ger-
many's plight does not lie in the in-
dex of industrial activity. We shall
have to look elsewhere.

In the matter of foreign. trade
Switzerland has had an “unfavor-
able” balance year after year, so
there iz no advantage which the Con-
federation enjoys over the Reich in
this respect.

“However, it should be remarked
that “favorahle” or “unfavorable"
trade balances may not in themselves
reveal the true situation.  For ex-
ample, Switzerland -trades abroad un-
der the most .advantageous condi,
tions possible, considering present
tariff barriers. But “in carrying out
its policy of ‘buying only from those
who buy from us,’ the Reich often
had fo pay higher prices for its raw
materials and foodstuffs, Germany
could no lomger sell in the dearest
niarket and buy in the cheapest” the

Forew'n Policy Report states.
phasxs mine,} .

However, it . is Germany rather
than Switzerland which is favored by
umque advanta.ges “In war," writes
Dr, Bowman "(the Relch) may lbe
‘ringed about by enemies,’ but in
peace she is ringed about by custom-
ers,
are in all the markets of central
Europe,
borders, - There are 18 cities with
a total population of 4,000,000 in g
belt of country 300 miles wide out-
side the German frontier .... Ger-
many's resources give her z com-
manding pésition with respect to
many of the vital wants of fhese
cities and their supporting country.”

It.is obvious that in proportion to
natural resources and productive cap-
acity of foodstuffs Germany has, if
anything, an advantage over Swit-
zerland. No one familiar with the
development of German industry
will deny that the Reich is at least
equal in this category with Sw:tzer-
land, om a basis of ratio of popula-
tion, In technical training, in physi-
cal energy, in business ialent, the
Germans are surely on a par with
the Swiss. What explanation, then,
is there for Germanys failure to
hold her own in the struggle for
economic stability?

Apparently there are considera-
tions other then natural resources
and technical and commercial ad-
vantages which affect economic prog-
ress. Somewhere in the monotonous
beltline of material production a hu-
man element takes its place.

“In Switzerland,” says the States-
man’s Year Book, “there is com-
plete and absolute liberty of con-
science and of creed.” Of Germany,
however, this same source reports,
“A law was promulgated .., giving
absolute powers in ehurch matters to
the Minister for church affairs™
Freedom, in all departments of hu-
rhar_l belief or faith, i3 more than an
ideal for Utopians; it is an absolute
condition of progress. Is Germany's
plight - explained by her policy of
Teutonic chauvinism ?

In a deep sense, yes; but arising
from this chauvinism come factors
which are more meaningful. For
one thing, taxation took 33.59% of
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the national income, in 1937. Here:

A short haul and her products

Thirteen nations touch her

i5

again the bald statistics do not tell -
the full story. According to Herr
Brinkman, Reich Assistant Minister
of Economics, as reported in the New
International Year Book of 1938, “if
the expenditure of all other public
bodies ‘which fulfill socigl tasks and
satisfy collective requirements’ are
added to the amount of taxes and
other public levies, public expendi-
tures in the year 1937-1938 reached
++. about one-half of the country's
national income.” '

These figures “tell us what, bub
they do not tell us why.” The “why”
ia rearmament, plus 2 politico-eco-
nomic policy which restricts domestic
production and stifles foreign trade.

Hitler's tremendous war machine
is gobbling up the fruits of produec-
tion. Switzerland manufactures
waich movements and delectdable
cheeses—coin not merely of the
realm but of the universe. Germany,
however, is making ordnance, not
for the world’s exchanges nor for
normal domestic consumption: not
for production, but for destruction.
“Large sums have been spent on
land reclamation and improvement,
but the acreage affected has been
smaller than the area taken for air-
ports, roads, buildings and purposes
connected with rearmament.,” (For-
eign Policy Report.)

Now the world we live in is a vast
market-place. Ours iz an exchange
economy. <Civilization itself is made
possible by man’s capacity to higgle,

~ to exchange what oné does not want

for what one does want. Hitler has
throttled the conduits of German eco-
nomi¢ life. He has perverted the
purposes of production, setting arma-
ments as the goal, instead of the
gratification of human desires.

Of course (Germany needs Lehens-
ravm. PBut she already has al! the
“living space’” she requires. Within
her borders, given an economy hased
on production for exchange, not for
power, Germany, with her natural re-
sources, her technical and industrial
skill, her intellectual energy, could
bestow upon her people a cornncepia
of economic goods.

*Scientific Assistants to the Hamburg
and Bremen Chambers of Industry and
Commerce.

**Dr, Bowman's book wa3 published in
1928, Bince then Germany's productive
facilities have increased considerably,



