ferred to another where there is a shortage. But
first of all, modern transportation methods
break down whenever the power politicians re-
sort to modem war, and even when the fighting
stops they are apt to remain disrupted long
enough to guarantee the starvation of millions
of persons. And, secondly, no country in which
population has outstripped the local food sup-
ply can, under present conditions, establish a
claim on the surpluses of other countries with-
out paying for them in cash or exports. Great
Britain and the other countries in western
Europe, which cannot feed their dense popula-
tions, have been able, in times of peace, to pay
for the food they imported by means of the
export of manufactured goods. But industrially
backward India and China — countries in which
Malthus’ nightmare has come true with a ven-
geance and on the largest scale—produce few
manufactured goods, consequently lack the
means to buy from underpopulated areas the
food they need. But when and if they develop
mass-producing industries to the point at
which they are able to export enough to pay for
the food their rapidly expanding populations
require, what will be the effect upon world
trade and international politics? Japan had to
export manufactured goods in order to pay for
the food that could not be produced on the
overcrowded home islands. Goods produced by
workers with a low standard of living came into
competition with goods produced by the better
paid workers of the West, and undersold them.
The West’s retort was political and consisted of
the imposition of high tariffs, quotas and em-
bargoes. To these restrictions on her trade Ja-
pan’s answer was the plan for creating a vast
Asiatic empire at the expense of China and of
the Western imperialist powers. The result was
war. What will happen when India and China
are as highly industrialized as prewar Japan
and seek to exchange their low-priced man-

ufactured goods for food, in competition with
Western powers, whose standard of living is a
sreat deal higher than theirs? Nobody can
foretell the future; but undoubtedly the rapid
industrialization of Asia (with equipment, let it
be remembered, of the very latest and best

postwar design) is pregnant with the most
dangerous possibilities.

It is at this point that internationally or-
sanized scientists and technicians might con-
tribute greatly to the cause of peace by plan-
ning a world-wide campaign, not merely for
oreater food production, but also (and this is
the really important point) for regional seli-
sufficiency in food production. Greater food
production can be obtained relatively easily by
the opening up of the earth’s vast subarctic
regions at present almost completely sterile.
Spectacular progress has recently been made in
this direction by the agricultural scientists of
the Soviet Union; and presumably what can be
done in Siberia can also be done in northern
Canada. Powerful ice-breakers are already
being used to solve the problems of transporta-
tion by sea and river; and perhaps commercial
submarines, specially equipped for traveling
under the ice may in the future insure a regular
service between arctic ports and the rest of the
world. Any increase of the world’s too scanty
food supply is to be welcomed. But our rejoic-
ings must be tempered by two considerations.
First, the surpluses of food produced by the
still hypothetical arctic granaries of Siberia and
Canada will have to be transferred by ship,
plane and rail to the overpopulated areas of the
world. This means that no supplies would be
available in wartime. Second, possession of
food-producing arctic areas constitutes a
natural monopoly, and this natural monopoly
will not, as in the past, be in the hands ot
politically weak nations, such as Argentina and
Australia, but will be controlled by the two




