uture of War and Peace

III.—The Insuficiency of i’udnm.

To a humanist it appears incredible
that civilized nations should use war
.88 & method for deciding their differ-
ences. Even the gains of the vietor
seem scarcely able to.compensate it and
justify the suffering and loss of life.
Kevolutions are sometimes fought for
the benefit of humanity, but wars sel-
dom. The present war has, of course,
shown that mere humanist considera-
tions are not yet, if ever they can be,
of sufficient strength to prevemt con-
flicts. The war occurred in spite of
every kind of opposition, religious, so-
cialist, and the arguments comprised
under the head of the newer Pacifism.

Unfortunately, it must be admitted,
peace doctrine is not an integral and
living part of civilized religions—it
might be of a number of unorthodox
Christian sects or of Buddhism. The
fact that in the warring countries the
Church, whatever its form, has given
its religious sanction to the participa-
tion of its particular nation, shows how
far imperialist doctrine has invaded
religious preciftts. The ethics taught
by the Church as of supernatural
origin have shown their true character,
their-class and national limits. In na-
tions at peace as well as well as in
those at war the leading ehurches and
religious divisions are so far in accord
with national policies as to preclude
hope of imminent aid from religion in
establishing permanent peace.

It is quite apparent to all thinking
persons that a minority of unarmed
Bocialist workingmen could not have
prevented war amongst states thorough-
ly organized in the military sense and
supported by the inflamed public opin-

ion of the majority. It is a hypoeriti- .

cal wail this, ‘‘Socialists failed to pre-

.vent war,’’ especially since it. comes
chiefly from those who never were
Socialists or gave their energies to-
wards keeping Socialism weak as a
movement. Boeialism could not save
these people from themselves. Never-
theless, Socialists, with notable and in-
creasing. exceptidns, did not remain
strue to the point of view of Interna-
tionalisg Socialism. In supporting their
“own governments against other gov-
ernments, Socialists gave up the class
struggle for a national struggle. The
explanation of this failure is not far to
seek. Capital is not as international
and harmonious as many Socialists, and
others, believed—national interests still
predominate overwheimingly over in-
ternational interests. This fact finds
ithpression in the nationalist tendencies
of even Bocialist parties. Depending
as they do for their strength and char-
acter upon the development which social
forces take, internationalism can Dbe-
come a reality for the Socialist parties
only when there exists a wider basis
for it in the world’s economic condi-
tion. Internationalism is therefore not
dependent upon present actions, but
upon actions future conditions will
maké necessary.

The main argument of later Pacifism
was that war did not pay from a moral
and economic viewpoint, not merely
that it did not pay the loser, but that

it offered no gains to the viotor. It

was considered a general illusion to
claim that trade interests could be ex-

tended by armies and navies. Nor

wére colonies of any benefit or economic
sdvantage to the owning power. It
was impossible to destroy trade rivals
- by military nieans. Unless the people
~were exterminated they would remain
a8 gompetitors whether defeated, annex-
t compelled to pay heavy fines and

8. The annexation of terri-

~mean 8 transfer in the

These are some of the Pacifist argu-
ments. But the claims are not wholly
correet. On the ome hand, national
necessity arrested the movement of last
century towards free trade, and now
the tide runs so strongly in favor of
protection that even England’s position
after the war presents some doubt. On
the other hand, whatever advantages
may have been wor in the past from

the .ownership of undeveloped terri-
tory, these advantages -are gradually

declining as development becomes more
general. The Pacifist argument is like-
ly to gain greater force in the future.
But at the present time the gains from
ownership and economic-control are still
abundantly sufficient to cause war.

A colony even when practically an
independent nation, so-called, like Can-
ada, may yet be of tremendous value
to the ‘“mother country.’’ The ability
of one nation to produce cheaper than
another is mnot the only thing that
counts in international trade, especial-
ly where colonies are concerned. Race
and language ties play their part.
Britain’s trade with her possessions
was, in 1900, ten times that of Ger-
many’s trade with British possessions.
In 1910 Britain’s investments in her
colonies totalled nearly as much as in
the rest of the ,world. Barriers may
be interposed to prevent even the
cheaper producer from capturing trade
from the dearer. The surtax and pre-
ferential tariff can be employed, as they
have been in Canada, to the obvious
advantage of the English capitalists
over the German amongst others.

But political alliance and ownership
in the national sense are sought arfd
fought for on account of greater needs
than the mass of ordinary trade de-
mands. They are sought on account of
the demands of oil, iron, steel and rail-
road interests, for the purpose of gain-
ing concessions for ome thing. Steel
gives our era its distinctiveness. In-
dustrial supremacy tends to the nation
which produces iron and steel in the
largest and cheapest quantities, Ger-
many’s immense and increasing mineral
production gave tone and power to Ger-
man Imperialism. Development in new
countries involves a large use of stedl
and steel products. The movement to
open up new territory does not spring
from humanitarian sources, nor is it
accomplished by the expart of books,
manufactured food products or clothes.
The desire comes from the need of
utilizing promising fields for invest-
ment of capital, which means the build-

/ ing of railways and development of

mines and other natufal resources.
procedure is different from the

The
mere

sate of commodities, bought and paid-

for. The eapitalists and financiers who
wish to ‘‘penetrate’’ a country and de-
velop it, are seeking an outlet for their
capital and products. But their invest-
ments are necessarily in such a form
that they return no immediate divi-
dends. If it is quite unclaimed terri-
tory, the land is at once annexed to a
particular flag, and the capitalists are
given grants, rights snd privileges of
development, interest guarantees and
other securities, Ifyit is c{mply a back-
ward nation, the investing syndicates
may use the power of their govern-
ments to wrest concessions and guar-
antees from the conntry they seek to
exploit. TFor the purpose of seguring
exclusive rights and privileges military
force is available. Countries like Per-
sia; China and Turkey have on the
whole mbl,ﬂtted weakly to foreign de-
mands and the creation of ‘“spheres of
inﬁuenee.” But when any great. power,
“or little power for that matter, seeks
by political and military alliance or by

conquest to gain an open fleld for it

ndfthrbugboutchtgqmeovoud
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the British of Egypt, Persia divided .
into two spheres under Russian and

British influence, Russia desirous of
, strengthening herself in the Balkans
wh_ere Germany and Austria Were striv-
ing to make their influence supreme,
Turkey in economic dependence upon
Germany—all these conditions bore
within themselves the germs of war.
And so long as capital must seek an
outlet beyond home fields, so long as
there are possibilities' of gain in Mor-
occo, Persia, China or other territory,
so long will the clash of material in-
terests contain the possibility of wars.

Mere Paecifism is insufficient to bring
permsahent peace.

(To be continued.)

WAR AND PEACE.

By Walt Mason.

The bugles sound, the prancing charg-
crs neigh, and dauntless men have jour-
neyed forth to slay. Mild farmer lads
will wade around in gore and shoot up
gents they never saw before. Pale dry
goods eclerks, amid war’s alarms, pur-
sue the foe and hew off legs and arms,
The long-haired bards forget their met-
red sins, and walk through
clear up to their chins.

‘‘My country calls!’’ the loyal groe-
er cries, then stops a bullet with his
form and dies. ‘¢ 'Tis glory beckens!’’
cry the ardent clerks; a bursting shell
then hits them in the works. And the
dark-winged vultures float along the
air, and dead are piled like cordwood
everywhere. A regiment goes forth
with banners gay; a mine explodes,
and it is blown away. There is a
shower of patriotic blood; some bones
are swimming' in the crimson mud.
Strong, brave young men, who might
be shucking corn, thus uselessly are
mangled, rent and torn. They ecall
it glory when a fellow falls, his mid-
riff. split by whizzing cannon balls;

carnage

but there’s more glory in a field of hay, .

where brave men work for fifteen bits
a day.

The bugles blow, the soldiers ride
away,' to -gather glory in the mighty
fray. Their heads thrown back, their
martial shoulders squared—what sight
with this can ever be compared? And
they have dreams of honors to be won,
of aths of laurel whem #he war is
done. The women watch the soldiers
ride away, and to their homes repair
to weep and pray.

No bugles sound when back the sol-
diers come; there is no marching to the
beat of drum. There are no chargers
speckled with their foam; but one by
one the soldiers struggle home. With
empt;” sleeves,” with wooden legs they
drill, aiong the highway, up the village
hill  Their heads are grey, but not with
woight of years, and all the sorrow of
all worlas and spheres is in their eyes;
for they have walked with Doom; they
have seen their country changed into a
tomb. And one comes back where twen-
ty went away, and nineteen widows:
kneel alone and pray.

They call it glory—oh let-glory cease,
and give the world once more the boon
of peace! I’d rather watch the farmer
go afield than see the soldier buckle
on his shield!" I’d rather hear the reap-
er’s raucons roar than heara colonel
clamoring for gore! I'd rather watch a
hired man milk a cow and hear him
cursing when she kicks. his brow, than
see a major grind his snickersee to split
a skull and make his country free! I’d
rather watch the grocer sell his cheese,
his boneleSs prunes and early wmter
peas. and feed the people at a modest’
price, than see a eaptain whack an
ample slice with sword or elaymore,

from a warlike foe-—for peaeo is weal,’

and war is merely woe.

The average workingm"a.n works hard
for his wxle and children and then goes
to the polh nnd vota mmst. them. He

SOCIALIST

“‘Slackers not fit. for the Kingﬁoi of
Christ’s herald: ‘‘Peace on earth, good»
will toward men.”’

How- happy were the cripples, the
widows and the orphans when they
learned that Krupps could declare an-
other 12 per cent. dividend.

The capitalists rob the workers and
then ask the workers to protect them
in the robbery. It is obvious that the
capitalists have unlimited faith in the
stupidity of the producers.

Workers makeé shells while politicians
make issues; the next issue gives prob-
ise of being—‘‘Bredd or Bullets.’

How superior a man is to a monkey!
A monkey must be taught to dét like a
man, but a man can make a monkey of
hunself ‘without mstructlon

By the way, What is Pershing deing
in Mexico? Had’nt we-better get the
boys out of the trenches by Christ-
mas?

The high cost of living is going to
make the contributions to Santa Claus
light. Small merchants will soon see
what the system is costing them. 4

The only remedy for a railroad
strike, or any other kind of a strike,
is. one that the workers must apply
themselves. The remedy is Socialism.
The workers must apply it, capitalists
will not.

Property has mno rights where such
‘‘rights’’ interfere with-  human rights.
Property is not sacred. Ouly life .e
sacred. -

Every able-bodied man a producer or
actually in some way useful to the pro-
ducers—such is the demand of Social-
ism.

Socialism isn’t going to make you &
present of anything—it will simply
make it possible for you to help your-
self to the things you need.

Socialism will not only give every
man the full social value of the product
of his labor, but it will protect him in
its use and enjoyment.

Two great-questions are being asked.
By the capitalist: Where shall I rest
this Summer? By the toiler: Where
shall I work this Bummer?

Socialism will make this a happy na-

- tion of contented and prosperous work-

ers. If you think that would be a bad
thing, don’t vote for SBocialism. 2

" 1f half the people werd starving, the
food trust would be all the more pros-
perous.

While labor may: produce wealth, it
is evident that labor doesn't nse all
wealth,

Boldiers ‘have died on the battlefield. :

and martyrs at the stake. Both wers
victims of noneense, one willingly, the
other unwillingly. N




