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The benefits of education and of
useful knowledge, generally di1Tused
through a community, are essential
to the preservation of a free government.
Sam Houston

Cultivated mind is the guardian
genius of democracy. . • . It is the
on1y dictator that freemen acknowledge and the only security that freemen desire.
Mirabeau B. Lamar

PREFACE
Thls bulletin is prepared primarily for use by schools in
Texas belonging to the University Interscholastic League during
the year 1917-18, the question for debate being, Resolved, That

universal military training similar to the Swiss system should be
adopted in the United States. Constitutionality granted. Used
in conjunction with bulletin No. 41 (July 20, 1916), entitled
"Military Preparedness," sufficient material may be found for
both affirmative and negative arguments, even in the absence of
extensive library facilities. The bibliography has been prepared
with some degree of care and the references given bear directly
upon the subject for discussion.
Supplementary material on the affirmative side may be secured
from the National Security League, 31 Pine St., New York
City; and on the negative side, from the American Union
Against Militarism, Munsey Bldg., Washington, D. C. The
Extension Loan J.Jibrarian at the University of Texas has a number of "package libraries" containing the best material obtainable on both sides of the question, which will be loaned in order
of application. For this material write to the Extension Loan
f.Jibrarian, University, Austin, Texas.
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BRIEF OF AFFIRMATIVE AND NEGATIVE ARGUMENTS ON UNIVERSAL MILITARY SERVICE.
(From Independent, April 2, 1917.)
This brief was prepared by Raymond A. Swink, instructor in
the School of Oratory at Ohio Wesleyan University. It indicates the general lines of argument on both sides, but does not
include a treatment of the Swiss system, nor does it include a
full presentation of the facts and arguments on either side.
However, it will be found suggestive as to the arguments for and
against universal military training generally.
ARGUMENT

FOR THE AFFIRMATIVE

I. Universa l military service is necessary as a military
measure.
A. Change in world conditions demands it.
1. United States has new responsibilities as shown by Great
War. (a) Dependence on foreign markets to use our surplus
makes freedom of seas imperative. (b) Task of policing our
possessions and upholding Monroe Doctrine greater than ever
before.
2. Protection from attack or invasion no longer assured. (a)
Visit of German U-boats. (b) Failure of treaties abroad.
3. Present and future probability of war demands it. (a)
Japan may cause trouble. (1) Her ambitions in Pacific. (2)
Her control of China. (3) Monroe Doctrine interferes with her
in South America. (4) Our alien land laws in West offend her.
( 5) She can strike at Philippines and Hawaii. (b) Mexican
difficulties show need. ( c) The ''break'' with Germany may
lead us to war at any time. ( d) Present difficulties with England over her violations of our rights may cause trouble.
B. Voluntary method of raising recruits is a failure.
1. Has failed in the past. (a) It failed in the Revolution,
War of 1812, and Civil War. (b) Failed last summer in Mexican mobilization.
2. England had to adopt conscription in present war.
3. It failed Belgium in her crisis.

10

University of Texas Bulletin

4. Cannot meet our needs. (a) War experts say we need
1,500,000 men at once, with 1,500,000 in ready reserve. (b)
Actual crisis cannot produce paper strength army of 250,000.
C. Universal l\'lilitary Service as proposed in the United
States not the ''standing army'' system of Europe.
1. Requires a few months as against years of training.
2. Short time does not make for subserviency or militarism
in rank and file.
3. Continually changing personnel cannot form military
caste.
4. Where opportunity is open to all, as in a healthy democracy, not enough men can be had for a "standing army."
D. Universal military service will supply our entire military
needs.
1. Other democracies have found it successful.
2. Over 1,000,000 men C'Ome of military age annually.
3. Allowing exemptions, a few years would produce several million trained men within age limits of 19 and 25.
II. Universal military service will benefit the country in
other than military ways.
A. It will promote democracy.
1. A hired, or professional, army, is undemocratic. (a)
Such an army can be used by capital against labor.
2. Universal service army is wholly democratic. (a) Requires equality of sacrifice-essence of democracy.
3. Will obliterate class dictinctions. (a) Rich and poor
must take equal chances in trenches. (b) Experience of France
and Switzerland shows it.
4. Will aid in Americanizing our foreigners. (a) Gives
them a common purpose. (b) It will improve physical efficiency
of the nation.
ARGUMENT

FOR

THE

NEGATIVE.

I. Universal military service is not necessary as a military
measure.
A. We are amply protected against attack.
1. Two oceans form first line of defence. (a) No great
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trans-oceanic war has ever taken place. (b) Difficulty of transporting troops great distances from supplies. (c) Japan's victory over Port Arthur proves nothing. (x) Port Arthur separated by frozen desert from rest of Russia. (y) Yellow Sea
small body of water in control of Japan.
2. Coast defenses, mines, submarines, aeroplanes, and first
class battleships give ample protection. (a) Allied fleets unable
to land troops on German shores, yet only short distance from
base of supplies. (b) failure of Gallipoli campaign snows efficiency of coast defenses. ( c) Navy cannot operate at over 50
per cent efficiency 3000 miles from base. (d) Admiral Dewey
said our navy is as good as any.
3. National Defense Act of July, 1916, provides greatest
amount of preparedness ever known in time of peace.
B. Position of United States must be maintained by her
navy.
1. Chief needs in military sense are: (a) To maintain rights
on seas, and in foreign ports. (b) To defend our coasts cities
from sudden attack. ( c) to protect our outlying possessions.
(d) To uphold Monroe Doctrine.
2. Only a navy can do this.
3. Conditions here unlike those in Europe. (a) Two hostile
countries like France and Germany, with overcrowded populations, do not exist here.
C. A large navy does not require universal military service
to produce enough men.
1. England's navy, largest on earth, had but a few hundred
thousand men in service before the war.
2. What is needed is smaller number of men highly trained.
3. Short term training will not produce type of men needed
m navy.
D. Voluntary method of raising recruits will meet needs
in time of crisis.
1. Has not failed us in the past. (a) So-called failure in
Revolution not due to defect in volunteer system. (x) Real
cause was lack of money and equipment. (b) Did not fail in
Civil War. (x) Draft Act due to political blunders (short
term enlistments at beginning, and Stanton's order to stop en-
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listments). (c) Did not fail us in Mexican War. (d) Did not
fail us in Spanish-American War.
2. Did not fail England in present wor. (a) Adoption of
conscription a political measure.
3. Is not failing us now. Plattsburg idea growing in popularity. (a) Industries are cooperating with Government. ( c)
Thousands of naturalized citizens offering their services.
4. Army and navy can be made more attractive to volunteers. (a) Improve living conditions. (b) Promotion based
solely on service and merit. ( c) Provide technical education.
(d) Give army and navy a constructive work to perform along
with military duties. ( e) Use Land-Grant colleges to better
advantage. (x) Nicholas Murray Butler says there are 500,000
young men in United States each year who want a college education, but cannot get it because of cost.
E. Universal military service is extravagant.
1. It provides millions of partially trained men.
2. General Scott says it takes at least a year of coneentrated
training to make a real soldier.
3. Most proposals are for from three to six months' training.
II. Universal military service would be a dangerous policy.
A. It will not promote democracy.
1. It does not involve equality of sacrifice. ( c) Conscription of wealth alone does that.
2. Does not break down class distinction. (a) Close study
of conditions in France and Switzerland shows it.
3. It is the enemy of democracy. (a) 30,000 officers needed
for every million soldiers. (b) Their business is warfare. ( c)
They chafe at restraints of civil law.
4. Testimony of great statesmen shows it. (a) Viscount
Bryce so testifies. (b) Bismarck so testifies.
B. It will not promote the kind of discipline and obedience
needed in a democracy.
1. It is a conscienceless type of obedience, such as sinks
"Lusitanias," etc.
2. Kind needed is self-imposed kind, such as respects laws,
tolerates freedom of speech, opinion, press and assembly.
3. Destroys people's powers to think clearly. (a) Prussia
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at first opposed conscription bitterly. (b) In few years they
have become the "Nemesis of Docility."
C. It will not promote Americanism nor weld our racial
elements.
1. Austria, Poland, and Russia stand as fine examples to
refute this.
D. It does not promote the type of patriotism needed.
1. Emphasizes narrow nationalism, the kind that brought on
present war.
2. Real need is a patriotism that will give service to humanity as a whole, through a League to Enforce Peace.
E. Our mission of democracy condemns it.
l. We are the only nation left without militarism.
2. Allies claim to be fighting to destroy this very evil.

GENERAL
BRIE~' SuMMARY OF THE SWISS SYSTEM, BY THE MASSACHUSETTS
COMMISSION ON MILITARY TRAINING

Compulsory 1miversal service.-The Swiss Constitution provides that every man is liable to perform military duty between
the ages of 20 to 48. (Legal liability begins at 17, but service
at 20.)
Exemptions.-(a) Federal officials; (b) employees of postal
and telegraph service; ( c) officials of hospitals and prisons; ( d)
police; ( e) clergymen; (f) teachers.
Divisions of service.-The Army is divided into three classes:
Elite ..... . . . .... . ... .. ..... . Men from 20 to 32
Landwehr .................... Men from 32 to 40
Landstrum ............... . ... Men from 40 to 48
Elite.-At 20 the young Swiss reports for admittance to
service and is examined by local commissions. Examinations
are both physical and mental, the former being very severe.
About 50 per cent of those reporting are rejected. If the candidate passes he is given his soldier's register in which there
will be recorded his entire military history. He is also issued

14

Univ ersity of Texas Bulletin

uniform, equipment, and rifle. These he takes home and keeps
during his whole period of service, being responsible for them
and their condition under heavy penalties.
The first year's course of instruction is at designated training
places, and is called a recruit school. Eight hours work per
day, Sundays excepted, are required. Instruction is in school
of the soldier, cumpany and battalion, target practice, care of
arms, cooking and hygiene. Recruits during their first year
serveInfantry1 Engineers and Foot Artillery, 65 days.
Artillery and Garrison, 75 days.
Cavalry, 90 days.
After first year soldier in Elite (other than Cavalry) are
called out seven times, for a service lasting from 11 to 14 days.
Cavalry serve only ten years, i. e. to age of 30 in the Elite;
but are called out eight times for service of 11 days each.
Training periods after the recruit course are devoted chiefly
to tactical maneuvers in large bodies. Division operates against
division, starting at widely separated points.
At all times training is very practical. Little attention is
paid to mathematical precision in marching. Field work, with
marches in full kit, is the rule. Average march, 15 to 19 miles.
Landwehr.-Called out only once for service of 11 days.
Landstrum.-Called out only in case of war.
School instruction.-Every boy must attend school until 15.
From 10 to 15 boy is given athletic and gymnastic exercises but
no distinctive military instruction. Object is to turn out vigorom1
and agile men with minds impressed with ideas of duty and
honor. This instruction is controlled by the cantons.
Voluntary organizations.-'fhere are voluntary military organizations for boys known as ''Cadet Corps.'' Rifle-shouting is a
national sport as baseball is here. There are many rifle clubs.
Some are for boys from 11 to 20. In 1914 about 13,000 boys were
members of these clubs. Rifle clubs for adults are under federal
control and encouragement and have a membership of over
213,000.
Strength of army.-Switzerland can mobilize a trained and
equipped army of 220,000 soldiers in twenty-four hours. Be-
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hind this first line is a reserve of 270,000 men, of whom 70,000
are armed.
Military tax.-Every Swiss citizen at home or abroad between
the ages of 20 to 44, who for any reason is not accepted and enrolled in the active or reserve armies, is obliged to pay a military
tax. This tax is of three kinds :
1. Military poll tax, $1.20.
2. Military property tax of 15 per cent of assessed value
of property in excess of $200.
3. Military income tax of 1.5 per cent on income.
This tax is in addition to all other taxes; the assessments are
rigorously made and every penny is exacted.
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AFFIRMATIVE ARGUMENTS
THE CITIZEN ARMY OF SWITZERLAND
(From the National Geographic Magazine, November, 1915.)
Nowhere else in the world has the art of self-defense better
adjusted itself to geographical conditions than in the little Republic of Switzerland. While the subject of national preparedness holds such a large place in the minds of the American people, it becomes of value to study the remarkable system the Swiss
people have evolved-a system fitted to national ideals which do
not accept the doctrines of militarism on the one hand, imd which
reject the doctrines of peace at any price on the other. The
Swiss system is. particularly interesting to Americans because
of the kindred theories of government in Switzerland and the
United States, the similar aspirations of their people, and the
close relationship of their needs.
Although they have democratic tendencies perhaps stronger
than our own, although they believe in local self- government
perhaps more thoroughly than we do, and although they possess a very deep conviction that central authority must not encroach upon the rights of the cantons, the people of Switzerland
have made themselves a nation under arms, yet a nation without
the slightest thought of adding a foot of its territory or of disturbing that peace whose blessings it loves and appreciates.
There is nothing in Switzerland corresponding to a regular
army. One might hunt for months around the country without
finding one man whose profession is military; yet almost as
hard would it be to discover one able-bodied citizen who has
not had some soldier training.
While Switzerland has a population smaller than that of Massachusetts, with an area twice as large, it can mobilize 240,000
men in 24 hours. On the same basis, the United States could
put 8,000,000 men into the field, though of course it would take
longer to get them to central points of mobilization. Behind
a field army of 240,000 the Swiss have a reserve of equal proportions. The United States could, under the Swiss system, have
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a trained army of citizens reaching a grand total of 16,000,000
men of all arms. Under that standard we would have 160 trained
men from every town of 1,000 population; while a county of
30,000 inhabitants could thus send 2,400 men to the front and
hold as many more in reserve.
There is no soldiery in the military world costing as little
per man as the Swiss.
This difference arises from the fact that the army of the Swiss
Confederation is in truth a citizen army. It is organized on what
has been called the "voluntary compulsory" system, to which
the Swiss people have freely resigned themselves in order to
guarantee the independence of their country. They were the
first people of Europe to introduce universal liability to military
service.
Universal compulsory military service in Switzerland dates
from 1874, when the old system of requiring each canton to
raise an allotment of three men for every hundred men of its
population was done away with, and the system of requiring
every able-bodied man to meet for training was substituted.
'rhe new system worked with very little trouble or friction from
the beginning, and the Swiss people are very proud of their
citizen army.
In its fundamentals the idea of the citizen soldier laid down
by the men who framed the Constitution of the United State!
is the same as that followed in the organization of the Swiss
army. The Swiss do in practice what we do in theory. Every
able-bodied man in America is supposed to be a member of the
militia, and yet how few have ever shouldered a gun or marched
in company formation!
The Swiss boy, at the age of ten, is put into the gymnasium
class at school, and begins learning the elements of the soldier
drill on the school-house playground. Long before he is old
enough to be called upon for service he has learned t o do the
manual exercises and to go through much of the drill that afterward fits him for a soldier.
When a boy reaches 17 years he is liable to service-a liability
which continues until he is 50 years of age. Even after that he
may be liable, if he is capable of doing any other army work
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than soldiering, such as acting as baker, veterinary surgeon, or
otherwise.
Yet with all of this universal training, the only people in
Switzerland who make arms an exclusive profession are the
Commander-in-chief, selected by the Federal Assembly, and the
General Staff. These form the brains of the army. The rank
and file belong to the cantons, just as the militia do to the States
in this country.
The Swiss man sacrifices cheerfully a definite amount of his
time to preserve his independence as a citizen of a free country.
Entrenched behind its native rocks, the citizen army of Switzerland contains every element of the nation. The man of wealth
and the peasant are found shoulder to shoulder. No man is
compelled to spend the crucial years of his life away from home
in the army, and yet every man is required to contribute his
share to that army's maintenance and the nation's safety.
At the age of 20 every able-bodied Swiss youth becomes a
member of the "Auszug," and every one who lacks the necessary qualifications regrets that he is unable to cooperate with
.:>ther young defenders of his country. During the first years
of liability he must serve 75 days or more, and 11 days for each
successive year he is called to the standard. It is no excuse that
he has brothers already in the army, or that he has a widowed
mother dependent upon him. The burden of preparedness,
;ipread over a nation, becomes no onerous task for any one, and
the average young man in Switzerland looks upon his time spent
in training camps as a pleasurable vacation, profitable to the
safety of his country.
Service in the "Auszug,'' or "Elite,' ' continues until the
citizen reaches the age of 32.
Thereafter he passes into what
is known as the "Landwehr,'' or first Reserve, where h~ remains
until he has completed his 44th year. He must give in that time
ni.ne days of service durin g each four years that he belongs to
t.he "Landwehr." After he has passed 44 he goes into the
'' Landstrum,'' or Second Reserve, where he stays until he is
50, and even beyond that if national necessity calls him.
At the various stages of his career proper exemptiom: become
the lot of the soldier. Those in the employ of the State, railway
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and steamboat men, hospital officials, and others reach their
exemption early; preachers, doctors, prison officials, postal and
telegraphic officials are exempt; but the man who has to go into
the field has the consolation that the man who may stay at l1on:e
also has his burden to bear, for, in addition to all other taxes,
he must pay a special military poll tax of $1.20, a military property tax of 15 cents per $100 (with property under $200 exempted), and a military income tax of 1% per cent. The tota}
tax thus paid by any one person cannot exceed $600. The assessments are rigorously made and every penny exacted.
Rich and poor serve side by side in the Swiss army, and there
is none of the "crack" regiment idea to be found. Neither !s
there any picking and choosing in the service; each man is placed
where he can serve best. There is only one general, lind he is
picked from a nation of soldiers; nor is his remuneration lordly,
for his salary is only $10 a day.
The caste system has not been permitted to creep into the
Swiss army, for the very essence of the Swiss military idea
is that all men start from the scratch, and that brain and ability
must win the race.
The line troops of the Swiss army are raised like our State
militia. The cantons of Switzerland correspond to the States
of the United States, and each canton keeps its own troops and
selects their officers. These officers are nominated in the Grand
Council of the canton, upon the recommendation of the cantonal
military director, after having successfully passed through the
schools of instruction. Promotion from second to first lientenant
takes place according to seniority, but thereafter merit is the
determining factor. No officer rises to a higher rank tJ1an colonel, for there is only one general in the Swiss army, and he is
the Commander-in-Chief.
The engineers, guides, sanitary and administrative troops, and
the army train are enrolled by the Confederation. Arms als<)
are supplied by the Confederation. The cantons furnish equipment and uniforms, but are reimpursed therefor afterward by
the federal authorities.
The process of training the Swiss militia is exactly the reverse,
both in theory and fact, of the process of handling the American
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militia. The Swiss seek the fields in their training, while in our
militia service the recruit's first enthusiasms are, as a prominent
American officer has observed, dissipated in the grind of barrackyard drill, where no man need to, and no man is expected to,
use his head.
The daily life of the Swiss citizen inures him to hardship an,l
fatigue ; the high educational standards of his country give him
perhaps a higher average of intelligence than any rank and file
in Europe; generations of battling with the mountains have made
him ingenious and resourceful, and he combines the dash of
the Frenchman with the stolid courage of the Briton. Ii to these
qualities you add the fact that as a marcher he is tireless, as a
marksman he is without a peer, all that is left for the severest
military critic to desire are a few tricks of the parade ground,
which any drill sergeant readily can teach him.
The Swiss government does everything in its power to stimulate the interest of the boys in marksmanship, although not long
ago it was forced to enact a law against too much military parading by irresponsible gatherings of youngsters. During a recent
year there were nearly 13,000 boys, between the ages cf eleven
and twenty years, engaged in shooting practice in Switzerland.
Their shooting clubs take the place of our baseball teams, and
the sand-lot enthusiast of America sees no brighter visions of
his becoming a Walter Johnson or a Ty Cobb of one of the big
leagues than the boy of Switzerland sees of his succeeding to
the marksmanship championship of his country.
Reckoning according to population, if we had as mrmy boys
under twenty years of age practicing marksmanship as Switzerland, we would have approximately 400,000.
Though surrounded on all sides by belligerant millions, whose
interests might be served by asking her to step out of their path,
Switzerland today stands an island of peace in a sea of war, because she has been prepared to maintain her neutrality and her
freedom, or at least to exact such a price for them that none
of the nations at war can afford to pay for their violation.
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UNIVERSAL MILITARY SERVICE AND THE J.iAW.
BY HENRY

A.

WISE WOOD.

The federal government wa.s formed by the thirteen colonies
expressly for the purpose of enabling them to make a common
defense. It becomes a defensive union. Under the Constitution
the federal government not only guaranteed each State against
invasion, but it forbade each to maintain "troops or ships of
war," except with the consent of the federal government.
Thus, the State surrendered into the hands of the federal government the function of their defense, and in return the federal
government guaranteed to each State security from invasion or
insurrection.
To make good its guarantee of security congress, in 1792, enacted that all able-bodied male citizens between the ages of 18
and 45, should constitute the military forces of the nation, and
it made each liable to military service within the confines of the
United States. This still is the law, as perusal of section 57 of
the act of June 3, 1916, will show.
In order that universal liability to service should be made
effective, congress, under the law of 1795, re-enacted in 1908,
and widened in 1916 to include the National Guard and its reserve, gave to the president the power to call for service the entire
male citizenry of military age and fitness in the event of invasion
or insurrection. This power the president may exercise without
further act of congress.
Universal liability to military service being fixed in the law,
the question now arises, shall we not train our young men in such
a manner that they will be the more able to perform effectively
the patriotic duty which the law has bound upon them, with the
maximum of comfort and safety for themselves?
The education of a youth to become a literate and useful citizen already is compulsory. Modern conditions of life demand
that he shall be made also highly efficient in physique and discipline. And the security of the nation requires that he shall be
taught to perform with ease and precision, on land or sea, the
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military services the law and national security demand of him.
Experience and intelligent observation have shown that this
training should be given not later than when the youth closes
his common school career and that it should be treated as a finishing course in physical development, character building, the
military sciences and patriotism.
Thus, universal military or naval training should be treated
merely as an extension of a youth's customary course of studies,
and it should be given him at the expense of the federal government, to whom he owes allegiance. With his clothing, keep and
instruction furnished him gratis, his parents will be relieved of
his cost of maintenance during his training, probably for the
first time in his life. When a youth so trained steps from his
training camp or ship, he should be a strong, straight, healthy,
alert and disciplined man, well fitted to enter life. To such a
start every American boy is entitled. And, what is more important if we are to retain our liberties, the American youth
will thus have become an efficient soldier or sailor.
In order to meet the requirements of our situation, therefore,
two changes must be made in our military system. The law
must extend the liability of our citizens for military service so
that their service shall not be limited by our border~, and it
must inaugurate military training for all young men.
In conclusion, I cannot refrain from quoting the war-wise
words of that beloved soldier of the revolutionary period, Light
Horse Harry Lee: ''A government is the murderer of its citizens which sends them to the field uninformed and untaughtwhere they are to meet men of the same age and strength,
mechanized by education and discipline for battle."
VOLUNTARY ENI.JISTMENT
(Excerpt from The Nation, April, 1917.)
True it is that by these means a great army was got together [in
England], probably one of the noblest armies ever recruited; but
that army did not include all, or anything like all, those whose
clear duty it was to go; it did include many who ought never to
have been allowed to join until others, whose ages, occupations,
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and lack of responsibilities marked them out for the first levies,
had been called out; the drain of recruiting affected industries and
individuals unequally and unfairly and in a way contrary to public interest; if Government will not exercise guidance and control
in unprecedented circumstances, it is inevitable that the country must suffer. A very fine army, this of Lord Kitchener's, a
source of great pride and self-congratulations among the politicians-" The voluntary system-see how it works! What other
nation could have done the same?
"No, other nations could not have done the same, for the reason that there are some things which one cannot do twice over,
some things which one cannot give a second time-one's life, for
example, or the flower of the manhood of a nation to be made
into soldiers."
Just in these closing words is to me the clinching argument
against voluntary enlistment. Is it wise policy to stake the flower
of our manhood on a single throw? Am I the only one who,
seeing the young men at our recruiting camps last summer,
doubted the wisdom of shipping such as these wholesale to the
border, while not only "John Smith"-whose honest, stupid
face and heavy, rather loutish figure were conspicuous by their
absence-but an army of bums and slackers stayed a home?
Like enough, as you say, it may prove possible for the President
"to obtain all the volunteers he desires, up to 1,500,000 if necessary," but at what terrible, what unnecessary cost, what prodigal waste of first-rate material!

COMMENTS OF WORTHY MEN UPON COMPULSORY
MILITARY SYSTEM
(An excerpt from the Scientific Abierican, April 21, 1917.)
Says George Washington : "Experience has shown that a
peremptory draft will be the only effectual one. Had we formed
a permanent army in the beginning, which by the continuance
of men in service, had been capable of discipline, we should not
have had to r etreat with a handful of men across the Delaware
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in 1776, trembling for the fate of America, which nothing but
the infatuation of the enemy could have saved.''
Thomas Jefferson, an ardent advocate, if you please, of voluntary service, after seeing its disastrous breakdown in the war
of 1812, wrote as follows : ''We must train and classify the
whole of our male citizenry and make military instruction a
regular part of our collegiate education. We can never be safe
until this is done.''
The arguments in favor of universal military training are so
well known that we hesitate to repeat them. To our mind the
strongest of all is placed upon the fact that everyone who shares
in the benefits of our Republic should share also in its perils
and responsibilities. The universal freedom and universal protection demand of the citizenry in return universal service.
''Putting the poor and the rich under the same tent and giving
them such an opportunity to understand each other's problems
in life as could be obtained in no other way would make for a
true democracy. Ninety per cent of the breach between capital
and labor is due to misunderstanding.
"Universal training, as proposed in the Chamberlain bill,
would be good economics ; for it would take the lad in his nineteenth year when his earning power is small and before he is
married and make a man of him physically and morally, teaching him to stand, walk, breathe, and eat, and filling in that unfathonable void in the average young American's character, to
which we refer when we speak of his deplorable lack of a sense
of discipline. Finally, it will be a death blow to militarism. A
State becomes militaristic when the military and not the civil
power has supreme control. But in a free democracy, such as
our own, if every soldier were a citizen and a voter, the military
and the civil power would become one and the same thing, and
militaryism, in the very nature of things, would be impossible."
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THE COLLAPSE OF OUR MILITIA
BY SIGMUND HENSCHEN.

For defense our country has always depended upon an enormom; faith in the school-book idea that "America can lick
the world," that a million men could rise over night and drive
the invader from our shores. We depend for land defense upon
an army. To be sure, it is a pitifully small army. But then it
is backed up by the militia.
We like the idea of the militia because most of us never have
taken the trouble to find out what the militia is. It is composed
of our young men. It only takes them out one night in the week;
it's very nice. "My son has met so many nice fellow~ there."
But the trouble with the militia is, that it is neither fish nor
fowl.
In the Revolutionary war the struggle dragged on because
George Washington was never able to put anything near our
full military strength in the field. Did the men of that day pay
any attention to the lessons of the Revolutionary wad From
her window, almost two score years later, Dollie Madison watched
our American militia again in action. She saw them fleeing,
racing about in panic-stricken groups; five thousand of them
had been opposed to one thousand :five hundred trained soldiers
of Great Britain. At the :first few volleys, the :five thousand
militiamen fled. Washington was sacked; the Capitol burned.
The war of 1812 is filled with glaring disgraces of this kind.
An expeditionary force had crossed into Canada where they
were attacked by superior numbers. Just across the river from
them, on American soil, sulked a large body of American militiamen. These militiamen were ordered to go to the rescue of
their comrades in Canada. They refused; saying that they had
enlisted only for :fighting in their own State.
In the Spanish-American war, we learned another lesson about
militia. One very prominent regiment refused to go to war because the War Department decided that it was wise to place
the partly trained militia officers of that regiment with regular
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army officers. From the militia view such a thing was not
"clubby."
In 1898 a battalion of New York regiment advanced toward
San Juan hill. It became panic-stricken and broke. The officers
tried to get the men up, they refused and cowered on their
stomachs in the long grass. A regiment of the United State.a
regular army, negro troops, came up on the run. As they passed
the militia, hiding in the grass, the negroes reached out to step
upon them and turning around, spat down on them. Then the
negroes went up San Juan hill.
The war with Mexico threatened, the militia mobilized, but
more than two weeks elapsed, before the first New York military
regiment reached the Mexican border. And the New York State
militia is supposed to be the best in the country.
None of the regiments was up to war strength. Men had to be
recruited in great numbers~ None of the regiments had enough
equipment. There was a shortage of shoes, uniforms, and camp
utensils. Field artillery and cavalry regiments could not have
enough horses. They had enough to parade on Fifth A venue,
but not enough to go to war. As an officer in one New York
squadron said, ''We finally had to dig down into our pockets
and buy the horses or we never would have gotten away at all."
One field artillery spent two weeks in Van Cortlandt Park.
They were waiting for horses. On the way to Camp Whitman,
militia soldiers were constantly being picked up by the field
ambulances. Most of them had sore feet or were prostrated.
They were soft. No persons are responsible. The rotten system
alone is to blame, even though private individuals expend sometimes much money for their individual equipment. But why
didn't the regular army have this equipment stored in the militia
armories so that the militiament could get them at once Y This
is why: The militia has never cared for Federal property. Shoes
given the militia by the War Deparment to be used only for regimental purposes have been worn by militiamen to work every
day. No care has been taken of clothing supplies. Thousands
of dollars worth have been ruined by moths. Thousands of firearms have been permitted to rust. Revolvers, blankets, hats,
have in some States freely been loaned to outsiders.
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Militia organizations have been tabulated as guilty of theft
of the equipment given them. In Mississippi, a few year!'! ago,
the number of rifles lost have been enough to equip an entire
regiment. It is a known fact in Washington that equipment of
the militia of some Southern States crossed the border and is now
being used by Mexican troops. War Department property
amounting to $1,352,761, has been lost, or made useless, by
militia organizations in this country within the last few years.
Militia is directly in the hands of the politicians in the different States. State adjutant generals of militia are all politicians. It was the State adjutant generals who, working through
the State political machines, cut off the head of Lindley Garrison, Ex-Secretary of War. They were at the bottom of his resignation. In his "continental army" scheme they saw a blow
aimed at the militia.
In Buffalo the Sixty-fifth Infantry Regiment there has an
armory that a wealthy prince would prize. Now that is waste
of the worst kind. The last figures available on the National
Guard of America showed that 90,845 men had rifles. Of these,
only 34 4-5 per cent were able to qualify as second-class marksmen. In only eight of our forty-nine States is the shooting of
the militia at all satisfactory.
In the last thirteen years, the government has spent $60,000,000 on the militia. For this they have today about 129,000 men
on the rolls-on paper. Less than 100,000 militiameu can be
depended upon to join their regiments.
Another trouble is, that there are forty-nine sovereign States.
They have forty-nine militia bodies. Each State runs the militia
the way it pleases. In the campaign against the Filipinos, an
officer belonging to a militia regiment of a western State, committed a serious offense in the field. He returned to the United
States, and the governor of the State reappointed him to a higher
command.
When Theodore Roosevelt was governor of New York State he
ordered the courtmartial of a militia colonel. In an engagement
of the Spanish-American war, this militia colonel with his regiment in disorder disappeared in the jungle and was found by
regular army men sitting under a tree, bewildered.
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There was an uproar because some New York militia regiments
had to leave for Mexico in day coaches instead of Pullman cars.
The newspaper later announced with great satisfaction that pullman cars had been added to the train at some city on the route.
Our militia regiments move on feather beds. Moreover, not a
single militia regiment has ever tried to dig a trench when the
ground is frozen .
Also, politics is such a blight upon the militia that it creates
conditions such as Captain Richard Stockton, Jr., of the New
Jersey Natonal Guard, who like most militia officers wants to
better the system, describes: ''The militia system compels us to
serve under officers who are appointed for political or social
reasons to positions far above their heads.''
To cope with an invasion, we have a movable army of about
30,000 regular and about 80,000 militia, but Secretary of War
Baker had to sign an order authorizing the Department in the
East to permit all militia applicants for discharge to be granted
these discharges.
The only solution is universal service. We are the only important country in the world without universal conscription.

CONTINENT AJJ

DEMOCRACIES AND
SERVICE

COMPUI1SORY

MII~IT ARY

BY

G. G.

COULTON

(Excerpt)
Is Mr. Kennedy [a prominent labor leader in England]
really prepared to maintain, not only that the British working
classes are prejudiced against a compulsory system-which, of
course, we will admit-but also that they are prejudiced can be
justified by history, by the facts of human nature,-and by the
experiences of many countries which possess the compulsory
system 1 Is he prepared to prove that the cry of Prussianism
now raised against all forms of compulsory recruiting is more
reasonable than the same cry of Prussianism with which vol-
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untarists met the proposal for compulsory education in our benighted past, and by the aid of which they actually succeeded,
for about a generation, in keeping Great Britain on one of the
lowest rounds of the world's educational ladded In that case
I am willing to develop briefly the following three propositions,
and to print at my own expense, within the same cover, any
counter statements which he may make, not even reserving a
last word for myself: (l) That in past history a compulsory
military system has nearly always been the note of a democracy
while despots have generally preferred a voluntary or semivoluntary system; (2) that the ideal of model continental democrats is not voluntarism, but a compulsory militia on the Swiss
model, in which every man must begin in the ranks; (3) that,
where such a national compulsory system has been seriously
resisted in its execution, the main resistance has come from
people with whom a majority of the working classes could have
no sympathy-as, for instance, the Royalists engineered an
anti-conscription revolt to wreck the French Revolutionary government in 1873, and the forcible resistance to Lincoln's draft
bill was engineered mainly in the drinking saloons, was led
mainly by "undesirables," and found one outlet for its energies
in the massacre of negroes of all ages and sexes.
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NEGATIVE ARGUMENTS
THE UNIVERSAL MILITARY SERVICE CURE-.ALL
BY OSWALD

G.

VILLARD

In the years to come none of the many amazing phenomena
of 1916 will, we are sure, cause greater wonderment than our
recent discovery that universal military service is the cure-all
for every one of our American ills. Do we wish to defend our
country 1 We have but to adopt the system of training every
boy to be a soldier, and the problem is solved. Do we wish to
become industrially efficient? Then let us forget all about
vocational training, but give every .American a year under arms,
and presto! we shall outdo Germany in scientific efficiency and
management. Is our youth lawless and undisciplined? Universal compulsory service will end that once for all. Is our democracy halting? It is the tonic of a democratic army that we
need, in which all men shall pay for the privileges of citizenship
by a year of preparation for poisonous gas and of learning how
to shoot. Our melting-pot is a failure. Then let us pour into it
the iron metal of militarism, and it will fuse every element at
once. Finally, i£ we need an .American soul-and the war has
suddenly taught us that this glorious country lacks a soul-it
is the remedy of universal military service that is to supply our
spiritual needs and give us the ability to feel as one, to think as
one, to steer towards our destiny as of one mind.
It is all so alluring and so entrancingly easy, the wonder is
that we have never thought of it before. We saw it going on in
France and Germany and Russia, but it seemed altogether repulsive in its forms. .Americans to be conscripted 1 Heaven
forbid.
But it now seems that we were mistaken in all this; that our
failure to progress financially, economically, and spiritually M
rapidly as we should have done has been due solely to our failure to grasp at the panacea that lay so easily within reach.
Take the education of our boys. The other day at joint meet-
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ing of two schoolmasters' associations there were divided views
on some issues, but none apparently as to the utter lawlessness
of our American youth and the complete failure of our private
schools to reduce them to subordination by means of mental and
moral discipline. And so there were many who grasped with
joy at the idea of the universal-military-drill to retrieve for
them the ground lost by their own failure to do the fundamental
thing they pledged themselves to accomplish. Of course, they
knew little or nothing about universal service; perhaps it was
the unexplored mystery of it that appealed. Many Americans
are quite sure that the latest untried remedy, be it some law,
or the initiative and referendum, or the recall of judicial decisions, or some other panacea, is, by reason of its very newness,
just the medicine for a given ill they have been looking for.
So with these school-teachers. Ignoring the fact that our private
military schools have been anything but popular, and only in
exceptional cases of high standing, they turn to military drill
as to last straw. One can admire their courage while marveling
at their judgment. Fortunately, those particular teachers heard
the European system of a nation in arms denounced by one
of their number, who had served in Austria both as private and
as officer.
For what they do not see any more than the Stanwood
Menkens who, never having borne arms, yet know that universal service is what we need to make patriots by the million,
is that the spirit of compulsory service makes directly against
the American ideal, for it inculcates blind obedience to the will
of others, subordination to those who are masters not necessarily
because of superior wisdom or fitness, but largely because of
accident. It often means cringing before men who abuse their
power, particularly over men -0f finer instincts and antecedenU!
-just as the late Karl Bitter was driven to desert from the
Austrian service by intolerable persecutions. It is not without
significance that there is a suicide a day among the private soldiers in the German army in time of peace-no record being
kept -0f unsuccessful attempts at self-destruction. Again, as
Major-General 0 'Ryan, of the New York Nati-0nal Guard, has
put it, the primary thing that military service teaches is that
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the soldier shall stop thinking and become an automaton- to
do only what his officers tell him. And usually there is a steadily widening cleft between him and those officers.
Once we valued American self-assertiveness, independence of
thought and action, mental alertness, yes, even the happy-golucky Yankee initiative and individuality, as some of our best
characteristics. Now we are to prefer men cast in one mould,
drilled in one way of thinking, and into obedience to rulers.
Formerly, we deemed it most worth while that all men should
have their own opinions, express them freely, and differ with
their rulers as they saw fit-since their rulers were but their
servants. As for making patriots, universal military service
makes Socialists and deserters. There is nothing whatever democratic about it, save that it applies to all men alike. Where
universal service is most efficient, there is every kind of distinction as to regiments and individuals. The peasant serves
three years, the ''gentleman'' one. The favors shown to the
Guard regiments in Germany have led to more than one bitter
debate in the Reichstag. What can there be democratic about
an army? Its whole fundamental principle is that of hierarchy
in which everybody responds automatically and blindly to the
will of a commander-in-chief. What system could be more directly opposed to the democratic theory 1

SHALL WE ADOPT THE SWISS MIT..JITARY SYSTEM?
BY COLONEL C. DEW. WILLCOX

(Colonel Willcox, who is a professor in the United States Military
Academy at West Point, was born at Geneva, Switz.erland, and is an
authority on Continental army systems.)

The course of the world's history during the past three years
has set our people to thinking along unaccustomed lines. It
has driven them to the unwelcome conclusion that force is, after
all, the ultimate agent in the adjustment of relations between
nations. If men and nationi are sensible, this ought not to be
the case, but it is. Our nation does well, therefore, to recognize the conditions of national life in the world. Of energy
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we have in this land of ours a great store, but thus far not under
a form immediately applicable to our possible necessities. Naturally, therefore, various plans have been put forward looking
to the necessary conversion, such as volunteers again, federalizations of the National Guard, universal service. Among these
plans one has found especial favor in certain eyes, and it is
recommended that we adopt and adapt it, to-wit, the system followed in Switzerland.
Every male Swiss physically fit is required to serve in the
militia. Those who arc not fit pay a special military tax. Service begins when a boy is seven years old; at that tender age it
takes the form, in accordance with army regulations, of gymnasium drill and physical training without arms, in the schools,
which all boys must attend between the ages of seven and fifteen.
Parallel with this school training runs work in the Cadet Corps,
compulsory in some of the cantons. The work of the Cadet
Corps consists of marching, map reading, and target practice.
Physical training calls for from four to eight hours per week;
the Cadet Corps' work demands from one hundred to two hundred hours during the summer. When the Swiss youth leaves
school at the age of fifteen, voluntary work is taken up in the
military preparation companies, established in towns and villages. This sort of work lasts off and on until the boy is twenty,
when he receives his arms and equipment; these he is required
to keep at home in good condition, ready for service at a moment's notice. The boy, or young man, as he may now be called,
enters at twenty the Recruit School, and undergoes a course
of training that lasts from sixty to ninety days, according to
the arm of the service. The Recruit School passed, the young
man enlists in the troop unit of his town or village, in which he
serves until his forty-eighth year. If in the meantime he shall
have become an officer, he must serve until he is fifty-two.
Under this system of training, Swiss military force consists
of three classes, as follows: (a) the first class (A uszug or elite),
made up of men who serve two weeks every year between the
ages of twenty and thirty-two; (b) the second class (Landwehr),
consisting of men from thirty-three to forty years of age, called
out for two weeks' training in every third year; ( c) the third
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class (Landstrum), men from forty-one to forty-eight years old.
The men of the Landstrum are used to guard railroads, tunnels,
bridges, mountain passes, arsenals, etc.
Certain special features of the Swiss system deserve at least
passing notice. Young men who during their recruit-school
days, excel in the performance of their duty are sent the following year to a noncommissioned officers' school. Here they
go through a severe course of thirty days, after which (if they
have come up to requirements) they become corporals. Corporals who by their education and military ability seem worthy to
reach the grade of officers take a course at the Candidate School
-eighty days for infantry, one hundred and five days for cavalry and artillery. If successful in this school, they become lieutenants and must serve at least four years before they get their
next promotion. Captains are selected by merit and not by
seniority from the list of first lieutenants. This principle of
selection obtains for all the higher grades, and in time of peace
there are no general officers. One is appointed on mobilization,
however.
During maneuvers communities are required to shelter troops
and horses, and owners of land are bound to hold their land
at the disposal of troops when needed for exercises. When
mobilization is ordered, automobiles and gasoline must be turned
over to the military authorities if required. In war, artillery and
train horses are requisitioned. Cavalry horses are furnished by
the state, but every year one-tenth of this price is refunded by the
man to whom the horse is assigned, so that in ten years it becomes his own property. Under the system thus briefly outlined,
Switzerland, with a population of 3,800,000, can muster about
143,000 first-line troops with reserves of about 400,000.
It is this system which some advocates of universal military
service would have us imitate.
Let us observe that this military organization has been adopted
by Switzerland, not from choice, but from necessity. The Swiss
Confederation is a small and economically poor nation occupying a territory that would be invaluable to any one of her
stronger military neighbors. Hence, although her independence
is guaranteed by international agreement, she long ago felt the
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necessity of taking steps herself to protect her independence.
But if she depended on troops called into being after the fashion of either France or Germany, the smallness of the population would make the results illusory, even if she could afford
to bear the cost. She has had, therefore, to solve her problem
in her own way by cutting her coat according to her cloth.
Even so her solution is possible, we shall take leave to say,
only because of what a physicist would call her special configuration. Do we labor under the same necessity as our sister
r(lpublic?
I shall not pause to answer this question, but pass on to another aspect of the case, independent of necessity, and bound
up in the essence of the subject. The Swiss military system
rests upon the foundation laid during the school life of its members. Bearing in mind that the population of Switzerland is less
by some two millions than that of New York City, that its citizens necessarily inhabit a limited area of very small country,
and that its schools-all controlled by the state-are, by comparison with ours, few in number, the process of taking a youngster at the age of seven and of licking him into military shape
through the next thirteen years of his life is not necessarily
a difficult one.
One fact is fairly sure; after making all allowances for natural differences of capacity, the product of the Swiss schools is
tolerably uniform. But our school system is a State system,
and we have forty-eight States; there would be, broadly speaking, as many variations in our product as there are States. Moreover, most, if not all, Swiss teachers have necessarily undergone the training they are giving their pupils. This would not
be the case with us for many years, if ever. .Unless, therefore,
the National Government should take over the task of giving
our schools physical military training, unless, in other words,
our schools should be federalized wholly or in part, we could
not hope for. uniform results, and indeed might find that certain States, objecting to the principle of military training, would
flatly refuse to give the training in question.
Let us suppose, however, for the sake of argument, that the
principle is universally accepted and the plan put into operation.
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We are then face to face with the difficulties caused by the
enormous numbers to be trained. It will not do to say that we
can reduce the numbers, because we then abandon the underlying principle of the system, that every physically fit boy must
follow the course laid down. We can reduce the numbers, of
course, but in that case let us stop talking about the Swiss system and call the thing by its right name. Observe that a reduction would inevitably produce differences, which is the very
point to be avoided in any plan or order that rests on universality of obligation. Again let us recollect that the density o.f
population in Switzerland is 237 per square mile. (In reality
it is far greater, because much of its mountain territory is necessarily uninhabited. ) Our density, excluding Alaska, is 34
per square mile, but is unequally distributed; conditions, therefore, that might lend themselves to the Swiss system in one
State would be unfavorable to it in another. The same order
of objection would lie ag-ainst the actual military training of the
young men of the land between the ai:res of twenty and thirtytwo, or between whatever other limiting ages we might select
Taking the ages just given, however, there must be in the conn·
try today of these ages some 10,000,000 men. To be on the
safe side, let us say, rather, 8,000,000.
Now, by the Swiss plan, this number would be called out for
two weeks' service every year. If we reduce the number-and
none but a material reduction would be worth consideringcrash goes the principle again. Moreover, the Swiss plan requires every m:m to keep his rifle, equipments, and uniform.
This greatly simplifies the task of mobilization, to say nothing of
the cost of storehouses and of maintenance saved, and is a sensible thing to do under the circumstances of small numbers in
a tiny country of intense patriotism and of high intelligence. It
is certain that we could not adopt this feature of the plan recommended to our attention; other things equal, the cost of in·
spection alone would be a most serious charge, and without inspection one could never be sure that arms and equipment when
produced for real service would be fit to use. The War Department at Washington is not without experience under this head.
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under conditions that ought to make care easy and to make
inspection simple.
It is no objection to the Swiss system, so far as the Swiss themselves are concerned, to say that it has never been tried in war.
If war should come to the little republic, it cannot be doubted
that its troops would give a most brilliant account of themselves.
But it should not be forgotten that Switzerland has but one
military duty: the defense of its territory, and that within its
own frontiers. Hence-if we are casting about for a system
to make good our own deficiencies in the matter of preparedness
-is it not the part of wisdom to select one that has stood the
test of experience, particularly as our forces may conceivably
have to leave our frontiers behind them 1 To commit ourselves
to any other course involves a risk; the production of a given
substance may be invariably successful in a laboratory, only to
fail when attempted on a larger scale.

MILITARY TRAINING IN OUR PUBLIC SCHDOLS:
TWELVE OBJECTIONS

BY ROBERT CROMWELL ROOT
Pacific Coast Director of the American Peace Society
1. The school courses are already too full, therefore no other
subjects should be added. This objection is sustained by Prof.
John Dewey of Columbia University, one of America's highest
educational authorities.
2. Military training has not enough educational value to
replace any subject that rightfully belongs in the school courses
of study. This objection is approved by Prof. John Dewey,
President Henry Churchill King of Oberlin College, ex-President
Charles W. Eliot of Harvard University, ex-Governor Charles
E. Hughes now of the United States Supreme Court, and exSecretary of State General John W. Foster.
3. The supposed benefits of military training can be secured
more effectively by other means, viz. : The gymnasium, outdoor
games and athletics. This statement is supported by such ex-
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pert testimony as that of Dr. Dudley Sargent, head of the
Hemenway Gymnasium, Harvard University, Prof. Reichart of
the University of Pennsylvania, Dr. Nathan C. Schaeffer, State
Superintendent of Schools, Pennsylvania, and by Prof. Charles
Zueblin. Moreover, the supposed benefits of military drill are
due not to the system, but to the personality of the particular
instructor.
4. The regulations generally, if not invariably, used in military drill were prepared for adults and not for boys. The
California law of 1915 states that United States army regulations are to be used in drilling high school cadets. This is manifestly an absurd requirement. Furthe·rmore, teachers who have
had experience in military schools tell me that the boys often
resort to deception and outright lying in order to avoid the
harsh punishment inflicted for violation of the strict military
discipline.
5. The girls, even more than the boys, need the physical
development supposed to be derived from military training;
but the system thus far in use wholly ignores this greater need
of the girls. The objection is sustained by such authorities as
ex-President Charles W. Eliot, President Henry Churchill King,
Professor John Dewey and Professor Samuel T. Dutton of
Teoohers' College, Columbia University.
6. For all except a few officers in command, military training develops a blind, unthinkable obedience. ''Their's not to
reason why, Their's but to do and die," pitiable "Six Hundred"!
For the rank and file, military training represses individuality
(ex-President Charles W. Eliot) and self-initiative (H. Carrington, Review of Reviews, February, 1916, pp. 234-235) in the boyl'!
at the very time these qualities should be developed; hence, for
the rank and file, military drill prepares the boys to be mere
imitators and automatons instead of self-reliant leaders of their
fellow-men.
And since military training, as the authorities quoted state,
has not enough educational value to replace any other subject,
and since the supposed benefits may be effectively secured by
other oocessible, practical means, and since .one-half of the school
population is wholly ignored by this system, it therefore seems
to be perfectly clear that the educational value of military train-
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ing is practically nil, and should have no place in our school
courses.
7. To adopt military training in our schools would be contrary to our national traditions and national ideals; therefore it
would be undemocratic and un-American.
It would outPrussianize Prussia, for neither the- Prussians nor Germans
have as yet been so steeped in militarism as to burden their
regular schools with the incubus of military training-Professor
John Dewey, Dr. Nathan Schaeffer, and President John H.
Findley of New York State University.
8. To establish military drill in our schools would, in the
boy's mind, place emphasis on might and not on right.
It
would very strongly imply that might should be the first instead
of the last line of defence. The writer has seen proof of this
in pupils now taking military training in certain California
schools.
9. Military training in the public schools fosters a spirit of
suspicion and distrust of other nations. Acting on the fictitious
plea of "National Necessity," a "National Enemy" must be
found. This engenders international hatred-a long step toward war. Dr. Nathan C. Schaeffer, Professor Reichart, Edward
Berwick. Note, also, sundry "Preparedness" plans for 1916.
10. Military training in the· public schools is not necessary in
order to teach patriotism or to provide for national defense.
Military training may lead to efficiency on the parade ground
or to skill at target-practice, but it does not develop, necessarily,
the spirit of patriotism. Real patriotism is of the spirit-a
quality of mind and heart-hence it is not acquired by evoluTrue
tions on the drill ground or by shooting at a target.
patriotism gr-0ws out of character. It requires a patriot to live
a clean, strong life for his country quite as much as it requires
him to be ready to die in defense of his country. "We can no
longer look to war for the development of either national or
individual character. "-Charles E. Hughes, Professor I. W.
Howerth, Professor of Education, University of California.
The past experience of England, Germany, and the United
States, not to mention other countriet'I, shows how unnecessary
and foolish is the plea for military drill in our public schools on
the ground of "national defense."
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11. The moral danger. The laws of the community and of
the state forbid the boy to carry arms. He knows that the man
who assaults his fellowman with a deadly weapon is tried in
court for his liberty or his life. He goes to Sunday school and
learns the command ''Thou shalt not kill.'' He attends church
and hears that he "must do unto others as he would have others
do unto him, '' and then he joins the cadet corps and is trained
with gun and sword in the art of killing his fellowmen ! Then
we wonder why our boys have such hazy ideas on moral questions! And we wonder why our boys are so often lacking in
clear vision, clear reasoning, and right acting! God pity and
help us to see the wrong we are inflicting on the youth of the
land by advocating military training for mere boys !-Professor
G. M. Stratton, "The Double Standard in Regard to Fighting. "-Dr. David Starr Jordan.
12. The school system and the war system have nothing in
common. We should be unalterably opposed to military drill in
our public schools because it would join in close partnership the
•finest thing that American civilization has given to humanityour free public schools, the hope of democracy-with war, the
most barbaric, inhuman and un-Christian system which a cruel
fate ever inflicted upon a struggling world.
Let us teach our boys that law and order must replace war,
and the "golden rule" and cooperation r eplace the law of hate
and martial conflict.

SWISS VIEWS OF COMPULSORY SERVICE
The first public testimony given in America as to the Swiss
military system in its relation to the condition of the Swiss
workers was that of Philip Schaefer, a former soldier of the
Zurich battalion, before the Chamberlain sub-committee of the
Senate Committee on Military Affairs, on January 16. Schaefer,
who is president of a lodge of the Machinists' Union in Chicago,
was one of the witnesses brought by the American Union Against
Militarism t'o discuss the value of universal compulsory military
training.
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As related by this ex-soldier, with great particularity of detail as to dates, places and persons, the army of the Helvetic
republic has found a heavy financial burden upon the government, a still more serious burden upon the families of the
working-class recruits, and a force powerful to suppress strikes
while valueless against the great military machines of the surrounding European powers.
As a child of twelve years he was forced to begin military
training in the schools, he said. His father, earning but sixtythree cents a day and having six children to feed, could furnish
him with only a seC'ond-hand and tattered military coat which
stamped his poverty upon him as he took his place in the line
with the finely-uniformed boys from well-to-do families. Later
on, these boys were enabled to take the training necessary for
holding officers' rank; the boy of a wage-earner's family could
not afford. the training. When he served in the adult training
force, he found that the officers of his command were all repre.
sentatives of the ruling class of the country.
"My lieutenant's family were the largest hardware dealers
jn the district,'' he said in substance; ''my captain represented
the ownership of a mill employing 3,000 persons; my regimental
commander was the son of the owner of a silk mill employing
5,000 people, and his superior officer in turn was the son of the
richest family in the whole of Switzerland.
"Men from the ranks may become officers, if they take the
training, but they are expected to follow the customs of officers,
which include dining at public restaurants at a cost which is
beyond the purse of a working man. As the payment to a recruit is about ten cents a day in the one period and sixteen cents
a day in the other, it is clear that no working man can afford
to be an officer. He finds it bad enough to pay for underclothing,
shoes, socks and laundry out of his wages, and his family may
have nothing from his earnings for their own support. Switzerland makes no provision for the maintenance of the destitute
family of the soldier, except the ordinary recourse of charity.
"So the working class fills the ranks, and the ruling class has
the C'Ontrol of the army in 'democratic' Switzerland. Cavalry
regiments, which are used in case of strikes to put down the
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workers, are made up of those men who can affiord to keep a
horse for this purpose throughout the year. Last September a
peaceful parade of the Young People's Socialist League was ridden down by such a force-men, women and children trampled
upon as though they were dogs.
"When a mill strike was called, the troops from the farming
district nearby were called out by their officer, who managed the
mill, and the town wageworkers' attempt to better their condition was brutally suppressed. The army of Switzerland has
never been of any other use than that-the use by the rich to
crush the labor movement. Swiss soldiers have no more democratic treatment at the hands of these middle-class and upperclass officers than have Prussian soldiers. If you protest at illtreatment you go to the dungeon for three days. In 1902 a
soldier committed suicide as the result of this punishment."
Divorces in regions where field maneuvers have been held are
regularly found to increase 50 to 75 per cent following maneuvers,
Schaefer declared, due to drunkenness and vice accompanyin~
this disturbane of home life. When he was a recruit at twenty
he did D'Ot drink, but was forced to· begin because the army
service bottle contained wine. Milk and coffee were refused him
by his officers.
As to the defensive value of the Swiss army, the witness said
that since the northern part of the country is an open valley,
without fortifications, a German force from near-by fortresses
could "walk through" before the Swiss could even mobilize.
He added the opinion that even if they resisted from their
natural fortresses in the Alps, the Swiss could be surrounded
and starved out by an invading force "in a week." Switzerland, he said, owed her safety to the fact that no power cared to
disturb her independence as guaranteed by the Congress of
Vienna.
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COMPULSORY MILITARY TRAINING
Extension of Remarks of Hon. Jesse D. Price, of Maryland, In
the House of Representatives, Wednesday, February 21, 1917
In these days of wars and rumors of wars it behooves the
.American people and the American Congress to exercise the
greatest patience, wisdom, and conservatism lest we be swept
off our feet, forsake all our inherited traditions, abandon all
our century-old ideals, and commit national suicide. We are
essentally a peaceful and peace-loving people, but history shows
that we have not been too proud to fight when our own ascred
rights or the rights of weaker peoples are involved. We have
never sought war, nor started a fight, and I do not believe that
we ever will; but any nation, large or small, which will tamely
submit to insult and loss of honor and self-respect is not deserving of national existence.
Our ideals were 1;o build a nation that should stand out for
its humanitarianism and its love of liberty and peaceful progress, free from the taint of militarism and selfish conquest. I
am glad to say that we have maintained these ideals. In order
to do so we have never found it necessary to maintain a large
standing army in times of peace or to invoke the military spirit
among our people.
We have been successful in all the wars that we have nndertaken with other nations because we have been right, and not
merely because we were better prepared or that we have cultivated the militant spirit. That we should be prepared to
defend ourselves and to protect the priceless institutions of
America there should be n'O question, but in providing for this
defense and protection let us not allow ourselves to be swept
into the spirit of conquest and aggression and lose thereby the
very ideals that have made us great. I believe and am sure
that the great majority of American people believe in thorough
preparedness to meet ordinary emergencies, but it is impossible
for America to be always prepared for abnormal and extraor-
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dinary emergencies, without sacrificing the national spirit and
degenerating into a nation of militarism.
If, then, we agree that we should be prepared, the only question is as to adequate preparati'<m and that is the point about
which there is great diversity of opinion. The one great lesson which we have learned from the European war, is that we
were not adequately prepared as a nation to defend ourselves,
and I am glad too see that men of all parties, led by the President and the administration, have fully realized it and have
grasped the situation and are trying to meet the requirements
of the country. No Member of Congress is willing to go further in the proper national defense than am I, and I have
voted for all the appropriations for the Army and Navy and
I am willing to go the limit in nooessary protection, but when
it comes to fastening upon this country a system of compulsory
military training and service in times of peace, then, I must
dissent, and it is to this proposed feature of the national defense that I wish to address my remarks. It is un-American,
It violates every
undemocratic, and wholly unnecessary.
American tradition, every American impulse, and would eventually destroy American liberty. It would fasten upon this
country a military system that would eventually dominate all
civil government. It would abridge the fundamental rights
and liberties of a hundred million free people and would be a
blight upon democracy the world over.
In all our history such a system has been considered as inconsistent with the theory of a democracy, and until recently
has never been seriously considered. I regret to say, however,
that many patriotic Americans honestly believe that to be the
only solution to our present situatiDn, and for that reason, and
before it is too late, I want to voice my protest as an American
who believes in and reveres the traditions of his country
against any such radical departure from the policies and
ideals that have made us what we are and which has brought
ns safely thus far. I would caution those who advocate this
system whether they are not fastening upon posterity a blight
that centuries will not eradicate. I would ask yon to refuse
to consider such a step unless and until all other plans have
been tried out and have failed. I want to say to yon, gentle-
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men, that all other plans have not been tried out and failed.
'l'hose who advocte this strange dcotrine cite for prOOf of the
merit of it various countries where some such plan exists. We
have heard a great deal about the Swiss system, the Australian system, and the Argentine system.
I wish briefly to
call your attention to these various systems and to show that
none of them would be applicable to the United States or in
any way meet the needs of this Nation.
It is obvious that
because a system is suitable to one nation it does not necessarily prove that it is good for another. Various things should
be taken int'O consideration-geographical location, ideals of
the people, size of the nation, and so forth. It is just as idle
to contend that a system that may be good for Switzerland,
Argentina, or Australia is also good for America as it would
be to contend that the same kind of government would be
applicable to New York City as it would be in a village in
Alaska or the Philippines.
SWISS SYSTEM

Let us lO'Ok at the Swiss system and see how it would meet
the requirements of America. This is the system that we have
:heard so much about from our militarist friends, who laud it
BB a democratic system whenever the question of compulsory
training and service are referred to as being antagonistic to
the spirit of democracy.
It is claimed for it that it helps to break down "class distinction," but when examined closely it appears to be too democratic for America, in that it conscripts not only enlisted men
but officers as well, and that without pay. Does anyone contend that the United States should compel its youth to enlist
for military training and service without compensation 1 We
would hang our heads in shame should this rich Republic deal
thus with its citizens, and if we paid them, which we undoubt -·
edly would, it would prove very expensive and more burdensome than even this rich Nati on could stand.
Let us take into consideration the size and geographical location of Switzerland as compared to the United States. Switzerland is a nation of less than 4,000,000 people in the midst of
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four powerful nations which have a conscript military system,
namely, Germany, Austria, Italy, and France. Naturally, the
Swiss people imbibe the spirit of their neighbors and realize
that with their small population it is impossible to recruit and
maintain a standing army of any size or to have a reserve
force that would be in any way formidable unless by a compulsory military system such as neighboring nations have, and
no doubt had they undertaken to rely upon a voluntary system
of service would have been unable to make any sort of a military showing.
On the other hand, the Unitod States is a nation of 100,000,000
people not surrounded by militaristic people but with large
bodies of water and thousands of miles removed from military
nations. It does not require a very fertile imagination to observe a great difference in the position of the two nations nor
1n the spirit of their people. As stated, the Swiss nation is
too poor to maintain a large standing army and necessarily
must rely for protection upon some sort of a reserve force ;
and, as a matter of fact, they have no large standing army,
and their entire military strength is their reserve force, which
corresponds to the National Guard of the United States.
The Cantons of Switzerland, which are virtually to Switzerland what our States are to the Union, have control of the
military, except in times of war, the same as our States have
over the National Guard; so that it becomes evident that the
only real practical difference between the Swiss military system
and our own military system is that we have more of a standing army in proportion, that we rely upon voluntary service,
and that we pay our soldiers, while they have practically no
standing army, use compulsory conscription, and do not pay
either enlisted men nor officers. I have no doubt that the system which they have established is better for Switzerland than
ours would be. I am also equally certain that our system is
better for America than the Swiss system would be.
Without going into the details of the service required for
training a Swiss soldier, suffice it to say he receives about six
months' training, covering a period of twelve years, which would
not appear to the average mind as being the sort of training
In fact, it is not
necessary to produce a seasoned soldier.
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nearly so effective a training, to my mind, as that at present
received by our own National Guard. In our National Guard,
as at present organized, a man serves nearly 600 hours covering
a period 0£ three years, while the Swiss serve less than 1,500
h<>urs, covering a period 0£ twelve years.
I believe in preparedness along volunteer lines and not compulsory lines. We are a great Nation and are destined to even
greater things in the future i£ we adhere to the fundamental
principles laid down by the fathers 0£ the Republic and not go
off after strange gods. But just so sure as we try to imitate
militant nations by fastening that undemocratic policy upon
ourselves we will strike the rocks of militarism and go the way
of other nations that have tried it and £ailed. Let us not be
carried away by clamor or scare headlines in the newspapers,
but let us adhere to our time-honored faith by maintaining a
strictly democratic military system, without the objectionable
features of a monarchy, which always relies on the strength 0£
their arms for perpetuation. Let us rely, rather, upon a re-latively small standing army, a continuously trained volunteer
reserve force, a p·owerful navy, and the patriotism of a hundred
million free people. Let us preserve unsullied by militarism
this great nation and its ideals which we have inherited from
our fathers, and hand it down to future generations of unborn
Americans without the taint and blight of this hydraheaded
monster which is seeking to £aste·n itself upon us under the
guise of preparedness.

SHOULD WE ADOPT THE SWISS SYSTEM T
BY

w. H. MIKESELL

Of the School of Public Speaking, University of Texas
Many have thought that the Swiss system 0£ military education, because successful in Switzerland, would be successful in
the United States and therefore should be adopted.
It must be realized that there is a vast difference in the situations of the respective countries. Switzerland surrounded by
neighbors, heavily armed, and prepared for instant war, must
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not find he·rself exposed to the possibility of attack. She must
not share the belated fate of Belgium. She is compelled to use
every available man for such a possibility, even though she may
be fortunate to have the natural protection of enclosing
mountains.
But shall we imply that our distance of three thousand miles
from a possible dangerous enemy would not necessitate a large
force of men 1
Military experts claim that in sixteen days even Germany could
land upon our shores 250,000 men and therefore an immense
pre·pared army must be able to resist such a possible invasion.
Then we have thousands of miles of shore, offering temptation to a possible enemy to secretly land troops. The Pacific
and Atlantic coasts would, in their long stretches, not be easy to
guard against invasion. While the situations of Switzerland
and the United States are radically different, the difference is
most unfavorable to ourselves. We have no mountains guarding us as mighty bulwarks; we have no small piece of territory
to defend; we find a most conglomerate mass of nationalities to
melt into a common unity of true Americanism. If little Switzerland must arm to the last man, it is necessary by the compelling
a fortiori argument to arm ourselves to the last man.
Yet let us consider the available army at our disposal if we
should adopt the Swiss system. As the Swiss system is universal compulsory military service, not a selective draft, we
here in America by adopting such a service and such a system,
would find ourselves possessed of a force of ten million or more
men.
Can we picture· America with a force of ten million men T
It is against the very heart of America. For generations we
have maintained our respect and safety with a moderate army
and navy, although they have been a little too moderate; yet to
move to the other extreme, and have a war strength of ten million men or more does not seem to he justified by the situation.
Even at the present time, when we are at war with Germany,
said to have nine million reserve men, we are far from advocating universal compulsory military service.
The selective
draft will affect comparatively few of our men, and the training of over 500,000 men at one time, is thought by the military
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staff to meet the exigencies. We are, by adopting the Swiss
system, flying not only in the face of worthy tradition, but in
the face of the expert t~timony of our army and navy advisory
board.
Such an immense army would carry in its train some aftermaths not in accordance with the freedom and ideals of American iustitutions.
In the first place, such an army would entail a need of a big
war revenue, raised by bond issue, by direct taxation, or by both
:methods. If raised by the method of bond issue, the government will always find itself in debt-a debt so heavy that other
items of government control would suffer. If raised by the
method of direct taxation the general run of the human beings
would bear the burdens. The high cost of living would be
higher. The struggle of the poor man would be intensified. An
extra nickel or dime would be constantly demanded as war tax.
In a dozen and one ways the hard-pressed man would add to the
emptiness of his pocketbook by turning over money to the government. It would be a great question whether the freedom of
the American people would acquiesce in such a burden. Tax
burdens are the ferment of disloyalty to a government, and
may often form the nucleus of a revolution. If the joint method
is adopted, we still find ourselves confronted with difficulties.
In the second place, such an army, though not in the field for
the whole year, would train the common mind of our country
to so focus upon war that we would stand in grave danger of
militarism.
We could not escape the danger.
A constant
thought of a possible war would cause men and women to constantly think of war. By a law of psychology a constant focusing upon one idea would necessarily result in action. Constant
thought of a possible war would lead us to expect war, and unconsciously breed those things that easily invite war. Militarism
and a force of ten million men or more would not be distantly
associated.
As an objection, it might be said that Switzerland has always
resorted to a large army in proportion to her size, and has traditionally and cheerfully borne large war taxes.
But the freedom of Switzerland and the freedom of the· United

50

Univ ersity of Te xas Bulletin

States are two different things. While Switzerland is called a,
republic, yet its liberty is not the full liberty whch America
enjoys. Switzerland is accustomed to maintaiu a big army and
to render heavy war taxes. This country is not accustomed to
such, and this difference is a noted difference. Switzerlana, 1f
ever given the chance for freedom from a large war force and
war revenue taxes, would see in her new freedom a blessing. Our
past and present freedom would not welcome a danger of militarism and heavy taxes.
In the third place, and as a corollary to the second danger,
by adopting the Swiss system we would find it difficult to work
for the establishment of international peace. Mind crammed
with the thought of war, would work for peace in a negative
way. The positive ideal of universal peace would remain only
an ideal. The prayer of England and her allies for a general
\Vhen
reduction in war preparation would be unanswered.
Lord Rosebery heard that America was increasing the war maHe thought that
terial, he felt his heart-hopes shattering.
America may not lead the world in the reduction of armaments
and fight junkerism. With the Swiss system a greater disappointment would follow. The longed-for peace of nations would
be for us an embarrassing ideal to realize. The war strength of
ten million men or more would put us in a most hypocritical
iituation. How could the United States strive for universal
peace and universal trust, when she maintains a distrust by increasing her force to a most stupendous extent 1 We can't make
friends with our brother when we face him with our pockets
bulging with threatening revolvers.
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