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A Simple Question Bread or Guns?

of huntsman or for the production of the people's bread, it wa?
decided in favor of bread. And now the question is the same
There is no doubt as to how all men, officials and civilians,
answer it. Will they put the answer of their heads and hearts
into the deeds of their governments?

We in America are accustomed to say that we ought to lead
in this matter. There is no doubt about it, but it is not indis-

pensable that we should. Suppose tomorrow Great Britain and

France should say to the American people, "We are willing to
disarm, if you are" what would our answer be? And suppose

that Japan should join the proposal. All of us can feel what a

force such a proposaj would have. That is looking at it as it
would be were it coming to
us from other nations. It

HARDING speaks of ''approximate
PRESIDENT Whatever this may mean and it is open to

it signifies a step in the right di-

rection. Disarmament in any degree is hopeful ind necessary.
The main point is to emphasize the idea of disarmament as the
single act by which more burdens can be lifted from he people
than by any other within the power of governments to perform.

"Approximate disarmament," of course, means approximate
armament, and there is a question how far the world should
maintain instruments by which to enforce the peaceable de-

crees of civilization. The world is not civilized as yet; the
war idea is not dead ; even among the small nations, the primi-

tive idea of the battle-due- l

still holds sway in backward
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would have the same force
going from us to another na-

tion. We are better prepared
than any nation to go ahead
in the race for armament
The rest of the world is
bankrupt. We have the men.
the money, the unspoiled
country, and natural re-

sources without limit. If we
desire, we can eclipse the
former Germany in land
forces, and Great Britain in
naval force. The world knows
it. The world could not keep
up with us save at a cost of
distress greater than the last
war brought, and eventually
a great repetition of that
tragedy. It therefore lies
with us, if we can see it
thus, to make the proposal
to the world, sure of this in-

vincible fact, that the rest
of the world wants nothing
so much, and is in need of
nothing so much as this.

The question of method
need not deter. If Presi-
dent Harding would prefer
to call a council of govern-
ments, that all of them act

portions ot the earth; ana
situations are conceivable
wherein even peace may
have to be enforced by a
show of power.

But this is not the kind
of armament which has
aided the wreck of the
world and which consumes
even here in the United
States 92 per cent of the na-

tional income to maintain.
To provide all the force that
the civilized nations may
need to police the planet,
and no more, would still be
the equivalent of disarma-
ment.

The ground of the argu-
ment for disarmament has
shifted since the war. Pre-
vious to that catastrophe
the abolition of overwhelm-
ing war machines was con-

nected with the ideal of uni-

versal peace. It was a vi-

sion of something better
held mostly by "idealists
Now, however, it is a ques-
tion of how the nations may
become able to feed, clothe
and rehabilitate themselves.
The problem the world
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- ing in concert may propose

this policy, that is one way.

It may be the way that
would save the nations from feeling that they were following

another nation's lead. He would know before the council was

called that the nations wish to be free of the burden of ar-

mament which reduces every possible loaf of bread by nine-tenth- s

and absorbs the lifeblood of the peoples' energies.

Again, to maintain a world armed to the teeth will cost

mori than the war cost. And to attempt it even while the

debts of the war are making it impossible for the nations to
feed themselves, is a folly which even fools would condemn

The question is not only one of disarmament, but a question of

continued and increasing armament.
Nothing that the governments can do will mend the situa

tion until this question is decided in favor of the people. After
that, all fiscal problems become minor ones. The greatest single

barrier to human prosperity will have been removed. And

once removed, the conscience and the common sense of the

world will never permit its return.

faces today is Food versus
Guns, National Livelihood
versus War Establishments. The greatest single expenditure
of the nations is for militarism which is all outgo and no in-

come ; all waste, no wealth, and colossal Want.
Even at this hour, with whole sections of the world in

need of daily bread, the agriculture of the neediest portions
of the earth is suffering because the men are in the armies, and

the wheat of the amply supplied nations is unobtainable be-

cause the surplus wealth goes for war. We are collecting
money throughout the country today to feed the children of

the nations that spend in any single week enough money on

munitions to feed the children of Europe for a year.

It is not the demand of peace societies, nor of visionaries
and idealists; it is the demand of the balance sheet shall the

When it came to a questionmoney go for bread or for guns?
whether the grain of the country should go for bread or for
booze, the people decided for bread. When in England it be-

came a question whether the land should be used for the sport
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