highly trained in their respective fields, so that
each could contribute his or her share of skill
or information toward the realization of the
common end —namely, the welfare, liberty and
peace of the individuals composing the human
race. It would be absurd for me to try to antici-
pate the findings of this hypothetical group of
experts; but it is possible, without too much
presumption, to indicate in a general way a few
of the lines which their discussion would have
to follow.

Humanity’s primary requirement is a suffi-
ciency of food; but it is primarily by considera-
tions of power that the policies of national
governments are at present dictated. The rul-
ing minorities of the world invariably contrive
to have enough, and (to judge by the disgusting
descriptions of recent diplomatic banquets)
more than enough, to eat; consequently they
tend to take food for granted and to think first,
and at times almost exclusively, in terms of the
questions: Who shall bully whom? But the
oreat majority of the men, women and children
on this planet are in no position to take food
for granted. Their first and often their exclusive
concern is the next meal. The question as to
who shall bully whom is of hardly more than
academic interest to them. They would like, of
course, to be left in peace to go their own way;
but they know by bitter experience that, under
the present dispensation, there will always be a
ruling minority to order them about, to bully
and badger them in the name of the divine
Nation, the omniscient Party, the sacred Prin-
ciples of this or that political doctrine. They
are therefore unable to take much interest in
the national and international policies, which
are the prime concern of the well-fed power
lovers at the top of the social pyramid.

At the San Francisco Conference the only
problems discussed were problems of power.
The basic problem of mankind —the problem

of getting enough to eat — was relegated to an
obscure international committee on agricul-
ture. And yet it is surely obvious that if genuine
international agreement is ever to be reached
and preserved, it must be an agreement with
regard to problems which, first, are of vital in-
terest to the great masses of humanity and
which, second, are capable of solution without
resort to war or the threat of war. The problems
of power are primarily the concern of the ruling
few, and the nature of power is essentially ex-
pansive, so that there is not the least prospect
of power problems being solved, when one ex-
panding system collides with another expand-
ing system, except by means of organized, sci-
entific violence or war. But war on the modemn
scale shatters the thin, precarious crust of
civilization and precipitates vast numbers of

human beings into an abyss of misery and slow
death of moral apathy or positive and frenzied

diabolism. If politicians were sincere in their
loudly expressed desire for peace, they would
do all they could to by-pass the absolutely in-
soluble problems of power by concentrating all
their attention, during international confer-
ences and diplomatic discussions, on the one
oreat problem which every member of the
human race is concerned to solve—the one
great problem which not only does not require
military violence for its solution, but which, tor
the world at large, is wholly insoluble so long
as the old games of militarism and power poli-
tics continue to be played. The first item on the
agenda of every meeting between the represen-
tatives of the various nations should be: How
are all men, women and children to get
enough to eat’

[t is fashionable nowadays to say that
Malthus was wrong, because he did not foresee
that improved methods of transportation can
now guarantee that food surpluses produced in
one area shall be quickly and cheaply trans-




