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.appen. Nothing will be demonstra... by the next war
if U .s made, .n sp.te ot warnings, but the impossibility of.a .ng war, except, of course, for the purpose of sdf!
lesrrucfon. I do n- >t for a moment deny that it is pus -
;le for nat.ons to p' ,„,e themselves and their neighbous
to a fngluful ser.cs of catastrophes which would p'roba yesut m the overturn of all civilised and ordered gov^n.

nent. J hat ,s of course, possible ; but when we say that
'ar .s .mposs.bIewe mean that it is impossible or leern State to carry on war under the modern cond'ionUh any prospect of being able to carry that war to.

he battlefield No decisive war is possible. Neither isny war poss^Ie, as I proceed to show, that will no enM
'

^en upon the victorious Power, the destruction of

ha would perhaps, be a more accurate way of statinsle thesis of my book."
vv y oi statu)g

^^,'JI
jmderstand; but do you think you have proved

"Certainly," said M. Bloch. "So far I have onlvpoken about the improven.nts that have beenTroug u

a tne greater efficiency of artillery. Taken hv th^m

lo wfiether or nol we have not reached a stage whenie n,echan.sm of slaughter has been so perfectfdis ,o

::^»L™er are'"'!^
''''''""' ™P-i"e;tut the

coMte„,plat,„g war as a practical possibHity."
^

1 o what are you referring ? "
1 asked.


