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War and poverty are economie:

twins, sired by absolute private dwn-
ership of land out of ignorance. They
have other relations—tariffs, inter-
national finance, muniiion makers,
ete—who are sometimes mmistaken
for the real parents. The parents are
guite willing to disown their hideous
offsprings, and to have foster par-
enis assigned to them.

Absolute private ownership of land
leads to war in three ways': by cre-
ating a dangerous internal economy
that finds an outlet in {foreign wven-
tures; by creating powerful vested
_interests in foreign lands which come
into confMet with the vested inter-

estg of other cpuniries, as well as-

with native monopolies; by affording
an opportunity for avaricious monop-
oligts to extend their empires.
Which of these three forces for
war is most pofent is a question that
could be solved only by analyzing the
condiiions prevailing in the warring
nations preceding an cutbreak, I am
inclined to believe that every war 19
an admixture of all three, but that
- the poverty of the people is a para-
mount prerequisite. So much so,
tnat it is almost correct to say that
the poor, the people, make war, Not
in the obviows sense that they bear
the burdens, in fighting and in pay-
ing taxes, but in the sense that they

actualty clamor for war. This is not

to say that they are, as asserted by
militarists, vicious by mnature, mor
that they demand war as a means
of profit for themselves. But no war
could be declared or waged unless

the workers are, by economic condi- -

tioning, prepared f{o entertain the
idea. Amd then they ask for it.

It it in the conditions that make
for poverty that one must look for
the first cause of war. All other
causes are proximate, and are, in
fact, irritants. When Englishmen are
convinced that thelr jobs are jeop-
ardized by German inroads on their
trade they will hate Germams. When
it is explained to Japanese that Chi-
nese refusal to buy their products is
the cause for low wages in Japan, it

is easy to incite them to war on
China, Hitler tells his dupes that
Cearmana arve suffering, not from a
wrong internal economy, but Irom
lack of the bounties of nature to he
found only in other lands, and the
shouts of “Heil Hitler” are heard in
neighboring countries. The promise
of better wages in Ethiopia makes
the Italian boy an easy prey fo Mus-
solini’'s  blandishments. Recruiting
stations in our own countiry are al-
ways located in centers frequented
by the unemployed.

War is & make-work program.
That is why the workers are suscep-
tibie to it. Just as protective tariffs,
which have no justification in eco-
nomics or in horsesense, find ready
acceptance because “they make jobs,"”
just as the waste of public works
programs is condoned during depres-
sions, so is war accepted avidly by
the unemployed, the underpsid, and
by the business man who cannot find
a market for his merchandise.

“What we need is a nice little war"™
is an idea which some of our smok-
ing-room economists gquite seriously
advance ag a means of overcoming
the present depression. In their stu-
pid way they have hit upon the fact
that a great increase in production
is necessary to restore prosperity to
the people. Refusing to admit, if
they have sense enough to see it,
that removing the land speculator
from the bounties of the earth will
resulf in the desgired increase ‘of pro-
duction, they are willing to accept
the hardships, eruelty and waste of
war as a temporary relief. They re-

" call .the halcyon days of the World

War, when customers Wwere miany,
wages were high, profits were plen-
tiful. They conveniently forget the

‘post-war reaction.

War is an expression of poverty,
and the two have ever been co-ex-
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istent., The one cannot be abolished .

without the other. The cdiise of one
13 the catige of the other.

The poverty of the people which
prepares their minds for the accept-
ance of war is cgzused by the very
instrument which makes possible a
corollary cause of war—foreign in-
vestments. When we speak of pov-
erty we mean a condition of some
people; there cannot be poor unless
there are also rich. For, if all peo-
ple enjoyed the same equality of eco-
nomic opportunity, nobody would be
considered poor, Poverty is there-
fore a relative economic and social
condition which presupposes the ex-
istence of an opulent class. If wealth
were equitably distributed tihere
would not be a large number barely
able to eke out an existence, and 2
small number with much more than
enough to supply their needs and
their luxuries. The rich are so at
the expense of the poor. The ten-
dency of wages toward the minimum
of a bare existence is due to the abil-
ity of the few to demand of labor
tribute for the privilege of working.
This tribute is’ called rent, and with
every increase of the productive
power of the people this fund of rent
increases, and is collected by the
owners of the earth.

As this fund of renf increases be-
yond the most extravagant require-
ments of its collectors, it seeks ave-
nues of investment. Some is in-
vested in more land and in govern-
ment bonds, from both of which the
private fund of rent is augmented.
This fund, as society hecomes more
productive, hulges out until it finds
an outlet in foreign honds. The col-
lection of interest on these foreign
bonds is the irritant that resulis in
foreign complications. For it must
be remembered that the land owning
crowd is universal Every progres-
sive country has developed a foreign
investment group of its own, and in
the exploitation of “bachkward” coun-
tries the interestd of these. groups
come into conflict. Hach group sends
its own marines to collect the inter-
est on its bonds—which is rent—from
the natives. And since the land mo-
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nopolists of all these nations control
both' the goverhments and the opin-
ions of the respective couniries it is
possible for them to curect their in-
ternafional affairs and to demand
that the marines be sent. The con-
sular service is notoriously the tool
of investing interests.

Thus the private collection of rent

which drives wages down is the very
source of those investments which
result in the interference with the
affairs of other nations. The public
collection of rent at home, which
would destroy land-speculation and
open up the bounties of nature fo
labor, would also destroy those vast
accumulations of wealth which find

their way into foreign countries and .

create conditions that lead to war.
The rent that robs laborers drives
them. to their destruction.

The third phase of land owrership
as the primary cafise of war ig its
desire to exploit the peoples of other
lands, to extend its rent-producing
eiripires. THis movement, which in
modern times has been dignified
with the name of imperialism, is the
common' denominator of nearly all
recorded struggles, In fact; one
must stop to think to nameé a war
which was entirely devdid of the
tand-grabbing motive.

But, what is the urge that drives
people to struggle for a few more
miles of the earth's surface? In an-
- cient times, perhaps, before man had
developed a fechnique for harnessing
the forces of nature, ihe desire to se-
cure sustenance with less effort may
have driven men to fight for more
fertile areas. History, however, hard-
iy reveals an instance where neces-
sity forced people to conguer the
lands. occupied by other people. In
practicaliy "every instance the con-
guerors enslaved the conguered, ei-
ther as chattels or as workers. In
cithergca.se the objective was, and
atill is, the. desire of one group of
people to rob another group of the
product of their labor, and the most
convenient instrument of robbery. es-
pecially in modern tines, Is the pri-
vale appropriation of rent. Hngland

in Treland, Japan in Manchitkuo,
"Amierica in the  Philippines—all are
merely extensions of the monopoly
privilege of collecting rent from
workers. f

In ancient times, before war be-
camie “civilized,” when Iloot-dividing
was an accepted prineiple of the mil-
itary act, thé soldiers shared in the
theft, and since they dlone take the
risk of battle this method of com-
pensation had sonie senseé. The mod-
-ern’ spldier, however, enjoys neither
the. seénse of conquest rior the spoils
of war; he i8 a mechdanical instru-
ment for sdlisfying the greed for
more and mdre rent, which is col-
lected by the monopolists who plan
the adventure.

If land were common property, if
rent were publicly collected, would
the banking frafernity care one whit
about getting more land? If the land
of Ethiopia were, after conquést, to
pecome the property of Italian sol-
diers, would Mussolini have sent them
there? And what is the war in Spain
but a struggle for the rnatural re-

sources of Spain, desired by Spanish,
English, Italian, French and German
monopolists ?

Obviousty, they desire these re-
sourdes for their own profit, not for
the benefit’ of the soldiers who fight,

~-nor for thé people bisck hothe who
pay. The French poilu who fought
for Alsage-Lorraing, and settled there
after the war, is paying rent for the
privilége to a French landlord. The

" descendants’ of our veterans of the
Indihn Wars who homiesteaded in the
west are, if they Have not been driven
off by foreclosures, slaves of their
mortgagors.

Sometimes the need for natural re-
sources is used as an excuse for
grabbing land occupied by other peo:
ples. This is the “place in the sun”
argutiight. Does Hitler, now de-
manding coloniés, promiise the Ger-

maijis that when .nese resources are.

acquired title in them will be vested
in all the German people? Will' the
forests of Austria’ yield a .profit for
“all His Arvans, o wilt tlis® sald of
this Lirndsér terely add to tHa profits
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of his' Nazi friends? Only & stupid
brown shirt (or a stuffed-shirt Amier-
ican professor of economics) will
swallow this “need for natural re-
sources” argument as a legitimate
excuse for war. No people who own
resources refuse to sell the output, at
a profif, of course. What the con-
quercr waisits is not the resources for
his people, which can be readily ac-
quired by an exchange of labor pro-
ducts, but the profit from the sale of
these resources to his people.

it is true, of course, that in the
economic warfare now going on be-
tween the principal powers of the
world; a'prelude of the open, detlared
war that is being brought on, each
inmiperidlist nation is denying to its
foe raw materials needed for muni-
tioris and accesgories. This type of
undeclarédd warfare is heing carried
on, among other means, by export re-
sirictions, exchange control and by
chdnneling capitel investment, and
wiost of all by market control, at
heavy cost not to yield advantage but
to diszdvaniage an adversary. The
home government, when it squeezes
a foe from an open wmarket, must
outhid him—to the advantage of the
raw materials monopolist. Here the
economic warfare may be the cause
of sicceeding military warfare; but
it ifself is caused by thée condition
which brings on war.

Thus, all the roads that lead to
war converge upon the absolute pri-
vate ownership of land, And war
cannot be ahbolished until the profit
from this privilege, rent, is coliected
for all the people. The destruction.
of our iniquitous system of land fen-
ure ~will both open up opportunities
for a greaily increased production,
for fwoth labor and capital, which is

the prerequisite for permanent pros-

perily, and remove the profil-incen-

tive from war. The poverty which
prepares peoples’ minds for slaughter,
the irritating foreign investments of

~accumulated rent, and the rent-col-

lecting. privilege which impels monop-
olists Lo 'e:\:te,ncl their empires, will be
removed. There is no other way.




