(1.5L/D; 1.5S)
Instructional Period 6401

Title: War as Science: Jomini and J. F. C. Fuller

Themes:

1. Influence of politics across the full spectrum of warfare

2. Importance of local circumstances

3. Impact of technology on strategy and doctrine

Introduction: Over the past two centuries, two schools of thought (sometimes subconscious, but always real) on the nature of war and strategy have emerged. One stresses the scientific aspects of war (and strategy) and seeks laws or universal theories that govern military action. Theorists in this group emphasize physical or mathematical laws, universal principles or doctrine, technology, and, in some cases, a single weapons system or strategic approach to control war. Such theorists search for certainty, abhor uncertainty, and adhere to a “scientific” view of war and strategy that stresses rational acts according to pre-ordained concepts rather than local circumstances and individual cases. This search for certainty and for universal systems frequently manifests itself in military doctrine, where it may produce doctrinal rigidity or actions that, while doctrinally pure, are irrelevant to local circumstances or strategic goals. During the course you will encounter a number of examples of strategic decisions made from the “Jominian” viewpoint even though the decision-makers were doing so without direct reference to Jomini himself.

Antoine-Henri Jomini has been the single most influential writer on the scientific approach, and his influence remains pervasive today. The first reading presents an overview of Jomini’s philosophy and his place in military thought. The course asks you to see beyond the details to the pattern of thought and the prescriptive attitude that are at the root of this approach. Jomini’s enduring relevance rests not in the details of his concepts, sometimes described in the term “war on the map,” but in the conceptual framework that concentrates upon war’s tangible elements and the attempts to establish a rational framework with universal validity. All doctrine may be seen as at least partly Jominian. The idea that there is a single “best” way to use military force, which is the definition of doctrine, is inherently Jominian. This does not mean that such an approach is wrong in any particular case, but it does indicate a set of unspoken assumptions about the nature of warfare of which you should be aware.

J. F. C. Fuller, a British officer of the First World War and a brilliant if controversial writer for another fifty years, is the modern personification of Jominian thought. A pioneer in the theory of armored warfare and a true military intellectual, Fuller drew heavily on Jominian thought for his broad theory of war based on objects, spheres of war, elements, principles, functions of force, and the law of economy of force. He created the modern concept and even the list of principles of war. His thought also exhibits the influence of a variety of intellectual traditions, ranging from mystical philosophy to practical knowledge of military affairs.

The final reading introduces the student to the origins and nature of the “principles of war.” These are perhaps the most obvious enduring expression of Jominian thought, but they are by no means isolated in that respect.

Lesson Objective: Analyze the assumptions and outlook of the “Jominian” (scientific) framework of understanding war and strategy. PJELA: 1a, 1b, 1c, 2d, 3a, 3c, 4c, 4d, 5a, 6a. SAE: 2.

Desired Learning Outcomes:
1. Relate patterns of continuity and change in the styles of warfare to developments in the international system and intellectual developments between 1648 and 1815.

2. Analyze Jomini’s approach to war and strategy and the long-term implications for strategic thought and practical application of military power.

3. Assess the implications of the Jominian/Fuller (scientific) view for strategy and doctrine.

Questions for Study and Discussion:
1. It is said that Jomini synthesized the Enlightenment and changes that developed in the styles of warfare between 1648 and 1789. What were the most enduring elements of these changes? 

2. What are Jomini’s most important concepts of war and strategy?

3. Why do some argue that Jomini represents the “scientific” view of war and strategy?

4. What is the role of theory in the Jominian view of war?

5. How does the thought of J. F. C. Fuller compare to that of Jomini?

6. Why might John Shy have written that Jomini was the most influential military writer of all time? 

7. What are the strengths and weaknesses of Jominian patterns of thought generally and of the “principles of war” in particular?

Assigned Readings:
1. Shy, John, “Jomini,” in Makers of Modern Strategy from Machiavelli to the Nuclear Age, edited Peter Paret, 1986, pp. 143–186. (Separate Issue)

2. Fuller, John Frederick Charles, The Foundations of the Science of War, 1926, pp. 18–27, 30–40.

3. Alger, John, “Looking Back to Future War,” Quest for Victory: The History of the Principles of War, 1982, pp. 173–192.

Suggested Readings:
Brodie, Bernard, “Strategy as Science,” World Politics, Vol. 1, July 1949, pp. 467–488.

Gat, Azar, The Origins of Military Thought from the Enlightenment to Clausewitz, 1989, especially pp. 106–135.

Jomini, Baron Antoine Henri, “Summary of the Art of War,” The Art of War, 1971 edition, esp. pp. 11–13, 34, 37–39, 46–54, 59–76, 91–94, 104–116, 298–305.

Reid, Brian Holden, J. F. C. Fuller: Military Thinker (New York: St. Martin’s Press, 1987).

Walt, Stephen M., “The Search for a Science of Strategy: A Review Essay,” International Security, Vol. 12, No. 1, Summer 1987, pp. 140–160.
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