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ize, if not an army, at least the civilian population behind the army
on which it must rely if it is to be effective in the field. Recent
developments and the system of modern warfare with its increased
use of machines have made us acquainted with the need for keeping
constantly filled the “pipe-lines” to the fronts where the machines,
transported at times for great distances and through a maze of com-
munication systems, are finally hurled at the enemy. We have also
become accustomed to the necessity of planning production to make
the machines so that they will go into the “pipe-line” in a steady and
continuous stream.

Workers have had to be recruited from among the civilian pop-
ulation and contribute to the battle in a way which was unthought
of in the days when a skilled armorer made a sword long months or
years before it was used on the field of battle, so that his co-operation
was obviously quite remote. Food has become a weapon in a way
not thought of when St. Alphonsus spoke of soldiers despoiling far-
mers when they marched through the country-side. Children today
collect the scrap which is turned into weapons of war, and contribute
their pennies to finance the conflict with the opposing state. Women
work in war-plants. Even the aged find something to do in assist-
ing the state in its all-out efforts against the enemy. Merchants,
too, either help finance the war, or assist in other ways, e.g. in the
distribution of food and clothing so that both soldiers and workers
will have enough for each to do his part in the war effort.

Fifth columns and collaborationists operating with a State at-
tempt to overthrow it and bring the warfare much closer to the
individual citizen than it ever came when men in uniform formally
shot at each other on remote battlefields. Underground movements
of people of the occupied territory against their CONQUErors pose new
problems, too, as to the liceity of the movement and of its methods.

War-plants are dispersed among the homes of the workers, partly
so that they will be more accessible to the labor force, and partly
so that the government can scream to the world that the enemy is
bombing innocent civilians in disregard of the rules of “civilized”
warfare when the plants are attacked.

New weapons are devised which will burn and blast on a scale
only dreamed of heretofore. Planes make “incendiary raids” which
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add the terrors of uncontrollable fire to the ordinary destruction of
bombs. To avoid the losses involved in sending out great swarms of
planes nations strive for ever more powerful explosives which, borne
by a single plane, or guided from afar, are able to do the work of
whole fleets of bombers. These explosives wipe out great areas of
cities, taking, along with military objectives, also the homes of work-
ers who, if they have no place to sleep, will be unable to work the
next day turning out the weapons wherewith their armies might
fight back, and the workers themselves, so that the production of
the machines of war will be halted and the armies in the field will
have to surrender.

Farmers see their crops go up in flames when the little pieces of
paper impregnated with phosphorus and sowed by planes come in
contact with moisture and burst out with consuming fire, for when
the crops are gone and the armies cannot eat it will be necessary
for them to yield, considering how food is now packaged and shipped
to the front to support the armies. Furthermore, if there is no food
for the workers to eat they will not be able to keep the armies
in the field supplied with the machines they need.

Populations are carried off into slavery and forced to work in
war-plants producing weapons which will be used to destroy their
own country and their fellow-citizens who are in the armies of their
country. Prisoners of -war are forced to do the same sort of work.

Governments take over everything with rationing, restrictions on
speech, etc. Total war comes to mean total government control,
totalitarian government, in effect.

1II. Tue MEeNTALITY ArROUND Us

Some there are who cannot see any other answer to all these
problems except what is already in the books, or what can be de-
duced therefrom by simple analogy. True it is, that there is a
considerable amount of material which is applicable to the problems
of the present time in this matter of warfare, but there are also
points at which the precedents of the past fail us either because the
new problems did not present themselves to the earlier writers, or
because the solutions of the past are sometimes weak and will not
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support a solution to the problems of the present when war is no
longer a pastime of the nobility and the paid mercenaries, as it was
before the “peoples’ armies” began to overrun Europe after the
French Revolution.

Others, following the lead of Hegel, are overpowered by the
Kismet approach to history and feel that there is nothing in the
present but what is the inevitable development and growth of the
past, that there is nothing which we men can do to change the
course of history, and that there is no other answer than to submit
blindly and with such good grace as we can muster to the inexorable
evolution of man’s inhumanity to man.

Still others, taking the opposite point of view, feel that we are
continually developing for the better and that soon there will come
the blessed day when the lion shall lie down with the lamb and all
our problems with regard to war will be delightfully solved so that
we shall not have to worry about them any more.

Actually, human nature being what it is, men do fight from time
to time, either because they like to or because there seems to be
no other way to vindicate their rights. This being so, we can hope
for the best and keep our powder dry while trying to persuade men
and nations to outlaw such weapons as shock men’s consciences,
and then to stand by their agreements, preferably through a moral
conscience, which is the only real guarantee of their observance,
though the idea that they are mere contracts which can be broken
at pleasure if the nation breaking them can get away with it is
very widespread now, but, if necessary, through a knowledge that
the other side has something just as deadly or more S0, as was the
case during the past war with regard to gas. The one who violated
the convention outlawing the use of gas could not get away with it,
and it was not used. It may be that in this way men will be dis-
suaded from resorting to atomic bombs, bacteriological warfare, and
such fantastic ideas as oxydization of the earth’s crust.

It may be, too, that with wars becoming more and more total
the people who used to sit comfortably at home and get a vicarious
thrill out of the reports from the battle-fronts will come to realize
that war is what Gen. Sherman said it was and demand that an end
be put to this sort of destruction. When it is only the boys at the
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front who get maimed or killed one can be urged to buy war-bonds
and to work in war-plants, but when those same war-plants are tar-
gets for tonight and the plants and the workers’ homes go up in
one fell blast, there may be a greater demand for peaceful solutions
to the problems of the world, for once the war is started it is dif-
ficult, not to say impossible, to persuade the belligerents that any
holds should be barred.
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