KOTaoTdoens tic yempyiag Kai tod dypo-
Tikob mAnbuopod, &lg Gpiopévag mepto-
GG,

To devtepov otddlov, 10 Omoiov Ko-
AOnTEL TO TTP@TOV TETAPTOV TOD EiK0GTOD
ol®vog, Exel MG KOPLOV LUPUKTNPLOTIKOV
TV oTPOPNV THG HOVOYPuPIKiG EPEdVNG
amd TV pHeyGAnv SLOIKNTIKNV TEPLOYNV
eic Tov zdpov Tod ympiov. Bucikov otol-
yx€elov Tig meplodov Emiong elvar /| cup-
TAPOGIS THS KOWVOVIKO-OIKOVOLLKTIG pe-
Aétng ug v E0voypagiknyv é€étacty Tod
xopiov, | Omoia yopuktnpiletatl ard TV
AENTOUEPT] MEPLYPUOTV TOD ACOYPUOLKOD
DMkoD.

‘H tpitn mepiodog, 1 Omoie KaAvmTEL
10 dtaotnua 1925-1935, elvar yvootn eig
TV iotopiav tiic Kowavioloyiag dg me-
piodog TG KOWOVIOLOYIKTS oY OoATIG TOD
Bovkovpeatiov ij Tfic povoypagikiic oo~
Afic. ‘O k0plog EkmPOGOTOC TG GYOATC
abtiig, Dimitrie Gusti, igineto Ond tijg
660G 6Tt /) KOWV@VIOAOYIKT Epsuva Empe-
e VO KOAOYT TO GUVOAOV TGOV POVUUVL-
k®Ov yopiov. Todto B ddMyer eig v
dnutovpyiav povpavikiic Kowvavioroyiag,
S0 Tfic pebodov 11ic cvykpiceag Tdv aro-
TELECHATOV TOV &Nl PEPOVS EPEVLVAV.

To tétaptov otadiov, 1935-1945, yapa-
Kktnpiletal anod piav moLOTIKHY dlapopo-
moinowv Th¢ Hovoypagikic £pedvng Tfig
TPONYOLREVIG TePLOdoL. "AvTi Tfig TAN-
pPOVG kol AemTOHEPODG £PEVVNG MG KOL-
vOTNTOG &V T GUVOL® NG, EReacis £50-
On eig v molimhevpov EEétaciv Evog
mpoBAfpatoc. "AxoOun Kol 1 Awoypu@ikn
Epevva piig kowvotntog dgv elxe TOV
yapoktiipe ¢ elkl] kol d¢ Etvye cuk-
AoYfig oiovdnmote DAKOD, GAAGL THG pe-
AETNG £VOC GUYKEKPIHEVOL AUOYPUOLKOD
mpofAiuatos. ‘O véog TpOmOG Epedvng
Emétpeye TNV EDYEPECTEPUY  YPNGLULO-
moinow tfic cuykpLtikiic pedddov.

To néuntov otadiov, 10 Omoiov fipyice
petd 10 mépag tod devtépov IMaykoopiov
TToAépov, @Baver péxpt tiic onuepov. ‘H
aAlayn tob xabectdrog Emédpuce Kai
&émi tfc povpavikiic Kowevioloyiag, 1
omoia Enavoe va S1ddokeTal OC adTOVO-
pog émotiun i 1o IovemoTuiov uéypt
o0 1965. *A&ilel v onuelwdiy &8d, 6tL
&v@ eic v Povpaviay 10 KOppouvIGTIKOV
Kabeotd katnpynoev €ni oeipav ET@V
v didaokariav tiic Kovevioroyias eig
70 IMaveriothpiov £neldn adtn 0ewpnon
6t EEumnpétel 10 ovpgépovia tod Puoct-
Acod kabeotdrog, eig TV ‘EAMGSa N
Kowvaviohoyia 8év Exet katopdhoet akod-
HUn va amokthon axkednpoiknv adtoté-
Aetay €meldn Exel kak®S TavTIcOR ué Tag
pnopéiotikag Oswpiag.

’Ev maon mepintdoel N KOTAPYNoIS
¢ Kowvovioroyiog @md 10 povpavikov
Toveriotiplov glxev ¢ arnotéhecpa Kai
v peiooy 1o aptbpod tdv kovevio-
hoyik®v Epevvdv. ‘O 8¢ ydpog adriic
EKaA0EON Kuping and EBvoypagikac Kai
avbpornoroyikag Epedvag.

‘H &puppoyn vEOV mOATIKO-OIKOVOLLL-
KOV GUGTNHATOV EIC TNV POVHAVIKTV KOl-

vaoviav EnEQepe TNV HETAPOATY TTiG Sopfic
o0 povpavikod ywpiov, 1| Omoiw elyev
@¢ ovvEreElay @ EvOg pEV TNV GALayRV
00 %apuKTpog TV HOVOYPUPIKDYV HE-
AeT®V, GQ’ £tépov 8¢ TNV avamtuEly kal
drrov kAo i Kotvovioloyiag £ktog
TG aypoTikiic.

‘H eloayoyn kebap®ds KOVOVIOLOYIK®Y
nedddwv, Onmc @ EpOTNUUTOLOYLO, Sur-
veys, KAT., €i¢ TNV KOLV@VIOLOYIKNV EPEv-
vav, &Bondnoev eic v Sweopornoin-
owv adtiig and v &0voypupikny Epev-
vav p€ v omoiuv eig v Pouvpaviav
cuveBadilov amd OV mepucuévov aidva.
Kowvov dpmg onueiov 1@v véov E8voypa-
OIKAV Kol KOWVOVIOAOYIKGV nefddwv kal
Bewpidv elvar | mapudoyn tob cuvBéTov
ALUPUKTTPOS TAV KOLVOVIODV, GYPOTIKYV
xal dotik®v. ‘H Bacikn Swwgopd pete-
&V "EBvoypaopiag kai Kowvovioroyiag Ey-
xertat €ig 1o 6t ol pév E0voypagor EEai-
POLV TAG MOATIOTIKGG, VD Ol KOVOVIO-
AOYOL TAG KOWVOVIKGS peTafAntdc.

O MéVVaTd 16 va dex O bt 6 pi oa-
ONG SLUYOPIOHOS TOV KOLVOVIOLOYIKGDY
Epyacidv anod 14 dvlponoroyikag elvat
pelovEKTNE €l¢ TV Katd Ta GALe GELo-
Loyov épyaciav Tob keOnyntod Cernea.
Od npénetl Spos va onuelmdij dc Eagpov-
Tikov 61t adT abtn ) Oo1 10D Khpov &-
pedvne Kabiotd oV Stuxeplopnoy dVoKo-
Aov. Q¢ yvaotov ol dypotikal meproyad,
Kupimg ol evporaikei, Exovy dnotelécel
avtikeipevov Emitoniov £pedvig @V Kot-
VOVIKOV Kuping dviponordyey kal OAt-
YOTEPOV TOV KOWVOVIOLOY®V, Kai &mo-
péveg, oi péBodor al Onoiar &y pnoipo-
moOnocav kai OO TOV AypoTIKOY KoL~
voOvioLOY®V &ivol kot Pacty davlpomo-
LoyiKai.

TPHIOPIOE T'KIZEAHE, Ph, D,
‘Emiotnuovikos Xvvepydrne EKKE

America’s Army in Crisis: A Study in
Civil-Military Relations, by William L.
Hauser, Lieutenant Colonel, US Army.
Baltimore and London: The Johns Hop-
kins University Press, 1973. 242 pp. $8.50.

This is an insightful book about the US
army’s current difficulties and the actions
the army is taking in adapting to a rapidly
changing society. The author, a West
Point graduate and Lt. Colonel of the US
Army, was one of those who are perio-
dically selected to do research and writing
on a national security topic at a civilian
university. The present volume is the
product of that effort.

The book is divided into three parts
or 12 chapters. In the first part, «Armies
in Transition» the author analyses the
experiences and problems of the armies
of Germany since World War II, France

nagovataais fufilwv—Dbook reviews

after Algeria, and Britain at «the end of
the empire». While the author argues
that each case study is unique in its so-
cio-political and historical milieu, he
finds three broad issues—isolation, re-
cruitment, and professionalism—common
to all four including the US army’s pre-
sent crisis.

These three issues become his major
focus of analysis of the US army in his
subsequent two parts. Put somewhat dif-
ferently, his first part is a classic case
study approach in which he tries to ex
trapolate certain didactic lessons from
those Western European armies with
similar structures and difficulties as the
US army but in different sociopolitical
and historical periods.

Part Il «The US Army in Transition»
contains the major thrust of his book.
The author examines the chronology of
events leading to what he refers to as
America’s Army in Crisis. More concre-
tely, he analyzes the problems i. e., drugs,
racial conflict, dissent, discipline, justice
confronting the US army and the steps
the army has taken or is in the process
of taking to deal with them. The author
in a dispassionate yet intellectual and
honest way marshals some evidence and
suggests that there is a disjuncture between
the army and American society which
has brought about this crisis. This crisis,
however, the author argues,is not only
the army’s own making. In a more general
way the problem lies in the discrepancy
between the life styles and values of a
basically hedonistic / pleasure seeking
youth and the authoritarian and hierarchi-
cal structure of army life. More specifi-
cally, the author sees a «spillover effect»
/ an intrusion of social ills creeping into
the army from society.

The army’s inexperience and slowness
in recognizing and dealing with these prob-
lems has also contributed, the author
contends, to the present crisis. That this
crisis was further aggravated by the Viet-
nam issue and the army’s own share
of internal problems and allegations of
corruption, war crimes, and careerism
committed by the unprofessional behav-
ior of some of its officers and NCO
is obvious. In particular the latter the
author believes created in the public’s
mind a crisis in «confidence» and «<ambiv-
alence» about the army’s effectiveness
and professional integrity. Furthermore,
the end of the draft and the implementa-
tion of an all-volunteer concept in the
army at a time of a post-Vietnam disen-
gagement and the youth’s rebellion against
an unpopular war made the problem of
recruiting more problematic. This prob-
lem according to the author threatens
both the mission and effectiveness of
the US army.

Up to this point the author tries to be
objective and dispassionate in his analy-
sis and discussion of the issues and
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problems facing the US army. In his last
part, however, the author inan unprec-
edented manner takes a stand on the
issues he raised previously. In his last
chapter, for example, «What to do and
how to do it», the author shows that there
is no time for panic. One must see to
it that the basic mission of the US army
and indeed of the nation is maintained
in a world of international discord and
blackmail. And the army’s basic mission
as spelled out by the political authority
is to provide for the national security
and be prepared to fight all types of war.

In view of the contradictions of Ameri-
can society and the army’s internal cleav-
ages, the author offers something for
everybody by elaborating on what Mo-
skos refers to as «The Emergent Mil-
itary : Civil, Traditional or Plural?» In
fact, the author accepts in principle Mo-
skos’ pluralistic model by suggesting
the splitting of the army into two parts:
a «fighting» army and a «supporting»
army.

This book has some unique aspects not
ordinarily found in recent books on armed
forces and society. First, most books on
civil-military relations are written by
academic social scientists. Second, most
examine the impact of military on society
rather than the reverse. Third, while the
author is selective in his sources, he
nevertheless succeeds in blending civilian
and military scholarship in his analysis.
This is something that academics who
write about civil-military issues rarely
do.

This analysis is not an «apostasy»
of the military profession nor an «apol-
ogy» for anti-military critics. It is rather
a sympathetic and constructive critical
analysis of some of the major issues con-
fronting the US army. Indeed these prob-
lems may be observed in other western
and non-western armies in industrial
and post-industrial societies. Further this
book may be seen as a glowing tribute
to the US army for its capacity and wil-
lingness to re-examine itself and adapt
to the changing environment without los-
ing its basic mission and role in a free
and democratic society.

While the author earns his browny
points, his analysis, inferences, con-
clusions, and policy recommendations
may be challenged by a number of milita-
ry personnel and civilians alike. The book
for its most part reads like «A Facts
on File type publication». It is episodic
and anecdotal. It has a journalistic flavor
coupled with an assortment of carefully
selected quotations from a few scholars
of armed forces and society. It fails to
offer an over-all coherent conceptual
framework of armed forces and society
beyond the three concepts |/ issues
mentioned above. With the exception
of «recruitment», his other two concepts
of «isolation» and «professionalism» are

difficult to evaluate and operationalize.
The concept of «isolation» for example
to which he devotes three chapters or
1/4 of his book is somewhat vague.
Using Isolation LILIII, he discusses prob-
lems of race and dissent; discipline and
justice; and drugs. One would think
that these social problems generate «so-
cial conflict» rather than «isolation»
between the army subsociety and the
larger society.

The book is an issue oriented analysis
par excellence. The author wrestles with
the three major concepts of isolation, re-
cruitment, and professionalism which he
perceives to be the common issues under-
lying the crisis in the US army and its
major counterparts in Western Europe
in the 1940’s and 1950’s. In doing so, the
author relies heavily on popular report-
ing, the mass media perceptions, quali-
tative material, and his own perceptiveness
as a professional soldier. In other words,
while his analysis, inferences, conclusions,
and recommendations may be valid, one
wonders if his «America’s Army in Cri-
sis» is indeed in crisis. We are told that
there is a political crisis, a sociology cri-
sis, a health crisis, a food crisis, an ecol-
ogy crisis, a moral crisis, a family crisis,
a legitimacy crisis, and more recently
anenergy crisis and ad infinitum. There
is an incipient tendency of the author to
hastily over-react to the army’s present
difficulties. In addition, the author tells
nothing about how the other branches
of the US armed forces view these prob-
lems.

Furthermore, the author concentrates
on the year 1971 for his in depth analysis
of the army’s problems. How represen-
tative is this year for the over-all US
army’s performance and morale in the
context of post Vietnam and its Water-
gate sequel?

His proposal of bifurcation of the
US army along heroic/fighting vs.
managerial /supporting dimensions is a
rather simplistic formula for an other-wise
complex social organization. Even the
author himself is sceptical of its imple-
mentation. Questions as: Who is going
to do the fighting? How does one evaluate
a «heroic officer» or a «fighting army»
in a period of detente? or conversely who
is going to be accountable to whom during
possible wartime? are not adequately
answered. By suggesting that the «fight-
ing /heroic» type should be an «elite»
(like the air-borne paratrooper), authori-
tarian, isolated from societz, tough and
rugged, the author in fact advocates as
primordial «spartan -warrior type» as
opposed to the «Athenian citizen-soldier
type». It may be that Athens lost the Pe-
loponnesian War, yet she defeated the
Persians at Marathon and Salamis and
the Athenian model provided the founda-
tion upon which Western civilization was
built.

Perhaps the author reflects a new way
of thinking among some of the younger
generation of officers and his civilian con-
temporaries. He is concerned with status,
images, attitudes, and morale of the post
Vietnam US army. He writes with sen-
sitivity and acumen and reflects a pro-
found affection and concern for his coun-
try and his calling. Viewed in this light
the book over-all is a thoughtful analysis
of some of the major issues confronting
the US army today. It should be read
not only by the professional soldier but
by the policy makers, students of civil-
military relations and all those who are
concerned with the future of the US
army and its mission.

GEORGE A. KOURVETARIS
Northern IHlinois University
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