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THE FOREN LANGUAGE SITUATION IN 
MISSOURI 

The ll'Orld is just now en1Prging from a nightmare' of carnage' and hate· 
Autocracy in GC'rmany and many other lands has fallen and is everywhere 
tottering. Fr<'P rpp11hlics are arising upon tlw shattC'rc•d rnins of the central 
empire's and tlw whol<' \\·oriel is about to l'nt <·r upon a mornc•ntous period of 
n•construetion, ll'hirh "ill shakP the very foundations of ever_\' Pxisting human 
institution. ;'-;"ever b<'fore have whole peoples realizC'd the need of mental 
and intC'lkrtual preparedness as today. France is rrc·o,1strueting h<'r whole 
educational system. England for the first tim<' in her history is establishing 
a dC'mocratiC', slate-supported, universal ed11cdion, and p,•c•n the sleeping 
giant of China is being arousC'd and is adopting a photH'(i(' IC'ttPr alphabet, so 
that her bC'nightC'cl millions may become literate and C'nlightcned . \YherevC'r 
education is being n·co1rntructcd, modern language•;.; arc· µ;iq•n an unprecedent­
edly promin<'nt place•, espC'cially the languaµ;C'H of tlH' pPopl<·s ll'ith \1·hom a 
state of hostility still C'Xists. ln Germany. Enµ;lish, Frt•tH'h and Russian: 
m France, English and German; in England. French, CC'rman and Rus~ian. 

Ilow about our Oll'n <·ountry'? The orµ;iPs of hatP, t hru whi('h WC' hav<' 
b<•cn pasHing sin!'C' 011r cntratH'P into tlH' \\"ar, hav<' pnlC'ti!':dly driv<'n (:Pr111an 
from the high sc·hools. \\'ht'rt• lo!'al boards ha,·e not clotH' ii, authority hiµ;hc·r 
up has arbitrarily stepped in and cornpl<'t<•d the tusk. .\nd that in spite of 
P resident \\'ilson's pica tlrnt wP \\"ere at \\"ar \\"ith (:prnian autorra<'y and not 
with lwr pPople or her lanµ;uage. The rnitC'Cl Statc>s Commissio1wr of Edu­
cation has also wamrcl against too rash action. Yet t IH' "Bolslwviki" arC' 
abroad in t,he world even in the field of education, and \1·<• arC' in dangC'r of 
"throwing out th<' child ll'ith the bath." 

,\s to u11iv<•rsi(ips and c·oll<·gc•s, Dr. E . ( '. l{(J(·cldc·r of the· l'11t\'!'rsily of 
\\" isl'o11si11 by m<•ans of a qucslionnairP has :1:-sc·c·rl:uned that tit<' stucl_y of 
(:prman i11 I h<•sp sC'hools hns li<•,•n reclucp,l by al,nut s!'I _\' P<'tT<'Jd . To clC'­
tc-rrnim· holl' far this clPst rnc·t iv for!'(' has C'ffed!'cl t IH• an11>1t11I of for<'n lang­
uages tauµ;ht in the' hiµ;h srhools of :\lisso11ri I lw \\Tilt'r C'xa111inc·cl t hp lists of 
IJ iµ;h Sdtool TPaC'IH'rn, issued yearly hy tllC' Stat<• lkp:1rt11H•nl of l~clu!'alion, 
for the y<•an; Hll+-15, l!H5-rn, 1916-17, 1917-U, ancl 1!)1'->-l!l. 

The high s('hools \\'('!'(' tabulated aR to the' forpn lanµ;uag<•s tauii;ht ancl tlw 
relativ numbC'r of S('hools having one or mon· of such lanµ;uaµ;P s in the C'Ur­
rieulum. 81. Louis and Kansas City were not in<'htclC'd in this tabulation. 
Hince GC'nuan has heC'n practically banishC'd, tlH' question h1·c·omes, has an 
equivalent Rulistitute bC'en provided? For just :tH history C'annot take the 
place of sriC'llC'C', nor mathematics tl1C' plaC'<' of E11gli,-;h, Ho only a rnodc>rn 
la nµ;u aµ;c· ,·an tak<' tll(' pla!'C' of a modern languag<• cli,-;plnc·c•d. 

Tlw tabula! ion Hho\1·s that t he approved high R<'hoolH in<•rc·aH<•d from :328 
in Hll4-J.5 to 521 in 1918- HJ, while th<' numl)('r of high HC'hools having n,) 
foren language at all, neither anC'ient nor modc•rn, increasC'd from 4:3 in 1914-15 
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to 177 in IH18-Ul, or frolll a littll' kss than 0111· in l'iµ:ht to a little lcs8 than 
om· in t hn•1·. 

Of thC' 14!l first rlas,i l\iµ:h s<'hools in HJl-1-1.3 all had Latin, 111 had Ger­
man. two Frc>nch and on<' :-;panish in addit ion. In 1918-19, of the 267 sim­
ilar hiµ:h schools 21 had no forcn lanµ;tmµ;C', 24 l had Latin, 13 had German, 
6G FrC'nch and :32 Hpanish, l'itlwr alone or in combinat ion with other languages. 

ln l!ll-1-1:3 tlwrc WI'!"(' :i:3 sPeo1ul <'lass hiµ:h schools of which one had no 
fon•n lanµ:uap:C', :n had Latin only, In had Latin and German and one German 
only. Of tlw !l,"5 hiµ:h S<"hools of this class in 1918-10 33 had no foren lang­
w1gC', G2 had Lalin only, 2 had Frc•n<"h and one had Spanish in addition. 

ThPrc were 126 third <'lass hiµ:h schools in 1914-1.5. Of these 42 had no 
foren lanµ;uaµ;c 70 had Latin only, \) had Latin and German and 5 had Ger­
man on!~-- Of tlw 1."59 hiµ:h schools of thi8 class in l!J18-19 123 had no foren 
hu1µ;m1µ;<', ;n had Latin only. whik thre<' had C:<'rnuin and one French. 

Thus it is c,·i1knt that C'Y<'n in fir~t <"lass hiµ:h Sl'hools the study of Latin 
has by no nwans k<'pt pa<'e \\·it h the inrr<'ase of H<"hools of this class. In sec­
ond and thi rd rbss hiµ:h sC'hoob the dccreas<• has ll<'en marked. The high 
schools havinµ; GC'rman inl'rcas1·tl from onP in four in 1914-15 to one in three 
in 1 HI 7-18. with some FrPnch and :-;pani~h. Then came the banishment of 
the C:erman and in 191>-,-1\l less than one in five had any foren modern lang­
uaµ;c al all. Counting in the fart that no new German classes were started 
this year, and the fc\\· schools still havinµ; C:crman, had it in the second year 
on!~-, on<' seC>s that llH' slump has h<'<·n C>normous 

The f;tatc ~ttJ)PrinlC>IHl<'nl of ~chools did not µ:ivc the usual tabulations 
of the numb<.'rs of students studyinµ; th<' various subjects in each high school, 
so no comparison can))(' made in this respect. This would however show the 
enormous decrease in the number of stucknts no\\· studying modern lang­
uages. 

From observation and reports il appears that French and Spanish arc 
!)('inµ: lauµ;hl by lh<' old lrnnslalion nt<'lhod, likP G r<'<'k and Latin. Reading 
in this nl('\hod is sirnply lranslalinµ: from the forc•n into the nativ ton!!:UC, 
composition is translation of Euµ:lish into tll<' fon•n lanµ;uaµ:c. Originality 
and ingC'nuity havl' uo plact• Lil that systPm. Only one way is correct, since 
all pupi ls do C'Xactl~· the sam<· work and in Pxac-lly the same way. Home 
t<'aclwrs in different parts of the stale have romplain<'d to the writer that they 
cannot get their pupils to speak the languaµ;<" studied. But that is the nat­
ural outgrowth of the rnc•thod \IHC'd. Tmnslation defeats the very object of 
modnn language study, l h<' pow<'r lo think and !!:iY<· C'xpression to thought in 
the foren idiom. Only thC> US(' of c-onvcrsation from the first and the banish­
nwnt of translation as a class C>xercisc will develop this power. And in this 
po,n•r to think in tho foren tonµ;ue lies the most po11·erful inccntiv to do their 
lies! for both t<>achcr and pupil. Ll't me rc•p<.'al: Translation as a regular 
elassroorn Pxcrcisc has no place in m0<krn languagC' t<'aehinµ;, and the sooner 
tc>achers wak<' up to this fact the hl'ttcr for !hem and the language which they 
arc teaching. The onp thinµ: above all clsc which made German so popular 
in many high schools of t.he slate and e8pe<'ially in non-German communities 
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was the fact that those tcaehers were ablc- to usc- the direct method. They 
led the pupils to think in the German in convc-rsation, in rcadiug, in composi­
tion and in the singing of C:crman songs. If any tPachers of modc-rn languages 
do not find the same rPsponse int his rpspect, it is largely the fault of the trans­
lation method, which they arc using. The teacher of modern languages 
should take an inventory and see where the fault lies. The school authorities 
should see to it that only well prepared teachers who know at least the funda­
mentals of phonetics are employed and that German is again given a place 
as an electiv in the high school curriculum. Fnless these things arc done 
modern language study will keep on losing ground as it has so surc-ly done the 
past year, which shows fewer schools teacl1ing them, fewer pupils studying 
them and less efficient methods used in the classroom. Can the schools of 
Missouri afford to allow the present and future generntions of high school 
pupils to pass on without even giving them the opportunity of gaining a prac­
tical, usable knowledge of at least one of these foren languages, with all that 
that means to them, the state and the nation in commerce, science and in 
the arts? 

The purpose of this bulletin is to help answer this question by gathering 
the opinions of men of prominence in this country, outside of teachers of 
German or persons, whose opinion because of specialization in the line of t h e 
German language and literature, might be biased. vVe are selecting the opin­
ions of men, whose interests lie in other directions, and for whom German 
can be only a means towards success in their ch~sen field of endeavor, whether 
that be letters, science, the industries or commerce. 

w ·e are also gi,ving the attitude of England and France as expressed by 
their most authoritativ governmental commissions. They arc all opinions 
which are well worth our serious thought and consideration. 

First let a few of our leading thinkers and educators speak. As early as 
1917 P. P. Claxton, United States Commissioner of Education after examin­
ing the reports from 163 cities, representing a population of 25,000 or more, 
and their opinions expressed in regard to abolishing the teaching of German 
from the high schools gave the following "Suggested Policy'': ''There is 
general agreement among educators and public men, both in this country 
and abroad, that there should be no interference with the existing high school 
and college provision for the teaching of German; that a knowledge of the 
German language is more important now than it was before the war. The 
upper grades, especially where organized as junior high schools, ma,v quite 
properly offer foren languages, including German, but educators generally 
look upon the teaching of foreign languages in the lower elementary grades 
as of very questionable value.' ' Among other similar expression is a letter 
from Mr. Claxton to the President of the University of South Dakota a part 
of which we quote: " In reply to your letter of February 26, I must say that 
I can not agree with those who would eliminate German from the high schools 
and colleges of the United States at this time. It is, of course, desirable now, 
and always is, that nothing should be taught in any language in our schools 
or elsewhere that would tend to create a spirit of disloyalty to our country 

-5-



or to Iii<' Am<'rir·an ideals of frC'<'dom and dC'morra<'y. n11t the fact that we 
arc no\\' al war with Germany, should not, 1 believe, affect in any way our 
poliriP~ in r<'gard to thr !C'aching of tlw German language- in our srhonls." 

011 thiH s 1bjrct in a IC'tt('I' clatPd April 2.\ lf)18 to th<' writPr, in responsr 
Li an inq11iry, Dr. Henry Pratt Judson, President of (hC' Univrrnity of Chicago 
wrote: "Thrrc is no doubt that German has been taught in some schools as 
a means of political propaganda. On the ot~er hand, German is taught in 
colleges and high schools and in some other schools as the means of acquiring 
highly desirable knowledge. These two different things should be carefully 
differentiated. On the whole, in the present rircumstanres I am inclined to 
think it inadvisable lo continue teaching German in publir elementary schools. 
On the othC'r hand, 1 should not r<'gard it as advisable to drop the teaching of 
German from rollC'ges and secondary schools. Thr only qualific-ation I would 
make would br that I should see to it that under no circumstances is the study 
required, either directly or indireclly, and that where it is taught full oppor­
tunity should be given to take another modern language, preferably French 
or Spanish, for those who so desire. The real rrntcr of the whole question 
lies in the tc>acher. Teachers who arc thorough-going Americans, i1Tespective 
of their own nationality of origin, will use the language as it should be used, as 
a means of culture, and not as it should not be used, as a means of converting 
Americans into non-Americans." 

Frank C. Barnes, Union Colkge, Schenectady, N. Y. contributed a very 
practical article to the l\Iodcrn Language Journal Feb. 1\)18, on the subject 
"Shall German be dropped from our schools?" 

In order to warrant the claim that the article was not written for his 
bread and butter, he got the testimony of men outside of the teaching pro­
fession. He says: "It therefore seemed better to put before you something 
in the nature of a symposium of opinions of men 01 prominence who are in 
other lines of work than our own bnt who, from experience and connections, 
arc in position to judge of the value of German as a tool in the cultural and 
scientific and business activities of the present and of the comjng generations 
of students. I b<'gan, then, by sending out to fifty-fiye such men, engaged in 
busi1wss, science, letters, and administration, a i<'tter which contained this 
paragraph: 

" - Thrr<' is at present in many quarters a tendency on the part of school 
boards and some other bodies in charge of educational mattrrs to discont inue 
or at least discourage the study of the German languag<' in our schools be­
cause we are at war with Germany. In view of the great value of this lang­
uage, both from the cultural and pedagogical side and from the commercia l 
or so-called practical . tandpoint, is this wise or unwise'? From the point of 
view of the educator and of the merchant has not this language now, and ,,·il l 
it not continue to have, regardless of thr \\'ar and its outcome, the same great 
\\'Orth as a subject of study in our high schools and colleges \Yhich it has had 
in the past? 

"Xearly all of the addressees answered promptly. In the abstracts of 
their lcttC'rs and in thC' quotations given below I have been careful to make 
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no rhange and to omit nothing whirh could in any drgrrr altrr thr rxact mt>nn­
ing or purport of the writrr's original words." 

Five of thcsr mrn wrre positivrly opposc>d to thr trarhing of Grrman 
in the univc>rsitirs, six had somrthing to say on both sidrs and the rPsj were 
positiv for retaining German in the high schools and univrrsities. I shall 
quote a few of the latter as given by Mr. Barnes: 

l. "President Hibben of Princeton writes: 'I am thoroughly in agree­
ment with you that, the war with Germany should not lead us to discontinue 
or discourage the study of the German language in our srhools. That would 
be a very narrow minded policy and quite unworthy of our American spirit'." 

2. "Dr. Charles P. Steinmetz of the GC'neral Electric Company says: 
'Whatever pedagogical or general educational reason for lraching t he German 
language existed before, naturally exisls wilh lhe same forcr to-day. How­
ever, by the world war a stronger reason for Americans to learn the German 
language, has been addod in the probability and Pxpretation of America's 
falling heir to murh of the foreign business forn1Prly done by Germany'." 
He points out that at lhe present moment the C:rrman language offers one 
of the most available mrans for communiration in thr busim•ss world with 
South Amerira., Russia and .Japan, and that this is partirulnrly true in the 
case of Russia. " 

3. "Dr. Leonard WickC'nden, chief chemist of the Wrsl \'irginia Pulp 
and Paper Company, writes: 'I have heard with dismtty of the proposal to 
discourage the study of the German language in our srhools. It is difficult 
to see in what way Germany would suffer from suC'h a strp, but it is easy to 
see how greatly America would suffer. To do this thing would br a mcst 
obvious method of giving aid and comfort lo the C'nrmy. lf this country is 
to hold its own commereially against Germany it must havC' morC' and better 
research chemists, and the research rh<>mist who doC's not know German is 
handirapped at, every point.' Ile adds a pica for thr tC':tching of French 
also." 

4. " Dr. \V. R. \Vhitncy, chief rhcmist of thr Gc,wrnl El<>ctric Company, 
has these statc,ncnts in his letter: 'I shall be HOITY if any SC'rious steps arc 
taken to stop the leaching of German, al least lo those who plan to bC' scien­
tists or engineers. * * * .\ large part of our ability to procC'cd with such work 
as combating disease with anti-sera, and similar mod<'rn advauees, is due in 
part t-0 painstaking German investigators who publish tlwir work. * * * 
\Vith due respect to other countries the German H<'ientist has published as 
much as any other and this work should be availablr to interrsted Americans. 
In the John Crerar Library in Chicago, the most reprC'Hrntative scientific 
library in this country, books in German make up nN1rly 30 per cent of the 
total number. At the library of the Rockefeller Institute for Medical Re­
search, the relation of German books to English is 2 to l. In the library of 
our Research Laboratory over three-eighths of lhC' space on thr shelves is 
occupied by German books. And it even now is an C'V<'ry-day experience in 
our· library that many of the bPst articles and reference' books arC' closed to 
young engineers by their inability to read German.'" 
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fi. '· Profl•ssor L. l\I. Dennis, of ConlC'll, thinks Lhai it would be a grnvr 
mislnkr to dis(·ontinue or limit the instrnction in Grrman and that to dose 
Io onr st 11,knts of rhemistry thr sourcPs of informal ion afforckd by German 
public-at ions would have an almost parnlizing C'ff Pel on i he st udcnts' succC'SS 
wh<'t hPr in thC'ir univC'rsity studies or in govPrnmPnt servicP or in the chem­
ical indirntriC's generally. He asks this question: 'Suppose our war depart­
ment should obtain possession of a German gas mask that is superior to any­
thing that the Allies have devised, or should learn a German recipe for mak­
ing an <'xplosive that is more powerful Lhan any that we arc producing: * * 
wonld the antagonists of the German language Lhink that our troops ought 
Lo IJ,, d<'prived of the protection of the masks or oft he use of the h igh explosive 
been.use both were of German origin?'' 

Bishop Theodore Henderson of the Methodist Episcopal Church, of De­
troit as quoted by the Literary Digest from thC' Ddroit Free Press, ·after a 
biller attack on pro-Germanism in this country said among other things: 

"My mot her was born in Germany and shC' was born in the town i' here 
thr l(niser recC'ived his early education. I have other ancestors who occupied 
high positions in the German GovernmC'nt. There is a lot of German blood 
in my body. 

·' But every drop of blood in me is dedicatrd lo the holy purpose of wiping 
};:niserism off the face of this earth. 

"l am a pacifist with the accent on the last syllable-fist. I DO NOT BE­
LlEVB IN STA11PING OUT 'l'HE GERMAN LANGUAGE IN THIS COUNTRY-. I B:E;­
LIEVB IN f;'l'AMPING OUT PRO-GERMANISM, BUT LBT US TAKE THE GERMAN. 
LANGUAGJ, AND USE IT TO SPREAD PATRIOTiflM AMONG TlIOflE WHO ,SPEAK IT. 
- (Literary Dig<'st, April 27, 1918.) 

From Leading, Newspapers 
After speaking at length as to the importance of the study of English 

the St. Louis Globe· Democrat wrote recently: "Still there are other languages 
notably Spanish, French, Portugese, Ru~sian and German, with which the 
young Anwrican should have an opportunity to become familiar, in order 
that we may engage on equal terms with ou1· rivals in foreign trade, to say 
nothing of other obvious advantages. Our high schools and colleges should 
retain optional courses in German, unattractive as they may be emotionally 
and recast as they must be, since lhe revelations of the war. But as a matter 
of common business sense, as well as a national precaution, we cannot afford, 
as a whole nation, to remain ignorant of German.'' 

f;ome time ago the "Boston Transcript" published an article on this 
subject from which we will give a few quotations: It says: 

" The use of various foreign languages as a business proposition is ex-. 
haustivdy and interestingly studied in a report by a committee authorized 
by parlianlC'11t and appointed by the British prime minister 'to inquire into 
the posit.ion of modern languages in the education system of Great Br itain.' 
Prnrt iC'nlly all the points of this report apply to conditions in America as we! I 
nfl to those in Great Britain, and it is significant that not only does this Brit­
iHh commit kc nol recommend a discontinuance of the study of German, but 
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urges that it be rxtendcd. It is not, of rourne, a q11<>stion whether we like the 
German language or not, but whether we need a prartical knowledge of it. 
What is the Hituation int.his regard? The l'niled Stalrs, as well as England, 
is going to lmvr a grrat deal of businC'ss to settle up with Germany and the 
Germans after the war is over. Some of this is left-over pre-war business. 
Still more will have relation to a thousand complications growing out of mut­
ual seizures and confications, all of which will have to be laboriously disen­
tangled. In the meantime the Germans will be after our home market and 
after our new business with South America and Asia. In all these compli­
cated relations involving much correspondence, we shall be dependent on 
German rlerks cxcrpt in the degree that our people have acquired German. 
The Germans' knmvledgc of English, greatly superior to our knowledge of 
German, will give them their old business advantage over us." 

"As this British report points out, questions of trade relations are not 
the only ones toward the solution of which a knowledge of German will help. 
German is acknowledged by this report as 'perhaps the first language from 
the point of view of information.' It is certainly a storehouse of special 
information, necessary not merely in scienre, but to large business enter­
prises, to which a knowledge of the German language was the only key. Vi' ill 
this be true in a less d~grec after the war than now? Scarcely since the scien­
tific experiences of the war, with the inventions and developments in many 
lines, will have to be made available for peaceful use. The war has remade 
aeronautics, for example, and also a good deal of chemistry. And the Ger­
mans have been in the forefront of these developments. The benefit of their 
experience and researches would accrue to themselves alone unless we were 
prepared to avail ourselves of the information recorded in the German lang­
uage." (Monatshc_fte.) 

"It will be useless- even silly-to boycott the German language" writes 
COMMERCE AND FINANCE. "CoM~1ERCE AND FINANCE is right," remarks 
the J\IrLWAUKEE JouRNAL. "America must not fall into mistakes of the sort 
Prussia has made. \Ye must not boycott the German language or any lang­
uage. But we must sec that the German language and all other foreign lang­
uages are reduced to their legitimate place in American life. * * * Every high 
school should offer at least one Germanic language and one Romance lang­
uage. In most rases these will be German and Fr.cnrh. Every college should 
offer at least seven or eight of the more widely spread languages. l3ut 
in no case should any one definite language be required. In high schools it 
might be well to make the study o_f a foreign tongue fully optional. In col­
leges, study of a foreign tongue should be required, but the choice should rest 
within certain limits, with the student. "-(From Monatsheftc.) 

In an article in "The New Republic" of April 20, 1918 on "Prussia and 
Our Schools" Charles H. Judd writes: "The elementary schools of the 
United States borrowed their plan of organization arn). the general definition 
of their course of study from Prussia." Then he describes this school for the 
common people, the "Volksschule," the educational conditions in America 
which led to their adoption and then continues: "The course of study of the 
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\'olkss<'hule is what might be cxpcPtcd in su<'h n s<'hool. There is no foreign 
language. \Yhy should the C'ommon people know any other language than 
tl1C'ir own? There arc no advan<'cd subjec·ts; for C'Xam~lc, tlwr<' arc no higher 
mathcmntics, only rudimC'ntary arithmC'ti<'. T11C'rC' is plenty of history and a 
regular training in religion." 

":Never was more perfc<'t institutional ma<'hinery set up for systematic 
C'ontrol and limitation of the range of ideas of a nation." 

Then he takes up the school of the aristocracy, the "Gymnasium," con­
tTasts the narrow training of the teacher of the Volksschulc with the thoro 
and broad training of the teacher of the Gymnasium. Ile points out how the 
Volksschulc rc<'civcs the <'hildren at six years of age, keeps them for eight 
years and turns them out at fourteen finished products, with none except the 
most ordinary prospects bcfor<' them. The Gymnasium on the other hand 
re<'eivcs the boys at six, gives them a three-year primary course and then a 
nine-year course, which connects with the university and opens the way to 
every field. Then he continues: "The course of the Gymnasium is of the 
type suited to the needs of aristocracy. The boy has plenty of foreign lang­
uage. He begins Latin after the fourth year. English and French come 
after the sixth. He studies advanced subjects early." 

"It is one of the ironies of history that American educational loaders in 
the middle of the last ccntmy were so intent upon getting something for the 
C'ommon people that they borrowed one of the most potent devices of autoc­
raC'y for the suppression of the common people. The limiting influence of 
the Volksschule has hampered the normal development of our education. Our 
C'lcmcntary school has been bound by the tradition that its instruction is 
strictly rudimentary." 

After illustrating this point with arithmetic he continues: "Or take 
the foreign languages. Young children learn these readily. All over Europe 
the boys and girls who arc going to study Latin or French begin it early. But 
not in America, because the Volksschule is the place where American boys and 
girls spend eight long years and there is no foreign language study in the Volks­
S<'hule." 

"Our elementary school has committed a great sin against democracy 
in rcstriPting the opportunity of generations of American children." 

Attitude of the Chief European Beligerants 
ATTITUDE OF GERMANY 

The attitude of Germany is well summarized by a statement in the Mann­
heim Gazette as quoted by the Monatschefte from the annual report of Mr. 
Claxton, U. S. Commissioner of Education. lt runs as follows: "The mod­
ern languages occupy a prominent position in our Realschulen and Oberreal­
schulen. No narrow minds will demand their curtailment because of the un­
pleasant experiences with the French and the English. On the contrary, the 
knowledge of these languages is absolutely necessary to us, especially that of 
English. Ignorance of a foreign language is not an element of strength, but 
of weakness. Besides Germany has no intention of isolating herself from the 
rest of the world when the war is over. She does not want to wage war after 
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1he war. She strivc-s more than evC'r to p<'n<'trntC' into tlH' world. * * *The 
modern languages ought to he givC'n mor<', not IC'ss, time than herC'tofore." 

A.TTI'l'tTDE OF Flt.\N('E 

The situation in France can be ascertained from the Official Report 
from Inspector-General Pote! of the French Government, reprinted from 
Vol. 1, :No. 1, of 8chool Life (U.S. Bureau of EduC"ation) in the Monatshl'fte 
Sept. 1918. 

I. 

In the beginning of the war a fetiling of hostility against instruction in 
German manifested itself in France. Discussions were opened in the news­
papers, and the attendance at the German ch1sses of the first cyc·le became 
poor. The University, which perceived the clanger, did not fail to make it 
known. In the month of Peptember, 1916, an int.erministerial commission 
met at the Ministry of \\'ar to study the modifications to he made in the ex­
aminations for admission to the important military schools as regards foreign 
languages. In the course of one of its meetings the said commission was in­
cidentally informed by thC' inspectors-general of secondary education, who were 
present, of the danger which German instruction in France ran. The inter­
ministerial commission made a series of propositions to which the Ministry 
of War was good C'nough to give its approval. In a lC'ttC'r which it addressed 
on November 26 to the minister of public instruction, it communicated to 
him the modifications made in the competitive examinations for admission to 
the Polytechnic 8chool and the School of Saint-Cyr. The essential provision 
of the Ministcri~l order was as follows: 

(1) From tlw first the commission has allowC'd <'andidates to choose as 
an obligatory language either German, English, or Russian. The minister 
added: "The l'niversity must counteract, in so far as it lies within its power, 
the tendency to which the inspectors-general, mC'mbers of the commission, 
have called nttcntion, which manifests itself among the pupils to abandon the 
study of Gnman .. , On his si<le, the minister of public instrurt ;on invited 
the heads of institutions to exert their influence with the families to have 
their children inscribed for the German course. 

Public opinion, once enlightened, bC'camC' normal again. In the course 
of my visits of inspection in the years 1916 and 1917 I no1icC'd that the at­
tendance at the German classes of the sixth and fifth had markedly increased 
the number of pupils studying German varies from onC'-quarter to a third of 
the total number of scholars. It is in the public schools that the abandon­
ment of German is most marked, doubtless because the pupils of these es­
tablishments are recruited from the small town or rural districts where the 
higher needs of the country are not perceived with the same clearness as in 
the important intellectual centers. 

In the universities the German language and German literature are still 
studied. As regards the commercial schools, 1\1. Jouanny, member, secre-

-11-



tary of the Chamber of Commerce of Paris, made me the following statement: 
"vVc have maintained the instruction of German in our ffve schools." 

11. 

One may therefore reply with all assmancc that the courses and classes 
of German in the schools of France will still be attended. But the studies, 
from the fact of the war, have undergone _profound changes which the pro­
grams did not need to prescribe, because they occurred, so to speak, spon­
taneously. Already the Ministerial instructions of 1902 specified that "apart 
from the language itself, ·the foreign country and the people who live in it 
should furnish more particularly material for instruction." 

To-day less than ever should there be ignorance of Germany. One must 
first study her on the spot, follow her economic evolution and the develop­
ment of her social institutions, the movement of her associations, the instruc­
tion given in her universities. One must watch over all the manifestations 
of her activity, and, in order to be exact, our information must be based on a 
knowledge of the German language. If we arc ignorant of German, we do 
not know Germany, or, again, what is more serious still, we shall only know 
and see of her what she wishes to show us. She will appear generous, human­
itarian, and pacifist, and will conceal, under the veneer of an innocent good 
nature, her moral hideousness, which, when she reveals herself, revolts the 
human conscience. 

When peace is signed the Germans must be watched at home, but they 
must also be watched here with us. What makes the strength of Germany is 
above all the manner in which she has known how to establish herself in all 
countries. Have France, England, and America been as attentive to the 
expansion of Germany and the intrigues of her a,gents? It has required the 
Teutonic misdeeds in America, the propaganda in Ireland, Italy, Russia, 
and France even to open our eyes. Do not let us hope to raise a wall which 
will protect from attempts at invasion on the part of Germany. She will have 
abroad her associations, churches, lodges, choral societies, patronal or working­
men's syndicates, who will all prepare for the next war. It would be culpable 
not to speak the language of all these artisans of a powerful country like Ger­
many, for one must understand what they say, read wha_t they wTite, and 
endeavor to learn what they think. 

THE ATTITUDE OF ENGLAND 

The attitude can best be seen in the report of a committee appointed 
by the English government. We give in part an article reprinted by the 
Monatshefte from No. 7 of "School Life," published by the Department of t he 
Interior, Bureau of Education. For lack of space the entire article cannot be 
here given, but we shall select such parts as have direct bearing on our subject. 
The article says: 

" That ignorance of language is a serious obstacle to the development of 
foreign trade, and especially that ignorance of enemy peoples and their lang­
uages has hampered Great Britain's war efforts, are important conclusions 
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rearhed by a committee of distinguished men appointed in August, 1916, by 
Mr. Asquith, then prime minister of Great Britain, to inquire into the posi­
tion of modern languages in the educational system of the nation. 

The report of the committee, recently made public, is exhaustive and well­
considercd. It gives first place to French in the history of modern civiliza­
tion, though the literature of England may have exceeded that of France, and 
Germany may have excelled in the actual bulk and volume of scientific work 
during recent years. For Englishmen, German is rated in practical value as 
second only to French, and on the strictly commercial side German is prob­
ably superior. 

The chairman of the committee was Stanley Leathers, civil service com­
missioner and one of the editors of Cambridge Modern History. Among the 
oth,er members were Sir Maurice de Bunsen, British Ambassador at Vienna 
when war was declared; Dr. H. A. L. Fisher, who was a member of the Govern­
ment committee on German outrages and who resigned his place on the mod­
ern language committee to become president of the board of education; Dr. 
"''alter Leaf, the banker and a translator of Homer; and Sir James Yoxall 
who at one time was the royal commissioner on secondary education. 

The report discusses such topics as the history of the study of modern 
languages in Great Britain; the neglect of modern studies; the value of modern 
studies; the relative importance of the several languages; the means of in­
struction; the supply and training of teachers for schools; the method of in­
struction; and ends with a summary of conclusions and recommendations. 
It is a safe prediction that this report will be esteemed as a valuable contri­
bution to the discussion of the place in present-day education of modern 
language study. It deserves the careful study of the educators of this coun­
try as they approach problems of educational reconstruction and readjust­
ment. The following excerpts from the report are of special interest: 

The evidence collected by us seemed conclusive as to the need of foreign 
languages in business, especially under the new conditions which may be ex­
pected to prevail after the war. Keen emulation will then be encountered; 
lost ground must he recovered; new openings must be found; in countries 
where we felt secure we shall find our footing prerariotrn. Ho large is the part 
of our industrial product marketed abroad, so greal is our rapital invested in 
foreign countries, so universal was our carrying trade, so extensive are our 
financial transactions and influence and power of our credit, that any impedi­
ment to our success will react not only on those firms directly interested in 
foreign markets, but also on the prosperity of the whole country. Our foreign 
trade does not comprise the whole of our activities, but the whole of our ac­
tivities depend upon it. In a great part of our foreign trade a knowledge of 
languages, a knowledge of foreign countries and of foreign peoples, will be di­
rectly and abundantly remunerative. 

****** 
Ignorance of the mental attitude and aspirations of the German people 

may not have been: the cause of the war; it certainly prevented due prepara­
tion and hampered our efforts after the war had begun; it still darkens our 

-13-



rounsels. :-ii111ilar ignorance of France, µ;reatrr ignor:111c·c· of Italy, abysmal 
ignoranrr of llussia h:we impC'd<:>d the effrrtivr prosreution of the war, and 
will impPcle friendly and co-operative action after the ,nu is over. 

* * * * * * * * 
For lhr acquisition of sound knowlPdgc of any foreign (•ountry a speaking 

kncn\'lrdgr of the language is tbe first nc'<'l'HHily. II11nclrrds of thousands of 
British cilizC'nR travPlC'cl in France bdorr lhr war; hut only a minimal per­
centagr gol any knowledge of the FrPneh proplC', brr,rnse the others could 
not converse with thr inhabitants in thPir. own language'. 

* * * * * * * * 

Thr importanec of any language may be judµ;rd hy the significance of 
its people in the- devc-lopment of rnodcrn C'ivilization, by the intrinsic value 
of its literature, by its contribution to the valid learning of our times, and by 
its pradical use in commercial and otlwr national inkrcoursc. 

*****' 
Before the war German" as, perhaps, the fir~l language from the point of 

view of information. lts preeminence was attained somewhat rapidly-in 
the course' of the nipeteenth century, aml es1)('cially in the last 40 years. In 
philoHophy and in those sciences and quasi-sc-icne('H in which new knowledge 
is c·onstantly acquired and general ,·otl('!'ptions undergo frequent modific-a­
tions, no st11(knt who wished to keep abreast of tlw tinws could afford lo 
ignore' GC'rman publications. This position was strengthened by the indus­
try and competC'nCC' of German translators. Important works of learning and 
literatur0 produrcd in languages not gem•nllly known, such as Dutch and 
Russian, wcrC' often accessible only in German translations. The German 
suprC'macy was skilfully fostered by the admirably organized German book 
trade and cxtrndcd not only to the natural science's, but to the whole field 
of philology and antiquities and, to a largP part of history. 

From the praet ic-al point of view ( :<'rnian "as second in value to French 
alone, aud on the st rirlly commctTial sid<· prnhahly Pqual, or even superior, to 
it owing to the wide extPusiou of German aetivitv and lhe gcueral use of Ger­
man iri the busi11c·ss of Hussra a11d the Balkan l'C'11insula. 

* * * * * * * * 
,\flC'r thC' war the importance of German ,mrnt c·01-rC'spond with the im­

portaneP of German:,·. If Germany after the war is still enterprising, indus­
trious, highly organized, formidable no leH~ in trade than in ,:irms, we can not 
afford to neglcrt her or ignore her for a moment; we ran not leave any of her 
activities unstudied. The knowled!!:e of Germany by specialists will not 
suffice; it musL be widespread throughout thC' people. ,\ democracy can not 
afford lo be ignorant. 

\\'(' may indicate one point in particular whil'h is likPly Lo be of import­
an1·P at the C'nd of the war. It will in any !'ase be impossible to oust the usC' 
of German in commerce, even for our own purpo~e al home, apart from any 
question of competition in neutral countries. ThC' mere settlement of pre-
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war accounts with Germany will be a long and diffiC'ult matter. 1f we arc 
not ourselves able to supply men who have sufficient knowledge of German 
to conduct the necessary correspondence, strong incentives will be offered to 
revert to the old practice of employing qualified German clerks for the pur­
pose. 

This is only one of many considerations which lead us to the conclusion 
that it is of essential importance to the Nation that the study of the German 
language shoulcl'be not only maintained, but extended." 
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