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Duringman’s history, as an aftermath of scramble due to circum-
stances of absolute scarcity, the populations of the world in their ig-
norance have allowed closely-knit predatory and quasi-military or-
ganizations called governments to arise like cancers in their midst.
People have allowed these organizations to grab whatever portions
of the earth they could maintain jurisdiction over and call such do-
mains “nations,” foolishly believing that in some way these govern-
ments were beneficial to them. At the present time these govern-
ments, in their conflicts with each other in trying to expand and
get more territory and people to rule over, threaten to decimate
mankind and make the world unhabitable. There is no way to stop
them, because each of themwould be as ready to turn their guns on
their own populaces as upon other populaces if their own powers



were questioned. This has certainly been the overt policy in Russia,
and it is now happening in other countries as well.

For centuries, Russia has known not much other than autocratic
absolutism. It probably should not be too much of a surprise that
the outcome of a revolution which had been quickly captured by
the worst form of authoritarian socialism should be the largest cen-
tralized slave state in history.

In America, which was a vast area sparsely populated by het-
erogeneous people from various parts of the earth, it was simply
impossible to establish a highly centralized government. It was a
matter of luck that liberty received its greatest advance in history.
It was not until the conflicting privileged forces of capitalism had
developed so far as to include invasion of all aspects of living, to-
gether with the technological advance which makes a police State
possible, that government grew from being a mere pest to a down-
right menace.

The situation was similar in China which was too vast a terri-
tory and governed by too many separate bandits to allow a strong
central government. It was not until as the aftermath of a war be-
tween powerful predatory regimes, plus the physical and psycho-
logical advanceswhich are advantageous to the institutionalization
of organized coercion, that the present totalitarian regime became
possible.

In Africa, the same process is now proceeding with great rapid-
ity. In this instance the first aspect is the separation of colonial
areas from their erstwhile masters. On the surface this appears
as an advance toward independence and liberty. But in point of
fact it is merely the changing from foreign masters to home grown
masters. The state, or rather the respective states with the inher-
ently imperial drives which characterize it as an institution, will
have these drives accentuated if either the capitalist or communist
“methods of production” become implanted, as they are being im-
planted. The result is a foregone conclusion. These States will be-
gin to fight among themselves; there will be allies and collusions,
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and the process toward consolidation and totalization of powerwill
go on apace, accelerated by the use of modern weapons and a type
of brain-washing which is found when the State monopolizes the
school system.

The processes mentioned here, namely the consolidation, accen-
tuation and centralization of coercive power is actually being ad-
vocated with a great degree of plausibility. Not only the Marxian
communists, but the Nazis under Hitler, the Fascists under Mus-
solini, and even the New Dealers under Roosevelt, and of course
the previous attempts of governments to gain control of open terri-
tories, as well as the trends inherent in capitalism itself which gave
birth to colonialism—all these movements had at the end of their
process, avowed in most cases, the rulership of the world. And to-
day we are being presented for consideration world government as
a solution for the dilemma in which the world now finds itself—in
short, world slavery to the all-embracing and omnipotent State as
a solution of mankind’s ills.

There is one fly in this panacean ointment, and this is that
the conflicts implicit in the process are going to be fought with
weapons which are definitely annihilistic. Whether this progress
toward utter annihilation is one of those phenomena which
Nietzsche calls Eternal Recurrence, and whether it has occurred
thousands of times is a matter for speculation. It could hardly be
a matter of history, for there would be no one to write it and no
one to read it even il written. It would be a finale in the grand
manner—presumably millions of years of evolution snuffed out
in a flash. What tragedian or believer in Gotterdammerung has
imagined such a spectacle?

The dynamics of State Socialism is the preparation for war. This
is explicit in the theory of socialism, in that it presumes to fight
against so-called reactionary forces in order to inaugurate and
maintain the system,—in this instance, forces within a country.
But since State Socialism is also a war against “capitalism,” it
implicitly is a war against all non-State Socialist countries. It
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is one of the principal tenets of Marxian Socialism that it is
ultimately to be a world system. And since they are not averse to
the use of force to achieve the system, and of coercion to maintain
it, it is obviously a military operation from start to finish. What
is obtained by force must almost necessarily need be maintained
by force, especially if it be a system to which all individuals
must conform. All the actual attempts to achieve State Socialism
substantiate this opinion.

On the other hand, if what is meant by capitalism is the State’s
upholding of unlimited absentee holdings of land as property: if
it means the monopolization of the issue of money and credit, ei-
ther by the State or by an organization protected by the State, with
(as a consequence) the arbitrary and exorbitant charges of interest
over and above the competitive cost of such service; if it means
the exclusive privilege to use manufacturing processes by means
of patent monopolies; if it means obstacles placed in the way of
freedom of transport and exchange—if capitalism means an econ-
omy based in these state-granted special- privileges, then as long
as the beneficiaries of these coercive and invasively-held exploit-
ing privileges control the power of the State, there is little hope for
freedom in this world. Moreover, war between capitalist nations is
almost inherent and inescapable with such a state of affairs. Such
a war is possibly being fore-stalled at the moment because of their
common antipathy to out-and-out totalitarianism.

The financial systems of capitalistic countries make increase of
debt and depressions a mathematical certainty. This certainty is at-
tempted to be postponed by inflation. But notwithstanding that in
America about forty billion dollars is being pumped into circulation
as buying power, through military expenditures, without a corre-
sponding amount of goods being added to the market, sellers have
such difficulty disposing of their goods that they offer them with-
out any down payment, even for as long as six months’ time. The
eventual consequence of this procedure will be intolerable. But the
point is that without the pump-priming via the military machine,
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an unwelcome expedient in some of the scrambles which he faced
in times of scarcity. Habit may be a labor-saving device, hut it can
also become a disastrous piece of negligence, as is becoming obvi-
ous.

Or if one wishes to become philosophical, he need not become
too much concerned about blowing up the earth. After all, we all
have to die sometime, and if it be in the cards that the whole farce
is to be terminated, so be it. If men are such fools as to allow them-
selves to be blown to ned, perhaps it is all for the best. From the
cosmic point of view it doesn’t make a particle of difference either
way. But there are enough psychopaths in high places on both
sides of the cold war as to make the odds for annihilation an al-
most sure bet.
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financed largely with fiat money, the economy would come to a
standstill. This fact bulwarks the rationale for an ever larger mil-
itary establishment, nicely aided by the threat of the communist
block.

On the communist side, there is some likelihood that the popu-
lacewould not endure their abuse except in the face of the threat, or
alleged threat, of “capitalist imperialism.” The engines of coercion
or governments of both sides of the cold war therefore mutually
support each other, and we observe a self-aggravating situation.

Thuswe find an almost inevitable war situation arising out of the
economic rules and coercive controls which obtain in both commu-
nist and capitalist systems. Even were all “countries” communist
and nationalistic, there would be no assurance whatever that there
would be nowar between them. This is so because of the inherently
belligerent and predatory nature of the State itself. The tendency of
arbitrary power is to add to itself, until at least the rulers confront
a greater military power, or if internal dry rot should precipitate a
revolution.

If such a revolution be of an organized military type of opera-
tion, such as is implied by political organizations, in contrast with
a spontaneous upheaval, it is inevitable that the factions of the revo-
lutionary movement fight among themselves for exclusive power,
and out of this conflict the outcome is practically certain to be a
stronger organized coercive power, even stronger than had existed
before, and so the tendencies in the world today are in the direction
of either the super slave state or, in view of the destructive potency
of modern weapons, utter annihilation.

The so-called fight against communism is at bottom a reac-
tionary fight to maintain the evils of capitalism. It is the fighting
of an effect, since the theory of communism as a social system
is an outgrowth of the evils of capitalism, To try to maintain
an evil against a greater evil, when the latter is a more or less
logical development of the former, is a grand piece of idiocy. In
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this insane battle both evils will be eliminated, but only by the
elimination of the human race.

From my analysis, the only way to avoid the threat of atomic
war is in the abolition of governments. Is it too late to hope for
this? The Russian government seems here to stay, and destined to
get more brutal if necessary, as long as it can enforce loyalty on its
police and soldiers. There is no question whatever that the govern-
ments of Russia and China are the worst menaces, simply because
they have more people and resources at their command. Yet in the
democratic countries it is only through the collusion between the
government and monopolized banking systems that enough capi-
tal, largely in the form of ersatz money, can be amassed to produce
the atomic bomb. And of course the possibility of amassing cap-
ital and manufacturing bombs in totalitarian countries is simple
enough. It is the very existence of concentrated power to tax and
to use tax money to enhance the very power which taxed in the
first place, which constitutes a one-way street to hell.

In a non-governmental world, in a world where the political
State had been replaced by voluntary associations in which people
produced and exchanged necessary goods and services, it would be
impossible to induce enough people to invest their savings in such
mammoth military establishments as now obtain.

I believe there is no assurance whatever in evading the increase
of more and more military expenditure by the hope that gov-
ernment rulers are going to agree to the diminution of military
might. In fact they mutually support each other by their mutual
threats. The hope that governments will agree to reduce military
might finds lodgment in minds that misapprehend the nature
of government. But such minds are virtually universal simply
because they have been taught in government-controlled schools
throughout the world. What would surprise me is that anyone so
“educated” had managed to think his way out of the universally-
induced superstition that governments are in any way other than
unmitigated evils.
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The shallow observance that often governments are solicitous in
patching up the evils they themselves have caused (through grant-
ing privileges to special persons and interests) blinds people to the
fact that the woes they suffer are of governmental origin. Any ob-
jective study, not only of the history of governments throughout
the ages, but of their origins and necessary nature, would confirm
the conviction that the State is the institutionalization of robbery,
coercion, slavery, and indeed murder, as a method for conducting
societies.

As things are going now it is a matter of time when more and
more governments will possess the atomic bomb, and to expect—
in opposition to the theory of Clausewitz, that they are continually
going to refrain from using them to implement their inherently im-
perialistic policies is, in my opinion, a vain hope. This seems to
me should be plain to anyone whose brains have not been brain-
washed by nationalistic teachings in state-controlled educational
institutions.

It is claimed by many people that in democratic countries the
people rule. Unfortunately for that theory, in the country which
produced the atomic bomb only a handful of people knew that the
bomb was being produced, and presumably the dropping of it and
the snuffing-out of nearly a quarter million innocent lives was the
decision of one man.

World government as a solution of the threat of atomic war? No
government is going to relinquish its sovereignty without putting
up a fight, and in that fight will employ the bomb which is the
avowed purpose of governmental consolidation to avoid.

Unfortunately the argument implicit here is not one which may
be able to be proven by saying, “I told you so.” In the meantime one
may indulge in agreeable chagrin, saying “Such things cannot be.”
Perhaps man’s original sin was to think at all, as some theologians
tell us. But thinking will be necessary if men are to discontinue
their primitive ancestors blunder of perpetuating and institution-
alizing the robbery and incidental murder which he resorted to as
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