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Chapter 1

Introduction

. N o1 bl
ootnda st ie L i il i

Colonel Kenneth E. Lay, a former editor of the Military Review,

writing in the July 1964 iscus of his ovm magazine, expressed coneern

that the military pressc effort was not fulfilling the nesds and exe-

pectations of the military profession. He suggested that "It may De

time for the U.S. military profession to take a fresh look at its

3 military journals. We should define the job to be done, and dceide how
the journals can best do that job."1 Speaking from three years expar-
ience as the editor of the Army's senior professicnal journal, he raiscd
rather grave questions as to whether the overall militnry press oZffcrt
was making an adeguate contribution to the military orofeszion, and
further whether the respective missions ofzthe various Jjournals were

being accomplished in a way that met the needs of the officer corps.

Colonel Lay has not been the only one to raise questions about
the degree of adequacy of our profes-ional journals. Lieutenant
§ Colonel Charles M. Ferpusson, Jr., writins in the April 1964 edition
‘ of the Military Review, vpointed out that "Another factor which has in-

hiblted strategic thinking at the highest level has bren tie lack of

wr

lKenneth E. Lay, "Military Writing," ¥ilitary Revicw, XLIV
(July 1964), 53-60.
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3 a perdotical focused on this level of strategy. 3Zach of the ailitary
departments publishes 1ils own periodical, bui no one zoveramental
publication serves to voice the Department of Tefense lovel of strate
egic thinking. No publication parallels the Offica of the Sscretary
of Defense (0SD) and JC35 level of interest.”® Tiis genural statoasnt
was apparontly based on reading various isusues of professional journals
over the years and ncting a deficiency in content in an area which is
assuming increasing importance to the officer corps. Yet, an czanination
of the stated mission of the journal which oublished LTC Fergusson's
article would indicate that the field of strategy at the level in
question should have received primary attention., Is there a dicnotomy?
Does a gap exist bctween what the professional journals purport to
accomplish and what they actually accomplish? In view of the intfluence
!' of a journal within its profession and the important role which it
normally assumes, this would seem to be a very pertinent question.
thers have hinted at the problem. Without menticning the
large number of profesiional military periodicals published in' the
United States, and without reference to what the editors of these
journals claim as thelr prinary intention gnd purnose, ithe editor of
dMilitary Affairs observed in April 1955: "éhe interoretative wmilitury
writing in English now comes from abread...The Sritish wilitary pro-

fession publishes Bras.ey's AnnualeThe Araed Forces Yoar Zook and tae

uarterly Journal of the Roval United 3 rvices Institution. Notking

comparable is produced in tne Unitedl States. The Amrican silitary
profeision, now at its peak and holding the cdestiny of ine world in its

nands is unabie to know itself except through foreign pcns.u3 The

®

2C. M. Fergusson, Jr., #3tratepic Thinking and Stuiles,® Jilitary
Roview, KLIV(April 1964), 9-24,

3John D. raves. ¥The Militarv Officer and fis M starv. M 21340y
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implication ic quite clear. Despite the relatively larg: nusber of tro-
fessional periodicals, and their good intentions is indicutad 3« ~tated
missions, the qualily of the articles zpnearing batw-cn the covers of

these Journals is sometiing less than the military proloscicon s

nolle tne stated mission may be clear ani eall for el ~tandardis. ke
antual content does aot measure up. Have things ohnrged in ihe Jducade
and 4 nalf since this observation was aade? D oup nrofsscions) Jeurnals
ngy :valuate the needs of the military profession overall ans <o tis
editors or the individuals responsible for directing owr
tablish appropriate missions and objectives and then tske the necc. sury
steps Yo insure that the articles published comply with these miszsion
requirements? This is an interestiné question and one which dezerves

further attention. .

tH

tae

Thus far the discussion has centerad og the shortecminigs o

military rress in general cr at least in voicing cuestions that have

been raised in the past regarding its effectiveness in supporiing the

el

profession. Colonel Lay, in his article cited carliar,. was d.sply -
concerned with this overall problem. He was conc rnei over the fact
trat the press eficrt was not coordinated in any war and that, b.causs

of the gap betwunn iutentions and realities, the ef activeness of tu-
endeavor was hanpered. His proposal to remedy the situation anvisionnd

a definitive stuwiy, addressing -1l aspects of the problew, by an official
study group. Their purpose would be to analyze the journals collactiiv.iy
and strive to delineate areas and levels of subject coverage for noch

to avold overlap, define missions and objectives of sach journal and
bring the content of each in line with its reswective purnose. Un:oudte
edly suchn a comprehensive stuiy is lons overdus but its fulliliment is

Just as certainly a long way in the future, This solution assusi~- &
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degree of cooperation emong the agencies responsible for publication
of the various journals t-at dors not exist at the present tise but
perhaps could be rapidly achieved. Further, and possibly nore iuportunt,
it assumes that a broad data base regarding each publication is currently
available. Unfoftunately, at the present tice, such a datz base dees
not exist and remarikably litile rzccarch has been accomplished racard-
ing the separate periodicals. Thus such 2 project as Colonel Lay had
in aind will not be feasible until sxhzustive research is urdertaken
te compile data and eviluate the 85 military periodiczls that are
currently published in the United States.4

The degree of this problem is well illustrated by using &s an
example the ¥Military Review which will be the subject of this study.
In attempting to locate the documents or studies which were the basis
for the current mission of the journmal and in an at.eapt to trace the
reasons and rationale behind various shifts in mission over the years,
it came as a surprise to find that such Cocuments do not exi;t. Fally
expecting to find a detailed evaluation of the needs of the officer
corps, an audience analysis which would serve as the basis for_recommend-
ing an appropriate mission, it was somewhat of a shock to find that one
had never becn undertaken. Further search for a studr which outlined
various possible mission elements, listed the advantaces and disadvantages
of each in consideration of the needs of the profession as well as tne

capabilities and limitations of the existing staff and faeilitins,

much as ig standard practice for most significant nmilitary activities,

uDebow Freed, "The Sorry State of Military Scholarsiin," (Un-
publisued study, Air War Colleze, 1966), n. 49, This study indientac
that there are 85 military periodicals published in the ®nelisih lrncuvace
however all those referred to were published in the Unit 4 States,
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g %} revealed that no such staff stuldy has been made., Rathor, the rresent

L2

bRt
e

. mission of the journal cawe about through an evolutionary nrocess with

the motivating force for change being a particularly interested comaandant

S iz

of the Command and General Staff Collese, an especially progressive
editor, or pressure from a significant number or a ~articulerly influsatial
3 or high ranking subseriber. While this process is not cause for criticiszm
9 - of the Militarv Review, 1t does lead one %o guestion trether it produces
the most efiective product and contributes as much as it could to the
. ;: military profession. The overall effeet of this process is that there
is little correlatiosn between the mission of the Journal and what appears
; in its pages. Rather than having a firnly established purcose as re-
ﬁ flected in the elements of a specifid mission statement which serves
i, 'é _ as a basis for tailoring and molding the journal, tuere is a tendancy
? to form the conlent of the journal through a combination of editorial
whim and availability o} material. Should trenus develop through this
provess, it 1s then cause to consider a possible mission cha;ge. The
dasdc situation of the tail wagging the dog sugrests jtself. The ouvious
major question then is whether or sot tlds process leads %c a journal
that fulfills the changing needs of the military profecasion. The whole
point of this discussion however, is to show that 2 broad sata base ioos
not exist for the Military Review and that evaluation is not a continuing
V',V process. The same 1s generally true for the othsr peripdicals. It can
be scen that much work lies ahead in this area of resecareh before a study
of the overall problem of the -dlitary vrecss can be made.
The purpose of the discus-ion thus far is to show the need for

further dstalled research in the field of militarv journalicos. Rasically

" ;e g s o e N
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tne three areas that come to light as fertile grounds for study arc list-
ed below:

1. Determination of the needs of the needs of the wmilitary oro-
fession.
2. Coordination of the overall military precs effort.
3. Bvaluaticn and compilation of data relating to the separate
uilitary periocdicals.
The third area listed above is the one chosen for this stuly

Wy v . . A
and the Militarwy Review is the specific journal to be considered. In

further delineating the scope of this paper, it should be repeated that
a major problem. existing in most of:the;journals, is that a wide zap
has grown between their mission, or Qhat they purpoert to accomplish

and what they actually accomplish. Thus the specific aim df;this'papef ’
48 to determine if the Military Review is accomplishing its assigned
mission. This would seem to be only a first step toward fil%ing the
research requirement existing in the areas listed above but apnears to

be a logical and necessary first step in view of the generai lack of

such research previously.

As may be gleaned from the precediﬁg comment, the hypothesis
established to guide the research in this study is that the [ilitary
Review is not accomplishing its assigned mission. It should be mentioned
at this time that whetner or not the journal is accomplishing its assigned
mission nas little relation to the overall worth of the Jjournal or its
contribution to tne military profession. The determination of tnese
intangible quantities are considered necessary to comnlete the research

requirement implied in the third area listed above but these ars viewed

as requiring separate studies and are beyond the scope of this particular
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, paper. Also, proving this hypothesls does not, in any wuy, reflsct on

the compatence of the staff of the Militarv Review who, in all instances,

have been cooperative in providing material and have shown tac Krenest
professional interest in any analysis, however limited, that couls
poscibly lead to improvement in the journal. Rather, rescluticn of this
auestion in the ai‘f,‘irmatlive reflects 111 on the axtsting systen for da..
riving and assigning the mission to the journal.

Before presenting evidence to suvport the hipothesis, it will
be necessary to examine in detail the stated mission of the yiil tarv
Review. Once the elements of this mission statement are identified and
clarified and it has been established exactly what tne journal ic
supposed to accomplish, an analysis will be made of the content of the
1969 editions in an effort to determine the extent of mission accomplishe
ment. To do this, critsria must be developed on which to base the
analysis. The form of this criteria could vary considerably as no
precedent has been established by analysis of similar magazi;es in the
past and a standard is not available.” It ic considered that & sories
of questions may be formulated, the answers to which will indieate
whether or not each misslon element is belng accomplished and if it is
being accomplished at all, will give an indication of the degfee. This
method 15 considered adeguate in view of the limited scope of this papsr
and 1s a modified version of the essential elcments of enalysic maticed
of evaluation that is currently in widespread use by Cembat Developments

Command.6

5 -

’ XXXIV (October 1954), 31-48. A brief content analysis was vresentea
for the Militaryv Review and other ofifieial journals but the purpose and
method was different from the cnes involved in this study.

Russell Q. Fudge, "Informing the Army Oflicer,! Mlitsry J-view,

6Maurice R. Van Meter, ".S. Army Conqrat Developmaents Command, ™
(Lecture at Command and General Staff Collece. Scetion 19. 73 Anril 19703,
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In formulating these questions, the primary basis will be the ‘subjective
interprotation of the mission statement. To add credence to these
questions as valid areas of concern of at least a portion of tre audience
of the Military Reviow, the critical comments recelved from tne 1968
reader survey will be examined and those common criticisms sunnerting
each eriterion will be included in the text of this study, Answers to
these qu-stlons or criteria should, wisn considered collectively, be
expected to result in a meaningful evaluation of the journal.

The data used to provide answers to the questions will be ouane
tified when possible however the nature of the evaluation is sueh that
explanation of the interpretation of the data in answering the specific
questions will be necessary and subjective judzements will be required
with often 1itile more tangible substantiation t:an the fact that a
particular article was read and the article was rated in 2 partieular
category or classified in other terms of reference. The quantitative
aspects of the evaluation are quite straipght forward howeveg:the
qualitative evalnations are strictly individual judgements of this
writer and are subject to all the whims and vrejudices that may be
present. This inherent limitation of the study should be emnhasized
at the outset,

Other limitations should be mentioned. It is recoznized tnat
a journal is a dynamie institution and, as such, is constantly changing.

It was brought out earlier that the Militarv Review has no 2stablished

or at least no discernible system to insure chance in response to the
rapldly changing needs of the military profession. Change, however,

has been a factor in the history of the journal. These changes in cone




9
f tent have been initiated by a variety of forces with the most racent
;' 4 innovation being the reader survey wherein a limited response has buen
made to the individual comments and collective evaluation of a portion
of the subscribers. The first such survey was mals in 1961 and the
second and latest one in 1968, Both resulted in minimal chanze in

the magazine and these changes were more related to format than to actual

‘f: content. Still, thesec were efforts to determine what a segment of the
-;, readership desired and needed and wég the closest attempt that has yet
3 been made to asecrtain the needs of the profescsion in the hope of en-
abling that element to dictate the substance of the journal. In any
event, change has been present in the journal and is occuring now. An
esvaluation of one peried of time sucﬁ as the year 1969, imposes an add-
’ itional limitation on the value of the study in that it Joes not identify
trends over a long range and thus cannot support speculation about the
future of the journai. The only intent is to evaluate the qurnal for
cne specified period in its history and to project these conélusions.
based on recent issues, to the current publication. Vhile bne year may
be considered to be an unduly restricted period of tinme, it should be
stressed that this particular year followed tne wost wice ranzing

changes in its history and thus is considered to be the most relevant

in terms of the contemporary journal.
The value of such a study as the one outlined lies in three
principal areas. First, it compiles data relating to the ifilitary
Review that will be useful in any future attempt to address the overall
problem of the military press as sketched at the beginning of this
' chapter. Secondly, the interpretation of the data and conclusiins

reached should be of some value to the editorial stafi of the dilitary
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Beview in furthering their efforts to improve the quality and us:fulness

E ‘%l of the publication. Thirdly, prospective authors mar find the results

b - | | of this study of interest as it attems*ts to show what is actually pro-
sented in the journal as opposed to the impres-ici yained as to what
should be presented based on the mission statement and published sditor=-

ial policies. Prospective authors should be more concerned with the

actual content and type of artieles actually accepted rather than with
those theoretically aroropriate for the journal.
As mentioned previously, little rasearch has besn undertaken

in the pasi relating to the specific problem under consideration in thls

study. The only work of significance has been accomplished by the otaff

of the Military Review and most of thls was in response to a particular
. requirement which caused it to be limited in scope. In October 1968,

a study was prepared which atiempted "to examine the purpose and objectw

ives of the Military Review, evaluate th~ effectiveness of present

policies and procedures in satlisfying these objectives, and recomsend

necessary changes to both obj~ctives and policies."7 The study recom-

mended various minor changes but coneluded overall that WThe pressnt
objectives and mission of the magazine ﬁreaappropriate for the further-
ance of military scholarship consistent with the aims of the Command
and General Staff College. The study results do not mrovidz a basis
on which to recomnend any major change in policies."8 The intent of

thls study was indeed good and much ofthe data coupiled was meaningful

7 ponald J. Delaney, MMilitary Review policieg, " (Unpublished
staff study, Office of the }Military Reviow, 28 October 1968), n. 1.

¢ 8

Ibid., p. 4.
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however the major snortcoming of this study is that it cxramines the
theoretical mission and objectives and contrasts thesc with volicies
wihieh werse designed for the purpeose of accomplishing them. What is
lacking s an actual evaluation of the existing ccntent of the journal
and 2 comparison of actual accowplishments with the stated uiscion and
cbjectives.

Other works which bear directly on the prodblem to be sdidressed
in this study are virtually nonexistent. The field of military jJournalism
has zpparently been sadly neglected by both military and civilian scuolars
and the Mfilitary Review and its atéendant problems have received little

attention outside of the editorial offices.




Chapter 2

Analysis of the Stated Mission and Derivation of Critsria

AN

The purpose of this chapter is to oxumine the existing steted
mission of the Milltarv Heviewiand to isclate the vardeuws elements of
this mission or-the specified tasks to be accomolished and to derive,
from these elements, specific eriteria, in the forn of-questions, the

-answers te which will give an indication ofthe effectiveness of the
journal in fulfilling theée specific tasks. ‘The guestions derived
will then form the basis of a content analysis to be performed later

in this study. To assist in formulating question;iw?ich are relevant
and valid, the responses to the 1968 rcader survey will be ﬁ%ilized.

It is considered that if one or mere subseriber questioned a particular
aspeet of the journal and was sufTiciently motivated to reply by
comuenting over and above answering the multiple choice tyne questions,
that this attests to the validity of the criterion as being represent-
ative of an area of concern regarling the effectiveness of the journal.

The mission statement as listed on the inside front cover of
each of the 1969 issues 15 as follows:

The Military reoview...provides a forum for the expression
of military thought on national and military strategy,

natinnnl seeurity affairs, and on doctrine with emphasis at
the division an? higher levels of command.

1The nortion of the mission statoment deleted incicatns the
ag oelation of the journal with the Command and General 3staff College
ans whe Army Wor Coile-a.

-
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It can be seen from a cursory cxamination of the misnion
statenont that specific puldance is given in four areas. It irndicates
the method to be utilized in presenting the material, ihe nrincipal

source of content, the general subject areas to be coveraed, and the

- level of treatment of each of these primary subject araeas,

While this mission statement is obvieusly and a parertly
purposely general and, in many regards vag1e, nonetheless it outlines
specific guldance in the four areas which it addrosses and its perusal
leaves one with certain definite expectations concerning the content
of the journal. While understandably, a certain aaount.of flexibility
snould be left to editorial discretion in a profes:ionzl publieation,
=te wission, which fn the military has an aura of inviolability, could
be exprcted to be complied with to ti-e letter.?

At this point, the forces at work which tend to limit
accomplisiment of the mission should be mentioned. First of all,
the limitatiuns imposed by security requirements are apporegé. The
Military Review, being an unclassified journal, =ust avoid all articles
that contain reference to elassified material. All artieles writicn
by active duty personnel wust be cleared by an avprooriate agcney at
governmental level., This involves both a security review and a check
for compliance with other regulaticns including a eurrent poliey revicw,J
Articles published are those voluntarily subuitted by individuals either

within the services or in civilian 1ife. Thure is no way to insure that

2.5, Army, AR 310-25, Dictionary of L.S. Aray Terms, Yarch 1969,

P 281-

3George S. Pappas, "The Voice of the Turtle is lc
lished student research paper, U.S. Army War Colleze, 1968)
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sueh articles comply with the desire of the editorial staff to waet the
criteria implied in the elements of the mission statement. While an

; affort 1s made to solicit specific articleé in some instances and the

? : \‘;ange of selection of military digests is great, the availability of

' material imposes severe limitations. Another major limitation is that

imposed“by having 2 military editor under the direct supervision of a
reguler chain of command. Articles published are certain o be require
ed , by the editor, to mest standards of propriety acquired by virtue

' of many years of military service regardless of their coniribution to

. : the intent of the wmission ststement.u There are other limitations in-

herent in an officlal publication financed principally by federal funds
but the major ones that effect the journal have been mentioned. None

‘i’ of these, however, would prevent the journal from complying with the
general mis:ion statement.

It is now possible to derive criteria for furtner ewaluation

‘éf the euntent of the journal. BEach element of the mission will be
discussed in turn.

fetiod of Presentaton: The mission indicates that a forum or

Ry a "sounding board" is the method to be usea to nresent the material.5
A forum is defined as “a medium of open diseussion...a medium in waich
controversial issues...can be discussed."6 This implies that the

Militar- Review will contain open discusslon wherein both sides of key

YRotert G. Main, Mfilitory Review," Magazines in Ameriez, (Stan-
ford University Department of Communication Publication, 19385, p. 36.

‘;‘ SHoward X. Johnson, "The Years Ahead," Military nevi=u, (Feb-
g s ruary 1962}, p. 4.

Oyebster's 3d New International Dictionary, v. 896.

ikl edua i

e

LN e e
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issues will bz alred and debated. It indicates a livaly axchange of
articles, sach challenging established concepts or id=as prssented in
other articles.7 Surther, it indicates that controversy will be the
mainstay of the articlses presented, Answers to the following guestionc
wili give an indication as to whether or not this mission eleusnt-is
being a¢complished:
1. Do the articles derate the issues or challenge established con-
cepts or ideas presented in other articles?
2. Do thev address controversial issues and to what degree?
Comments from subscribers which tend to support the validity
of these questions are listed below:8

1. There is so 1little criticlsm of the way the U.S. Army goes a2bout
its business that the Review is a rather sterile publication. (Cole

onel, Army)

Z. Your extensive use of disclaimers whets my apnetite for some-
thing controversial which never materializes. (Colonel, Army)

3. I do read Militarv Review but lose interest., [Hor~ “ContrOVersy"
would aid! (LTC, Army)

4. ...I would like to see the Militarv Reviow devote more space
te provocative thought and argument... (Coloncl, Army)

5. +..The Militarv Review is too doctrinaire. I the Army ic
going to improve there must be a forum for provocative, challenzing
and "way-out" ideas. Too much of the MR reads like a field

manual. (Major, Army)

6, Welcome a little controversy, den't avoid it... MR shouls be a
forun for discussion, not a fountain of apnarently unansierable
pronouncements. (LTC, Army)

7+ I woulad prefer more articles on con roversial subject zreas...

I feel that many of the articles which currently appear are an
iteration of facts on a known subject area and t!erefore not trhousht
provoking. (LTC, Army)

7Johnson. op. cit.

8“Military Raview Readership Survey, 1968," (Consolidated
reader comments, Office of the Militnrrv Review, 1968, unpublishii),
Commentis will not be fontnated saneratelv as namas are nat lenaen,
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~

8, ...more articles on controversizl issues or cn a minsrity point
of view would be sducationsl. (Major, Army)

9, Pros and Cons of an issue should be prasentnd in the sane issue
of MR, {Major, Aray)

10. Why not place side by side articles of opposing views and let
the readers pgive you their opinions? (LTC, Army)

11. Publish a critical article from time to time-~-even if you use
a nomede-plume oo protect the author. {Colonel, Army)

12. Articles are not odrovocative enough. There is an overall im-

oression taat nothing controversial in military thought will be pre-

sented in the journal. (Major, Army)

13 I eannot recall a sinzle controversial article, in the sense

that it opposaed established pelicy, or vroposed changes of any nature

jn the Army. (Colonel, USAR§ '

It may be surmised {rom the tenor of these comments that the

questions posed earlicr to test the accomplishment of the method of

presentation clement of the mission statement are both relevant and valid,

Soures of Content: The mission stgtcmﬂnt indicates that the
Journal 15 designed to provide a medium for the expréssion'of nilitary
thought. This may ricidly be interpreted as meaning that pr;marily
military authors trould be published. However, it is r“cognized that
civilian autnors may well have worthwhile contributions in tihz fiecld
of military alfairs thus the criterion relating to this element must
be expanded to include civilian anthors.? Uhile the tarm “military
thought! defies definition, the key for purpeses of tnis discussion
anpears to e the natura of the subjeet matter under comsideration.
Any discussior of military rclated subjects by military nersonnel would
certainly qualify as representing military thoucht, Civilian inforued

opinions regarding stricetly military matters must also be placed in

9Statemcnt by Glen Chadwick Atkins, persoenal interview, Fort
Leavenworth, Kansas, 27 January 1970,
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this category. This somewhat arbitrary definition than provides the
basis for formulating questions to test this element of missicn

accomplistiment, These questions arc:l0

+

3., Do the articles present primarily military ideas and opinions?
4., Do they present representative civillan opinions on mildtury
matters?

Comments from subscribers which tend to support the validity

of tnese questions are listed belows++

1. Search for z broader selection of authors, (Majer, Aramy):

2. BSugrest wider range of opinion in all aspeets of specifice
problems... (Colonel, USAF)

3« Keep to military. Economics, political, social are covered
better in digests and reviews devoted to these dicscinlines. (Col-
. onel, Army)-

4, ...your publication is an anthoritative voice of military thought
and should devote more efiort to this area to include comuent on
current affairs and their impact on the military. {(Colonel, Army)

5. Why should a professional journal directed towareds the division,
corps and army staff level concentrate on getiing wmore civiliaons

to write for it? Where they have experience or have somethinz to
say, fine. However, do not increase tiheir c-ntribution; perhaps
reduce their contribution. (LTC, Army)

6. ..I've been pleased with the balapee of civilian suthoers vs
military but [ found that our civilians were the more innovative,
(Colonel, Army)

7. The MR presents a well-balanced reservoir of current militupry
thought. (LTC, Army)

8. .+..I would like to suggest an occasional article or exchange
from a top business source... (Colonel, USAR, Retired)

These comments suggest that tue question of balance or civilian

virsus military authors is a valid consideration with tne common

1°Cr1teria questions will be numbered consecutively 1 tiwru 11
and will be referred to by their number in followinp discussions tc avoid
repetition.

n“nnqr‘n“-\nlv\ Qiwetrarr U A Al 4
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denominator being the subject discussed, that of military matteré.
Marther, the questign of wider range regarding eivilian authors appears
to be a relovant area of consideration in testing the source of content
element of the mission statement,

Subdect Ar:cas to be Discusued: The mission statenmont is specific
in indicating the subject areas to be discussed and pins this down to
the two general areas of strategy and doctrine. The area of 'national
and military strategy, national security affairs" may be defined to ob-
tain the key element for consideration in deriving appropriatec eriteria.
National strategy is officially defined as "the art and science of
developing and using the political, economic, and psychological powers
of a nation, together with its armed forces, during peace and war, to
secure national objectives."l2

Military stratecy is defined as "the art and science of employ=-
ing the armed forces of a nation to secure the objectives of national
policy by the apnlication of force, or the threat of force,“l3

The common denominator is the use of an element of naticnal
powar to secure national objectives thus it is necessary to define this
1:erm.]'l+ National objectives are "those f&ndhmental aims, goals, or
purposes of a natlon~ as onposed to the means for secking these ends-

toward which a poliey is directed and efforts and resourezs of the nation

are applied. nl5

12j0int Chiefs of Stsff. JC3 Pub 1, Dictionary of United States
Military Terms for Joint Usage, 1 August 1968, p. 143,

Dvig., ». 136

luU.Ss Aray Command and General Staff College, RB 1601, lirateric

Subiects Handbook, See pp.2-1 to 2.7 for a dlscussion of the interrelation-
ship of tk~se terms.

15
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The key element of concern them, as derived from a diseusczion

of dofinitions a pears to be the stratezic aims, goals, or purposces of
> i the nation as expressed in its strategic policies., The jilltary Roview

would then be expected to orient on the stratezic pelicy of the United

TR

States in an attempt to explain, clarify or critique it from the stand-

et
i

point of use of 2ll slements of natlional power. One wouid sxpect that
a large percentage of the articles would diseucs stratesie nolicy or
what has come to be referred to as vure stratezy as contrasted to means
and methods of implementing that strategys The adied azrea of naticnal
security affairs broadsns the scope somewhat to include anciilary
considerations at the national sreurity level which have an impact on
pol@cy. further referred to in this study as stretegy related subjects.

Doctrine is officially defined as "fundamental prirciplecs by
which the military forces or elements thereof guide their actions in
support of national objectives. It is authoritative but requires
judgement in appiication.“l6 This definition requires little further
elaboration and from it one would expect to sce in ths nages of the
Militory Review, various articles debating existing prineiples,
suggesting new ones or perhaps explaining%uénces of newly developed
doctrine at the levels specified for consideration.

From the ahove general discdssion of the subinet arsas element
of the stated mission, it is possible to formulate guestions to aid in
determining if these subjects are being adeaquately covered. These
questions are:

5. Do the articles cover the designated field of stratesy as defined

4 in officlal publications?

16505 pub 1, op. eit., p.73.
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8, Are those articles related to strategy relevant and dec they conte
ribute to understanding of U.S. strategic policy?

7. Do they cover doctrine or contribute in sor.e meaningful way to
its development?

8. Do those articles in other subject categories than those specifically
designated provide insights or background that ean be related to the study
of strategy or doctrine?

Comments from subscribers which tend to supcort the validity
of these questions are listed belowi? It should be noted thet an item on
the questionaire specifically requested respondents to indicate their
choice Sf subject categories. Strategy was indicated as the overall first
choice by a significant margin., Doctrine as a subject area was not ine
cluded on the questionaire, howsver, a combination of the catepories of
tactles and organization indicate that it was a third choice category.

1., There seems to be little thought provoking writing on cuestions

of grand strategy and tacties compared to a publication-such as the

Naval Institute Proce:dings. (Major, Army)

2. 3uggest wider range of opinion in all aspects of sbecific
problems, doctrine, applications, and theory. (Colonel, USAR)

3+ Recomnmend less emphasis on tactles and hardwaro- more on policy,
strategy, concepts ete. (LTC, Army)

L, Am inter-sted in more presentations dealing with tacticc and
comiat support at division and hirher levels. (Lic, Army)

5. The jilitary Reviewr should execute its mission by broader reach
into stratsgic cencepts... (Colone’, Army)

6. Too many articles have a fu dy-duddy style, cive petty details
that most readers know or could do without, and review the past of
a subject to the boring moint. I like the articles on today's
Russia and China. (LTC, Retired)

7. ...Personally, I would like to see more articles by officers and
civilians alike on the doectrines and orranization of U.3., friendly

17!'Readership Survey, " op. eit.
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foreign, and communist-bloe powers, and where possible the political
role of Armed Forces in these countries... {Captain, AF Resarve)

8. Occasionally, the Review begins with what secms to be a doctrinal
article on a relatively trivial change., These articles are much too
long and are very dry. They may be a necesczary part of the schoel,
but are rot a part of the Review. (Major, USAR)

9. Military Review content results in a mapgazine slanted toward sirategy
and the secial sciences, which I believe is a mistake. (LTC, Army)

While these comments are not focussed specifically on the questicns
under consideration, they do indicate a conecern with the subject arcas
covered and, while each individual may personally desire something different,
the element of the mission staiement should dictate the degree of coverage
of each category of articles. It is evident from these coiments that

N
no common concept regarding the effectiveness of the Milltary Review in

covering the fields of strategy and doctrine exists which reinforces the
validity of the criteria inlattempting to deterwine the extent of such
coverage and evaluating its effectiveness in light of the specific element
of the mission statement. -

Level of Treatment: The mission statement indicates that the

articles covering strategy will treat the subject from the national
security level or viewpoint. Further, it specifies that doctrine will
be treated at the division or higher leveis of ecommand, It is implied
that the articles dealing with subjects other than those specifically
designated in the mission statement will be trrated at the level of interest
of the field grade officer.18 Thus, three questions may be formulated
to test the articles in this area of mission accomplishment.
9. Is strategy covered from the overall viewpoint of national
security policy?
106, TIs docirine covered from the viewpoint of division and hizher

levels of command?

i




1'? 11, Ar~ those articlzs addressing other subjects then those drsignated
oriented at the level of interest of the field grade offiger?

Comments from subscribers which tend to support the validity of
these questions as testing areas of concarn regarding the adequacy of
accomplishment of tais aspeet of the mission statement are listed below:1?

1., Sophistication of publication should be improved... (Colonel, Army)
2. Helieve every effort should be made to keep contents at a high
professionzl level. Aveoiding tacties and techniques and "how 1o do

it¥ tyve articles... (Colonel, Army)

3. Too many of the articles are... L;f the typg] which ie more
appropriate to the Infantry School and the company crade officer.

4, YWould like to use the Review as an advanced officer's oublication
for those officers who are in higher rank and position. (As opposed
to the Infantry Journal which is geared toward company grade)
(Colonel, USAR) )

5. I would assume that the intended audience for the "Militury Review!
are field grade and general officers. However, I would judge wuch

of your writing is directed towards junior officers or civilians with
little or no military background. (Colonel, U3AR)

f‘m‘

While the number of commuents concerned with the levsl of treatment
are fewer than those dealing with other aspects of the mission elements,
a suffieiently large number of respondents mentioned the subject to
suzgest that it is a valld area of consideration.

It shoul® be mentioned at this po{nt that 193 comnents by sub-
scribers were examined and a significant number of these were complli.icntary.
The ones quotei here were selected to show that a desree of concern exists
among tle general readership regarding the various areas of the misslon
statement and that the questions posed are valid ones since similar

questions vwere ralsed by a number of readers in an independent and indivicdual

} lg"Readershlp Survey," op. cit.
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ii evaluation of the journal.

It is reco;nized that the questions posed in the preceding dise

Eoury

] { g ' cussion are exclusive and certainly there are an infinite number of
auestions that perhaps could be formulated which would be relevant to the
general mission statement. Those sclected and henee those to be answerad
- in this study are those decmed most aparopriate in considieration of the

intent implied as well as the specific wording of the mission statemant.

- _' . It is considered that answers to those questinns posed, based upcn an
»“_ .' - analysis of the content of the journal, will give a definite indication
as to whether or not the misslon is actually being fulfilled. Further
elaboration on the answers to those questions should give a valid in-
dication of the degree to wnichrtne mission is being accomplished,

This series of elevan questions, then, will serve as the criteria for

evaluating the 1969 editions of the Military Review.

s




Chapter 3

Content Analysis

Metihodology: In evaluating the content of the 1949 issues of
the Militory Review, the articles were read to zain a general ovzrall
impresslon of the adequacy of the journalin accomplishing its mission.
The result of tiis survey was that there was no correlation betwcen the
contont of the journal and the expectations generated by the analysis of
the uission statemcnt, It was difficult to relate the minssion statement
directly to the content of the various articles. To substaatiate or
refute this overall impression, a more methodical analysics ;as undertakan.
A one page summary card was prepared for each article inclhding a orief
synonsls, the thesls, and data pertinent to the questions to be answered.
The articles werc then categorized according to subject matter covered
and analyzed to ieternine the method of oresentation ard level of treat-
ment of each article. The authors were listed by variocus cotepories to
Jetarmine the source of contant. The data obtained from the above nro-
cedure then sarved as a basis to answer the questions poserd in the: orevious
chapter., In each: instance, aquantitative evaluation was made, or 2 juisce-
as to the degree of coverage based on the number of api:aranerns in the

Journal, and a qualitativc evaluation was attempted to indicate tha depth
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of coveraca. From this, conclusions wera drawn reg rding ihe adzguncy
of accomplishment of each of the four alements of the misclon statsnent.
These comments then served as the basis on woich Luv Jeterwmine whelhar or

not the Military Review accomplished its stated mission and to what degree.

General: The 1969 issues included 1373 total srti~ ez of which

105 werec original contributions and 28 were digests from oiner selectes
publications. Concerning the criginal articles, 3 were cowsutnore., one
was an edited manuseript of 2 deceased individusl, and 101 artieleas were
individual efforts. Right individuals author~d two articlec.

The criteria, questions 1 thru 11 were formulated in the previous
chapter in the order in which the mission elements to whieh thay refer
appear in the mission statement. The content analysis to {nllow more
logically addres:zes these in the order of: subject matier coverei, guast.
ions 5-8; method of oresentation, questions 1-2; level of treatment,
auestions 9-11; source of content, asuestions 34,

Subject Categories: The subject matter covered can”be categorized
into ten mutually exclusive topics. Those designated as pure strategy
are those which discuss matters which have a direct impact on United
States strategic policy. Those Jesignated as strategy related diseuss
tne nature of the threat to the United States or thie relationship of the
United States to her allies and indirectly affect United states strateqy.
The third category, that of national security implications includes
articleg that cover subjects that have no direct or indirect b=aring
on national stratepic poliey but serve as backeround and provide in-
formation whieh gives insights into stratecic poliev considerations.,

This includes articles concerned with comaunist bloc intrrnal affairs,
internal affairs of neutral or allied countries, and crisis wrnagensnt,

The remaininz saen categories are self explanatory and inelnde t-ose




Zubiect Cateporiass
Chart 1)

Total number of articles: 133 -

Number of military digests: 28

Number of original articles: 105
Subject Category Orig M1 Total Total
_Art  Pages ifigest Pages 4rt Pacos

Pure Strategy (Hational Policy) 5 29.5 2 77 46,5
Strategy Related 9 2.5 7 50,5 16 113

Sature of threat (3) (21) (1) (5.5)

Relationship of allies (6) (41.5) (6) (44)
National Jecurity Impilcations 33 217.5 17 112.5 50 3%

Communist 3loc Affairs (11) (60.5) {9) (59)

Other Country Affairs (13) (93) (6) (43)

Crisis Management () (64) (2) (10.5)
Doctrine 4 21,5 4 21.5
Military . istory % 83.5 1 11.5 15 95
Profescion Oricnted Subjects 8 51.5 8 5L.5
Militory Operations and Activities 8 39 8 >
Mltory Srstems 17 108 17 108

Orzanization (5) (34.5)

Procedures (12)  (73.5)
Weapons anc. Equipment 3 16 1 9.5 L 25.5
Current Problems 4 22 L 22

105 28 133 &ss
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articles that have no relation to Unitni States stratery. (Chart 1)

Having categorized the 133 articles, it is possible to answer
the specific questions relating to subjects covered.

Question $5, Diccussion: Only seven articles of the 1.3 (53) of
the total number of articles addresses pure stratery. Forty-six pagss
of a total of 855 are devotei to diseus.ion of this subjeect. From a
pursly quantibafive stendpoint, it is apoarent that the jJeurnal falls far
short of being capable of covering the field adequately., From 2 quale-
itetive standpoint,.the seven articles pertaining to pure strategy
offer limited depth of coverage. These include a hrief overview of
U.S. offensive and d:fensive strategy (one article of nine pages), a
very brief discussion of the evolution of the policy of flexible response .
(one article of three pages), an 11l informed diseussion of why U.S.
global strategy has not been successful and four articles concerned with
U.3. policy response to Soviet initiatives, This shallow coverage could
hardly be consldered adequate fer a journal orlented primar;ly on U. 3.
strategy. The more pertinent questions of exactly what presant U.S.
strategy consists of, how it evolved, and what the indications are for
the future are virtually ignored. Also, the fundamental procz.ural
issue of how U.S. strategic policy is formulated, tihe factors influencing
it and the ramifications of the decision makineg process are not adiressca.
This 1s considered to be a particularly dgnificant owmission in view of
the numerous major changes in the poliey maklng process that w>-. ‘witiated
in 1969 and the several strategic policy revisions that were brouz.t about,
The journal only offered a small sample of articles, thesc witlo:t deptih,
on subjects that have been rehashed repeatedly over the past deccade,

Conclusiont In answer to the specific question, it nust be cona

S ————————
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cluded that the journal did not cover the field of straiegy adeguately
in the 1969 issues.

Question 76, Discussion: The sixteen articles (123) covarinz the
nature of the threat and the relationship with U.3. allies appear to be
more in line with expectations that those concerning strategy iiself, but
still leave much to be desired. From aquanfitative standpoint, the 123
of the journal devoteu to this subject would apnear to be less than
adequate in view of the relative impvortunce of these two considerations
in uliim-tely determining policy.l Wihile 4t is impossible Lo say with
precision that a ¢certain percentage of the mapazina should be devoted to
these subjects, their imvortance would indicate that 25 to 309 would not
be excessive.

To determine the pertinence and aazquacy of the stratepy related
articles, it is n=cessary to look at them from a quall tative standnoint,
Those aidressing the threat covered Xao's intentions and plans {‘wo
articles), Soviet designs in areas of the world where the U.s. is in-
herently weak (one article), and the implications of sSoviet actions in
Czechoslovakia (one article). All of t.ese are pertinent topics and
generally were well written, however, the: wers not coversd in cullicient
Jdepth to be meaningful. WWhile the articles touched on the unighooints of
the subjeets, nore quastions were raised than were ansvired and tae
articles served, not to develop specifie points in depth, but to ricap-
itulate or swmarize tnoughts that nave Le:n treatcd in more detail in
lariar works. Wnile the topics selected uere pertinent, the coverage was,
once again, not in sufricient depth to be considered adeq.cte,

Aside from the gquality of the research and writine, freom 4ie

viewpoint of the ultiaat: con ributien of the articles Lo the realsrts

153465¢ 22 10021, op cit., po. 1-1 to l-b,

Canie & o

it

RS,



29

understanding of strategy, there arc other aspacts of ths threat which

deserved consideration in 1769, and which were micsing cowpletely. The

3}

extent of the problem of insurgency in South America weulad apoear to

deserve attention as would an analysis of the situation in the Hirdle
Zart with emphasis on its relationsiip to U.S. intersosts.  Alditlionally,
an aporopriate topic, in view of the student unrest and <¢lvil furmoil
within the United 3%tates in 1969, would have been an ascecsment of the
internal threat, These important areas were nct covered and emphasis
was placed on the threat in terms of what has come to be the traditional
east-west confrontation.

With regard to the coverage of the relationships with alllies,
the pilcture 1s somewhat brighter. Twalve articles wer: davoied o
this category (9%), and most of the relevant problem arcas ol 1989 were
addressed. NATO was discussed in six ariicles, perhaps an overemphasis,
Southeast Asia in one, the overall problem in Acia in two, Laiin
American problems in cne, and Africa and the ¥i:dle Zact in oame. Also,
the Antaretic Treaty was covered wialch is a subjoet of inthrest tazt is
seldon mentioned clsewhere. Further, the discusslions we2re balanc:ad
be.ween nuclear considerations and problegs of insurcency., 7The
veneral scope of covera: e of this area iust be considered tec be cuite
good., The com-:ent mentionei previously about coverace in 1ont., however,

atle

is equally apolicable to the covrrage of allied relztion.aiis.
the major problems were ad.ressed, the noints were not devaloned in
sufficlent detail in all articles, with one exeception, to b2 eonsidered
highly effrctive in furthering the reader's understianding of considerations
involved in developing nati-nal poliecy and strategy.

Conclusiont In answer to the spreific cu~stion, th articla: re-
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lxted to strategy were relevant bLut they did net adequatel: ad ress all
aspects of the threat nor were they in sufficient depth to be considered
hiehly effective in contributing to one's understanding of U.S. stratesic
policy. While those articles addressing allies relationsiips covered the
field adeaquately, they also lacked deoth.

Quostion ;7, Jisecussion: Surprisingly, in a journal whose
micsdon statement speeifically indieates tnat doctrine will be a majer
areca of consideration, only four articles adiressed the subject. From
aguantitative stanipoint it could be expected that almost 40% would be
devoted to doctrine as one of the two major areas of interest. This
did not prove to be the case, and only 35 could be remotely connected
to the subject, considerins both total number of articles and total
nunber of pages. |

Of these four artieles, the subjects varied from gussticning
current Army Nuclear Joctrine (covered in four pages), through Corps
logistic cdoctrine in Vietnam, through Special Forces dcctriﬁe in
Vietnaa, to POW and captured document docirine. These were all suite

interesting and provided irsights into special areas that are certainly
worthy of att ntion. The glaring omissions,. however, were the treatises
showing the trends in which division and larger unit doctrine is

evolving and the forces at work which are causing these chan-es, Also,
procedural «dlscussions were missing., One would expect articles indicating
how doctring is established and the workings of the apraratus designed

to t~st various coneepts in the absence of actual experience factors

in other than counterinsurgency operations. Also lacking is an adequate

treatment of the eflect of operations in Vietnam on present doeirine,
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It would be reasonable to expret z nunber of new concepts to be presonied

as a résult of individual experience in Vietnam in an attempc to bring

3 E about changes or to assist in development of doctrine, but sucih is not

A the case. With the exception of the article concerning Snecial Forces

I operations, they only describe how operations are nresently being conducted
, " - .

without relating their conelusions and observations to doctrinzl consid-
erations.,

Conclusion: In answar to the specific question, 1t can only be
concluded that the journal's coverage of doctrine is totally inadequate,
in view of the mission statement, and that the Militarv Review contributes
very little, if anything, toward suggestion of new ideas and conceptis.

.Question 18, Discussiont The category of articles which most
closely corresponds to the strategy and strategy related categorizs is
that of ‘national security implications. While not directly tisd to U, 3.
policy, nor diseussed in "erms of impact or. U.3. poliey, thg information
provided in the three subecategories of Communist Floc affairs, neutral
and &llied country affairs, and crisis manarcnent, greatly.contributes
to the understanding of U.S. policy., This category is tne strongest
asset of the entire journal both in quantitative and qualitative *erms.
Thirty eight percent of the entire journal is devoted to diseussion of
these subject areas and each area appears to be covered throughly. The
specific background information provided ir each sub-cztegory is discussed
below:

Communist Bloc Affairs: A total of 20 articlus addreswsas significant
aspects or problems in communist countries with two artieles coverin:

A problems of the Warsaw Pact countries, eight articles covering Soviet

pelitiecal relations with countries within her sphere of infliencz and
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with Communist China, six articles concerning the Soviet armed forces,
and four articlec on Cormunist China's internal affairs. Wnile the
nost obvious omission is coverage of the situati n within North Vietnam
and North Xorea, the overall evaluation of this group of articles is that
1t Ls excellent and while not addressing the subject in terms of the
tnreat to the U.i., does give valuable insights that complem:nt the
study of strategy.

Neutral and Allie! Country Affairs: A total cf 19 articles

addres: the internal affairs of other countries and these provide good
coverage of the most critical areas of the world and offer valuable
insights inte problems which these countries face, Wnile these probiem
areas are not discussed in terms of thelr relationship to U.3. interestis,
they n.vertheless provide excellent background material and in eaen case
provide a summary account of important recent developments within each
countr,;. The snecific areas addressed are Cambodia {(two articles),
Purma (one article), Iniia (three articles), Pakistan (one article),

the Middle @ast (three articl:s), Latin America (four ariieles), Spain
(one article), Africa (one artiele), France (one article), Britain

(one article), and Germany (one article).z

Crisis Manacement: A total of eleven articles a2duress subjects

related to past ¢rises or to nroblems inherent in attemptineg to control
relations :mong nations. While these articles are not in sufficient denth
to be as valuable as taey could be in providing background for the .tudy
of strategy, which appears to be a function of the limited lenzth of the
articles rather than a lack of knowledge or insufficient rcse.reh on the

part, of the authors, they nevertheless are a major contribution to any
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attempt to analvze sirategy. They certainly complement,.perhaps
nore clésely than any other category of articles, the study of 0.3,
stratsgic policy.

Other Catepories: The articles in other catnrgories arc not related

to strategy or doetrine and contribute nothing te the study of ithese cuba
Jjects.

Doctrine: The foregoing diseussion explained the relationship
of the national security implications category of articles to the study
of strategy. It should be noted that rnone of the articles, other than
the four disecussed under the category of doctrine, contribute in any
way to the study of that subject.

Conclusion: In answer to the specific question, the articles in
the national security implications category are the most informative and p.
useful of the entire journal. Uhile they are not directly related to
U.S. policy, they do provide valuable insights and backyround which
would complement a more thorough treatment of strategy and ;trategy
related subjects. The articles in other categorics contribute nothing
to the study of strategyor doctrine, .

Method of Presentation: It may be scen from the data tabulated
on the following chart that the largzest percentaze (633) of the articlus
are narrative or descriptive in nature in that they onres-nt information
or atlempt to describe events or to show a partieular condition ihat
exists without drawing conclusions or relating that infornatien to vresent
or future situations. TWwenty seven percent of the articles o a step

turther and attcupt to analyze the information presented and &
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at conclusions that make the article mus1 more uscful. T tuose trat




Hethod of Presentation
(Chart 2)

' _‘_“ Total numbor of articles: 133

' ' Numver of military disests: 28 -

'~ Number of original articles: 105

n

S Subjeet Category Narrative- Analytical Dobate- Total

E Descrivtive opn disefi  Article:s -

Pure Strategy 7 2 7

; Strategy Related ) 4 12 16

\ E National Security Implications 34 16 _ 50

E 'é
Doctrine 3 1 1 4
Military Hstory 13 2 _ 15
Profession Oricnted ubjects 2 6 5 8
Military Operations and Activities 8 8
Mlitary 3ysteams 1ﬁ 4 2 17
wWweapons and Equipment 4 L
Current Problenms 3 1 1 L
84 b9 11" 133

L
All are included in analytical categery

A
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of an issue and attempt to arrive at the bett.r solution b ced on an
open discussion. These(8% of the total), are considered to be ihe most
valuable both as a means of providing information and &z a reseapreh tool,

Qu;stion L, Discussion: As mentioned previously, only 1l articles
could be considered to debate issues in that they provided discussion of
both sides of an issus. While 49 articles were analytiesl, the greater
number were merely descriptive with no attempt at analvsis.

Conclusion: Generally, the articles do not debate the igssues nor
provide open discussion,

Question #2, Discussion: Only 1l articles of the entire 132
address controversial issues. These correspong to the eleven listed as
open discussion or debate articles.

Conclusion: 1In general, the articles shy away from coniroversial
topics and do not address issues which are considered to bes controversial.

Level of Treatment: Regarding level of treatment, tho Filitarw
Roview rares quite well. Of the 133 artlcles, 127 are consihered to be
written at the level of interest of the field prade officer. All of the
articles concerning strategy or those relatsd to that subject are written
from the viewpolnt of the national security decislon makineg level., Those
concerning other countries are treated at an approoriate level. The
articles addressing doctrine generally treat the subjiect at a level at
Division or higher.

Question 9, Discussiont All of the articles related to stratesy
are covered from the natlonal security level and vertain to problems of
interest at the deeision making level,

Conclusioiit Strategy is covered from the national security noliey

level.

Question #10, Discussiont Three of the four articles relating to




3 Leovel of Ircatment
3 ~ {Chart 3)

Total number of articles: 133
Rumber of military digests: 28

Number of original artieles: 105

Subject Category F1ld Grd lower Hat seCw- Total
level level Div & higner Article

Pure Strategy 7 7 7
{ Strategy Related 16 16 16
National Security Implications 50 ‘ 50 50
Doctrine 3 1 . 3 b
Military History 14 1 15
Profesicion Oricnted Subjects 8 &
Military Operations and Activities 6 2 €
Military Systems 17 17
Wnapons and Haulipment 3 1 4
Current Problems 3 1 4
127 6 106 133

P
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doetrine are covered from tha higher level of command viewmoint,

Conclusiont In answer to the speeific question, dociri.e is
covered from the viewpoint of the division éad hizher levels of ccommand,

Question #11, Discussion: With only a few oxccptions, the
articles in other catesories than strategy and dectrine are ¢onsidered
to be presented at the level of intercst of the field zrade officar..
wWhile this judgement is subject to a wvide range of interpretation, ac
evidenced by the comments from the readership survey cuoted earlier,
there seems to be 1little validity to the criticism that articles tenc to
be presented at the level of the junlor officer or the individual with
only limited military experience.

Conclusion: In answer to thie specific question, the level of
presentation of the artiecles in the other categories is consistently at
the field grade officer level,

Source of Content: The source of content pleture is adequately
depicted on the following chart. K

Question j}3, Discussion: Of the original articles; 57 were
written by U,S, military personnel and 31 were written by U.3. eivilians,
The 28 milit-ry digests were all written by c¢ivilians or foreign wilitary
personnel. Thus, from a categorization of authors, military versus
eivilian, an equal number of articles were written by each group. It
appears that the journal does present a balanced outlook which may be
considered to be a favorable characteristic. From the standpoint of the

mission statement, however, the Militarv Review does not preseant orimarily

military ideas and opinions.

Conclusion: In answer to the specific question, the articles do

not prasent primarily military ideas and opinions.




P
E Source of Content ]
: ;
- (Chart &) ]
4 _ §
_ Civilian Military
:' U.S. Foreign U.S. Foreign ;
59 | India: 15 Britian: 5
France: 1 India: _1
: Argentina: 1 N 5
,;’;* Korea: 1 i
fepub of China:l
USsR: 1 2
< ‘
Sub-total: 65 Sub-total: 63 :
Occupations of Civilians |
(Original Articles)

state vepartment: 3

00D/ Defense connected: &4

College professor: 18

Research oriented: 8

Journalist: L
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Question #4, Discussion: An analysis of the occupation of thc

civilians who contributed original articles {37}, reoflects th:t nalf (%),
were written by collese professors. Right were writien by individuals
engaped in researeh activities connceted with a major college or university.
Seven articlecs were authored by federal empnlore~s and four by journalists.
There is vary little range of interests, from an occupation .tandpoint,
among the ecivilian anthors.

Conclusion: In answer to the specific guestion, the artielss deo

not present representative civilian opinion on military matiers but lean

toward educators and government employces of the Department of Defense

or the State Depariment.
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. Recapitulation of Conelusions :

Zvaluation -
Nission Elemant _ Criterion/Question Quantitative  Qualitati~—=

Ve #Ao  wArg  Yes oo o

: Method of Presente 1. Do the articles debate the
] ation issues? x x

2. Do they address controversial

E issues? % X
Source of Content. 3. Do the articles represent ori-
narily military ideas
and opinions? x x

4, Do they present represent-
ative eivilian opinions
on military matters? x x

Subject Area Covered 5. Do the articles cover the
3 designated field of
. strategy? x X

6. Are those related to strategy
. relevant and contribute to
i understanding of U.3. pvolicy?

B
»

7+ Do they cover doctrine or cont-
L3 ribute to its development? x X

O« Do those in otner categories
provide insights that can
e related to strategy or
doctrine? x X

Level of Treatment 9. Is strategy covered from
the overall viewmoint
of national security
policy? x x

10. Is doctrine covrred fronm
th: viewpoint of Dive
ision and higher level? x x

11. Are those artiecles in other
categories orientni at
the level of irnt.rest of
the field grade officer? x X

Overall evaluation of mission accomplishment: x b
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Conclusions

Considering the stated mission of the Military Reviecw, and the
data and analysis presented in this study, the following conclusinsns can
be reached:

1. The Military Review does not represent a true forum wherein
the articles debate the major military issues of the times nor doas it
serve as a sounding board for the nrofession.

2, The Military Reviecw is not a medium wherein primerily
military personnel express their views and opinions. i

3. The Military Review is marginally effective in covering tne
field of strategy with its primary strength lying in the area of
strategy related and ancillary subjects.

4. The Milit.ry Review does not adequately cover tihe subject of
doctrine.

5. The level of treatment of all articles is as snecified in or
implied by the mission statement.

6. Overall, it is concluded that the mission statewusnt does not
accurately deseribe the method of vresentation of the journal, its sou ze
of content, or the subject matter covered therein. If the missicn as

presently stated is actually the one aporopriate for the ilit rv Javis:,
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drastic enanges in editorial policy are in order to bring the content
in line with this mission. The existing mission is not being adeguately
fmifilled. If, on the other hand, the present content of tue Hilitary
Review is making the desired contribution to the militsry profession,

a change in the mission statement to make it mcre deserintive of the
actual content ic callen for. The resclution of this problem sugs:sts
the need for a detailed . tudy *o determine the nends of itne military
profession and to outline a mission for the Military Revisy whiech will
fulfill these necds. Further, a system, independent of tiie editerizl

staff, which will insure that the future content of the journal will be

correlated witi its aporopriate mission statement is an ur:ent requirement.




(e ot
? ol

g
4
E

Aenrans ot

i3
33
19

43

SELECTED BIBLIOGRAPHY

Books

Brennecke, trnest and Clark, Jonald 1. Macvszine Article “iriting,
New York: Frederick A, Praecer, 1965.

Gause, John W. Guide for the Militarv %Iriter. Harrisburg, Pa.: The

Telegraph Press, 1959,

- Lyons, Gene M. and Morton, Louis. Schools for Stratecy. iew York:

Frederick A. Praeger, 1965,

Masland, John W. and hadway, Laurence I. Soldiers and Seiolars.
Princeton, N.J.: University Press, 1957.

Millis, Walter. Arms and the State. New York: Twentieth Century Fund,
1958,

Sapin, Burton M. and @Snyder, Richard C. The Role of the Militarr in
American Foreipn Policy, New Yorlk: Douoledsy and Co., 195%.

Periodicals

Amme, Carl H, "Crisis of Confidence," U.S., Naval Institute Proce:dings,
March 1964, pp. 27-35.

Fergusson, C. M., Jr. "Strategic Thiaking and Studies,¥ Military Revicw,
XLIV (April 1964), 64,

Gavin, John A, "Thinking and Writing," Militarv Review, XXXIT
(January 1953), 3-5. ;

Ginsburgh, Robert N. "The Challenge to Militsry Profezsioralicm,"
Foreign Affairs, v. 42 (January 1964), opn. 255-68.

Hayes, John D. WThe Militar; Officer and His History," Militarv Affairs,
IX (Spring 1955),

Johnson, Howard K. "The Years Aheai," Militarv Revicw, February 1962,

p. 6.

Lay, KennethéE. "Military Writing," Militsry Review, XLIV (July 196%4),
53-60,

Main, Robert G. "Military Review," Marazines in Aneriea.  Stanford

University Department of Communication. L 1948, po. 35-7.




s g AT T TR T T ST T, TRIT e 1 AR - ¥ » = W

i

iy

Militury Review, January 1969-Tecember 1909,

.

Documents~riscellanaccus

Atlkdns, Glen Charwick. Personal interview. 27 January 1970.

Delaney, Donald J, “Military Review Poliniez.® inpublished staff
study, office of the Military Rnviow, 28 October 1963.

Joint Chiefs of 3taff. JCZ Pub 1, Dictionary of United Stites Military
Terms for Joint Usare, 1 August 19c8,

NMilitury Review Readorship Survey, 1968.% O0ffice of the Milit:rv Review,
1968,

Pacpas, Georre 3, "The Veoice of the Turtle 1= lieard.¥ Unnublished
student rescareh paper, USAC, 1966,

Freed, Debow. "The Sorry St.te of Militiry Scholarship.” Unpublished
glady, US Air War College, 1968,

U.s. Arey. AR 310-25, Dictionary of U.S. Army Terms, March 1959.

U. 5. Army Comnand and General Staff College. RB 100-1, Sirateric
Subiects Handbook.

Van HMeter, Maurice R. "U. S, Army Combat Developments Command," Lecture
at USACG5C, 3 April 1970,




