





























And discussion there is likely to be, for although
Weigley argues his points well he does not avoid
controversy. Many of his remarks provoke good
students into taking a stand and arguing their
points of view. As a volume which both
stimulates debate among students and teaches
them about military history, it strikes me as a
most satisfactory introduction to the subject.

The Weigley book also defines my place in the
classroom. In a way, Weigley does fit the
American way of war into a Western context,
although he assumes his readers have a broader
" base of knowledge than most ROTC cadets in
fact possess. My lectures provide information
these students need, a lot of which is drawn from
European military history. The legacy of
Frederick the Great, elements of Napoleonic
strategy, the influence of Jomini and
Clausewitz, the significance of the Franco-
Prussian War, the rise of the Great German
General Staff, the shortcomings of the Schlief-
fen Plan—all these topics the students need to
understand. Part of every class period is devoted
to material not adequately covered in the
readings.

Thus the course has become a broad overview
of the military history of the Western World in
the past two centuries. The focus is upon the ex-
perience of one of these Western nations—our
own—but 1 try to make comparisons when they
seem appropriate. For each class session there is
a theme or question announced in the previous
class. Classes usually begin with a discussion of
the points covered in the assignment. This is
followed by a brief lecture introducing material
inadequately covered in the reading, or il-
lustrating themes from both reading and discus-
sion.

If I am now satisfied that 1 have found a for-
mula | can work with given the constraints
placed upon me, | nonetheless regret the short-
comings remaining. “Modern” is a flexible term
which, when crammed into a ten-week mold, in-
vites superficiality. Topics sometimes get a cur-
sory treatment; there is little time to pause for a
detailed examination of a subject. It is hard to
provide treatment of events in recent military
history, when issues are most complex and con-
troversial. Furthermore, a stated TRADOC goal
reiterated in a lecture by Theodore Ropp at the
1981 workshop has been missed: students get far
less of an opportunity te express their
knowledge and organize their thoughts in
writing. The sheer numbers General French’s
memorandum promised us have forced a re-
duction of the course’s writing component.
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All of this sugeests that my experience has
produced something different from what the
Army originally intended. Does this seem to af-
fect the Army's ROTC unit at my university? |
have an obligation to teach a part of its pro-
gram. Is its faculty satisfied that the cadets’ pro-
fessional training is being enhanced through my
course? An answer is difficult to reach, but my
tentative answer is “yes.” “Yes," because rela-
tions between us are excellent; the spirit of
cooperation and cordiality is exemplary. “Yes,”
because they regularly send me information I
may need. “Yes,” because the head of the ROTC
program told me they were pleased with the job |
was doing and that the students were, too. Yet
“tentative,” because the course has not been for-
mally evaluated, neither by an official in the
ROTC program nor by any professional
historian.

There is, I suspect, a good reason. I think that
wherever military history has been turned over
to civilian history departments, ROTC faculty
are delighted to have the course ofT their hands.
This should be no surprise. Most Army officers
are not trained to be professional historians, nor
do they ever expect to function as such. Few
combine those qualifications so aptly described
by Roger Cirillo in the Spring 1985 Army
Historian. Most officers probably do not want
to teach history, and unlike high school football
coaches they are honest enough not to try.
Wherever there is mutual respect between the
ROTC faculty and civilian historians, wherever
cach can appreciate the capacities of the other
and accept their liabilities—and this situation
obtains, 1 believe, at my university—1I think
ROTC departments are likely to leave the
historians alone, Each can cultivate his own
garden; the students can benefit from the variety.

Still, the lack of a more vigorous interchange
between ROTC faculty and civilian historians is
to be regretted. Perhaps my course should be
evaluated. [ believe 1 can respond positively to
informed and helpful criticism. I am also willing
to consider requests from ROTC that I cover
topics they deem essential. Furthermore,
nothing has come of General French’s recom-
mendation that the course be team-taught. At
my university — and elsewhere too, [ suspect —no
such thing has occured. | know why. I forgot the
recommendation and so too did the Army
ROTC unit. When | recently reminded the head
of the local program that there was such a
policy, his response was clear, straightforward,
and practical. It was a good idea, he said, but his
staff had too many other duties to perform,




They lacked the time. | have no doubt he was
correct.

Do I think that my experience demonstrates
that the goals General French's memorandum
set forth five years ago have been reached? What
I see is a kind of compromise between the ideal
and no history at all. In my case, the Army has
gotten a civilian instructor with no record of
military service; a classroom swamped with
students from outside ROTC, thus reducing the
amount ol attention paid to the specific needs of
the cadets; an ROTC department so burdened

with duties it cannot participate in the history
course; and a peculiar university calendar that

‘shortchanges evervbody. On the other hand, the

ROTC has obtained the services of a trained
professional historian with both enthusiasm for
and experience with subject, the cooperation
and good will of a very busy history department,
and the assurance that the course will evolve to
meet the needs of all involved and to aveid
mistakes made in the past, All in all, [ think the
Army has gotten a good deal,

The First Army Library

George W. Aux

The rapid growth in the use of the US Army Military History Institute has not
been accompanied by a commensurate rise in the size of its staff. The efforts
of volunteers have pariially compensated for this situation. We benefited
significantly this past year from the volunteer efforts of two military retirees
who reside in the Carlisle community, Col. Wally Aux graciously accepted the
challenge to trace the lincages of several thousand books in the Army's rare
book collection and was capably assisted by retired Warrant Officer Aime
Caron, While both men continue to render faithful and much appreciated
service on other projects, their completed inventory of our rare books has
helped clarify the extent of a remarkable holding, the first library of the Army.
—Col. Rod Paschall, Director, MHI

The rare book collection of the US Army
Military History Institute (MHI) a1 Carlisle Bar-
racks, Pennsylvannia, comprises over 5,000
volumes, the great majority of which were
printed before 1850, This collection had its
origin in the office library of the first Secretary
of War, Henry Knox, established in the
mid-1790s. President George Washington still
held office then, and it might be reasonably in-
ferred that some of the aged tomes are actually
the same books the military officials of his ad-
ministration—or perhaps the President
himself —consulted in the 1790s. Some of these
books, such as von Steuben’s Blue Book or Tur-
pin's Essay on the Art of War, may have been
used to decide matters of the early Republic's
military affairs. MHI’s rare books are therefore
something more than printed sources of infor-
mation; they are authentic American artifacts,
tangible connections with the nation’s past.

The MHI staff had done some previous
research on the origins, content and develop-
ment of this, the first of the Army libraries. By
1984, however, it was clear that the Institute’s
growing workload would preclude further
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research. MHI began al thal time an aggressive
volunteer recruiting campaign to pit labor
against those tasks its permanent staff had to
abandon.

My assignment was in the rare book room,
continuing previous efforls 1o determine the
origins, content, and evolution of a priceless na-
tional treasure. The objective was to verify the
existence of the actual books that had made up
the original collection, with the intention of
eventually reassembling the first Army library.
In order to verify those connections, a careful
examination of the collection had to be made.
This project is far from [inished, but the effort
thus far has produced a revelation or two.

The present rare book collection probably has
more symbolic than actual connection to the
original library the first Secretary of War
established. Within a few years of its inception,
that library was destroyed by fire on Saturday
evening, 8 November 1800. At the time, the of-
fices of Secretary of War Samuel Dexter and his
few clerks—the entire War Department —oc-
cupied the second floor of a rented private
dwelling on Washington City's Pennsylvania
Avenue, The War Department had recently
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moved to the new capital from Philadelphia.
The fire that ravaged the War Office Building on
that fateful evening was fueled by books shelved
ceiling-to-floor against the east wall of Secretary
Dexter’s office. The Secretary reported that “the
library, which was entirely destroyed, was exten-
sive and contained many military works of
celebrity.”

Restocking the Secretary of War's Library
began soon after the 1800 fire, and as a useful
library should, the collection grew in size. It
«comprised probably about one thousand books
at the outbreak of the War of 1812, The collec-
tion suffered no significant loss or damage dur-
ing the brief but destructive occupation of the
national capital by British troops in 1814.
Perhaps the War Department had made an ac-
curate appraisal of the state of Washington’s
defense, for there is clear indication that the
books were transported to temporary safety. By
the 1830s the library had grown (oo large to con-
tinue sharing the same office space with the
Secretary of War, and a separate room was
designated for it, The library contained approx-
imately 7,000 to 8,000 volumes by the 1850s,
15,000 volumes by the late 1870s, and had grown
so large by the 1890s that the Chief Signal Of-
ficer of the Army was placed in charge. That of-
ficer, Brig. Gen. A. W, Greely, called the collec-
tion “The Library of the Army and the War
Department.” With the assistance of the Library
of Congress, he organized its holdings and
doubled the number of volumes 1o more than
49,000 by 1904, when his stewardship ended.

In 1904 the War Department Library was
placed under the supervision of the new General
Staff, specifically its Second Division charged
with the duties of military intelligence and infor-
mation. Almost a decade and 10,000 volumes
later, the library was transferred to the Army
War College and incorporated into the sizable
collection that institution had already gathered.
As a result of the merger, the integrity of the
former War Department Library was lost. Iis
history became entwined with that of the Army
War College Library, a collection exceeding
100,000 volumes in 1919, a number that tripled
over the next half century, The Army War Col-
lege, dormant during the 1940s, transferred most
of its library to the National War College,
established in 1946. Only a remnant of the old
library accompanied the Army War College to
its reopening at Fort Leavenworth, Kansas, in
1949-50, and eventually to its Carlisle Barracks
home in 1951.

In 1967, when the Military History Research
Collection (later renamed the Military History
Institute) was established, the “older” holdings
of the Army War College were transferred to the
new history establishment. MHI's holdings were
soon augmented by sizable transfers of
eighteenth-and nineteenth-century imprints
from the National War College and the US
Army Command and General Staff College.
Private donations and other acquisitions further
enlarged the Institute’s holdings of rare books.
With its core swollen by increments from a
number of different repositories, the MHI rare
book collection became a maze that seemed Lo
preclude identification of the pedigrees of in-
dividual volumes. What began as a seemingly
hopeless task has, however, begun to show
results by dint of hard work, a considerable
amount of detective-like investigation, and an
occasional reasonable deduction,

The “Rosetta Stone™ of our investigation
turned out to be part of the collection itself, a
manuscript ledger listing the holding of the War
Department Library in the 1840s. This 13-by-16-
inch bound ledger contains nineiy-seven pages
of handwritten entries representing just over
4,000 individual volumes. Each titled work was
entered into one or occasionally two of the
ledger’s subject sections. Because there is no
alphabetical or other recognizable arrangement
of the entries in each section, our conclusion is
that new books were simply added to the list as
they were acquired, leaving a cumulative inven-
tory. The hands of at least four different scribes
are clearly evident. The ledger was most prob-
ably begun in 1820 when the War Department
moved into the Northwest Executive Building,
offices it occupied until 1879. The inventory

* ends at about 1844, a terminal point suggested

by the fact that only one entry was found to bear
a date of publication in that year, and that no
entry date later than 1844 appears. The ledger
therefore reveals what books were shelved in the
War Department Library during the period
1820-1844, and is our window to the published
knowledge available to the military leadership
serving the Republic in the National Period and
Jacksonian Era,

The ledger's subject sections represent a then-
current classification scheme of knowledge,
about fifty categories and sub-categories cover-
ing subjects as diverse as skirmishes and moral
philosophy. Our analysis revealed that seventy
percent of the entries fall into only four of the
listed subjects: history (31%), military art




(26%), politics (7%), and law (6%). Fortunate-
Iy, the ledger has provided the means to identify
which of the original War Department Library’s
books are now in the Institute’s rare book col-
lection, Each line entry in the ledger indicates a
numbered “division™ and “shell™ where the item
was located in the old library, and correspond-
ing notations can be found inside the covers or
on the flyleafs of books in the current collection.
By this clue, 540 entries in the ledger —one-third
of the total —have been identified in the MHI
collection.
- Our work has just begun, and we believe con-
tinued efforts to reassemble this, the first of our
Army's collections of published knowledge, will

yield a wealth of information on the origins and
development of the nation’s ground combat
arm. Our hope is Lo locate as many more of the
ledger-identified volumes as possible and
perhaps fill in the gaps in the holdings, Of many
yet-to-be-undertaken projects, an interesting
and possibly rewarding one would be 1o in-
vestigate the early American exploitation of this
body of knowledge, MHI exists to serve both
public and official researchers who seek
knowledge of our Army’s past. In many
respects, the basis of that knowledge can be
found in the Army’s first library, a collection of
rare books being reassembled at Carlisle Bar-
racks.

The New History Net

David R. Campbell

The US Army History Network was officially
recognized as a subnet of the Army FORUM on
18 February 1986. The FORUM is the Army's
teleconferencing network designed to facilitate
communications among action officers and
thinkers for the solution of difficult problems.
The FORUM has authorized a total of thirty
subordinate networks to focus on specific areas
of concern to the Army, including the Lite Divi-
sion Net, Low Intensity Conflict Net, Ammuni-
tion Net, and now the History Net.

The Army FORUM originated in 1976 as
“Delta Task Force.” Army teleconferencing in
its current mode, however, began in 1980 with
the purchase of CONFER 11, a program written
by Dr. Robert Parnes of the University of
Michigan. CONFER II allows network par-
ticipants to present items for discussion, com-
ment or vote, and welcomes a magnitude of
responses from all, The key word here is partici-
pant, Many of us know from experience how
difficult it is to conduct an orderly and produc-
tive conference in which all attendees feel that
they have had sufficient floor time o express
their views. Conferees seem rarely Lo come away
feeling completely satisfied with the oppor-
tunities afforded them for participation. That is
why we often see preconference “ice breakers”
and “smokers” and postconference gatherings.
Conferences are always costly and very often
convene at inopportune times.

Teleconferencing has the advantage of giving
all participants an equal opportunity to express
themselves and adequate time to prepare their

responses, Normally shy participants are not
faced with the problem of confronting their
fellow discussants. Although every item of
discussion and every response is clearly iden-
tificd with the author’s name, normal barriers to
personal communications are removed. Titles
and ranks are not used; informal discussion is
encouraged. Dispensing with formalities and
getting to the heart of the discussion saves time.

The History Net is designed to link all
CONUS-based historians with the Center of
Military History for the purpose of sharing
knowledge through thoughtful discussion and
frequent contact. Although the goal of the nel-
work is to encourage interaction among history
professionals, the subnet will not limit participa-
tion to the Army historians. Currently, only a
few stations outside the Center are actually
entered in the net, but soon the Army War Col-
lege, the Combat Studies Institute, the Military
Academy's History Department, and the Deputy
Chief of Staff for Operations will join.

The majority of field historians recently con-
tacted have expressed enthusiasm for the
History Met, a concept that will afford them
greater communications between themselves and
with the Center. Anyone interested in joining the
History Net needs only a computer (any brand),
a modem, and an identification number. In-
terested parties should contact me at
AUTOVON 285-1521/0302 or (202)272-1521/
0302 for further information.

Major Campbell is a member of the Analysis Branch,
LS Army Center of Military History,
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1985 History Writing Awards

The US Army Military History Writing
Awards are made annually for the three best
military history essays by students in the branch
school officer advanced courses and at the
Sergeants Major Academy. The schools provide
entries which the Command and General Staff
College's Combat Studies then rank according Lo
merit. The Center of Military History selected
the following three winners of the third annual
competition from the [inalists:

Capt. Paul F. Hunt, Infantry
School, “An Analysis of the
Cause of the Defeal of
Nathaneal Greene’s Army al
Guilford Courthouse (15
March 1781)."

Capt. Anne Robertson,
Signal School, “The Bright
and Splendid Shroud: War
Poetry and the Military Pro-
fessional,”

First Place:

Second Place:

Third Place: Capt. John M. Peppers, In-
fantry School, **Vicks-
burg — AirLand Battle Cam-

paign or Not?"

In addition to certificates and letters of con-
gratulations from the Chief of Military History,
the winners received monetary awards.

1986-87 Fellowships

The Center has awarded two Dissertation
Year Fellowships annually since 1971. The
1986-87 fellows are John Morgan Dederer of the
University of Alabama and David J. Coles of
Florida State Univeristy. Mr. Dederer’s disser-
tation is entitled “Washington's Licutenants:
American Command and Strategy in the War
for Independence.” Mr. Coles’ is entitled “Duel
for the Bluegrass: The 1862 Campaign for Ken-
tucky.” Ph.D, candidates interested in applying
for the 1987-88 Dissertation Year Fellowships
should write 1o Dr. Lowell K. Dyson, US Army
Center of Military History, 20 Massachusettes
Avenue, NW, Washington, DC 20314-0200, for
information.

COMMENTARY AND EXCHANGE

To the editors:

I would like to let you know that we find your
publication TAH to be most useful in the Depart-
ment of History at the United States Air Force
Academy. We regularly circulate it among our super-
visory staff and all our military history instructors,
Many of the articles, such as “Military History and
Officer Education: Some Personal Reflections” by
Jay Luvaas (Winter 1985), relate directly to our mis-
sion at the Academy. We also find the bibliographies
published in the “Professional Reading” section quite
helpful, and the reports on recent developments in
the field of military history are a great aid for us in
maintaining our currency. We look forward to each
issue of TAH and | would like to take this opportuni-

iy to thank the Center of Military History for putting
out such a valuable periodical.

CoL. CarL W. REDDEL, USAF
Professor and Head
Department of History

US Air Force Academy
Colorado Springs, Colorado

To the editors:

I enjoved as usual the latest issue of TAH (Summer
1985) and was pleased to note that you are continuing
your very useful pieces on professional reading. Here
are a few more citations for possible inclusion in your
military history bibliography, not all of which (in-

To be udded to our distribution list or change
an existing subscription, please supply com-
plete mailing information in the space pro-
vided and mail to Managing Editor, The Army
Historian . U_S. Army Center of Military His-
tory. Pulaski Building, 20 Massachusetts Ave-
nue, NW, Washington, DC 203 14-0200,
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cluding my own article) may necessarily be appro-
priate:

Adams, Charles Francis. “Plea for Military History,”
American Historical Association, Annual Report
Sor 1900 (Presidential address, 28 Dec. 1899).

Allen, Louis. “Notes on Japanese Historiography:
World War I1,” Military Affairs, December 1971,

Falk, Stanley L. “Gaps in the Published History of
the Air Force: Challenge for Historians,” The
Historian, August 1982,

Forstmeier, Friedrich. “Official Military History in
the Federal Republic of Germany,” Aerospace
Historian, September 1976,

Hyau, A. M. 1. “Official History in Canada,” Mili-
fary Affairs, Summer 1966,

Morton, Louis. “The Writing of Official History,”
Army, May 1961.

MNishiura, Susumu, “Japancse War History,” Air
University Review, March-April 1965,

Record, Jeffrey. “The Fortunes of War," Harpers,
April 1980 (on teaching military history at the
Service academies).

STANLEY L. FALK
Alexandria, Virginia

To the editars:

As a civilian who teaches Military History 1 find
mysell somewhat at odds with David G. Gruenbaum,
“Military History and Officer Education: Who
Should Teach, and What?" (T A8, Fall 1985). Mr,
Gruenbaum has confused courses on military history
with courses on leadership. 1 teach the former, as a
history professor should, in the same manner as |
teach other history courses, It is an intellectual and
analytical inquiry into a body of information con-
cerning man’s behavior in the past and the conse-
quences of that behavior. Mr. Gruenbaum would

have me relegate that mission to one of teaching
leadership and because | do not he then criticizes me
for being “antimilitary.”

Military history is too important to leave 1o the
military. Future officers must be exposed to the mosi
critical thinking possible., Mr. Gruenbaum’s position
reminds me of the arguments in the 1960s and 19705
as to whether whites should teach black history,

I must also note that —horror of horrors—in my
course on American military history I reguire my
students (about half are ROTC cadets) 1o watch the
Gwynne Dvyer series and then write essays on each
program. The Dyer series is provocative and thought
provoking and thus a wonderful teaching device.
Should professors only assign materials to students
that they know they will agree with?

Military History needs to be brought into the
regular curriculum, This can only be done effectively
by involving civilian faculty, ROTC and non-ROTC
students ought to participate in the course together
providing an arena for discussion and debate. Let of-
ficers teach leadership. Historians should teach
history.

WiLLiaM M. FOWLER, JR.
Managing Editor

The New England Quarrerly
Boston, Massachusetts

Readers are invited to express their opinions on this
publication and its featured articles, as well as to
share their experiences and views on topics relating fo
the study, use, and reaching of military history. Cor-
respondence should be addressed ro the Edirors, The
Army Historian, U.S. Army Center of Military
History, 20 Massachusetts Avenue, NW, Washing-
fon, DC 203 14-0200.
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