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Abstract 

This thesis studies the perception of deficient German army tactics and officers’ education 1871–

1914 among Swedish officers through the lens of military attaché and study mission reports. The 

historiography paints a picture of increasing German influence on the Swedish military during 

the studied period, while also describing certain aspects of the German army tactics and officers’ 

education as deficient. The reports are studied qualitatively and thematically to map the Swedes’ 

attitudes toward concepts outlined in the historiography, such as mass cavalry charges against 

machine gun fire. The study mission reports are also subjected to a short quantitative study to 

illuminate patterns based on social class, arm affiliation and rank, as a complement to the 

qualitative analysis. The results are furthermore discussed through a theoretical framework 

concerning diffusion of military ideas. The analysis shows that the Swedish officers were in 

many respects rational, criticising the German practices, with no discernible increase in German 

influence over time, contrary to what can be extrapolated from the claims of the historiography. 

The application of the theoretical framework explains this discrepancy, by showing that the 

officers, serving as military-to-military contacts in the process of diffusion, having a different 

experience than their German colleagues, saw the German practices in a different light, and 

generally reported this soberly, while still having an overall positive view of Germany and its 

army.  
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1. Introduction 

One who has spent time in the Swedish Armed Forces is sure to have heard the term Preussisk 

ordning, that is ‘Prussian order’, to denote something exceptionally orderly. This readily 

suggests tropes of the disciplined army of Frederick the Great (1712–1786), or, to some, even 

that of William II (1859–1941). In the context of Sweden, this subject invites a more thorough 

study. The army of Sweden was, for a period stretching roughly from the defeat of the French in 

1871 to the First World War (1914–1918), greatly influenced by imperial Germany, as is still 

seen today, for example in the Pickelhaube of the King’s Guards Battalion. After the German 

victory against the French in 1871, however, some tactics and educational organisation were 

adopted in Germany that, with the benefit of hindsight, can be considered foolish, nostalgic and 

romanticist. How, then, were these deficiencies perceived by Swedish army officers? Were they 

blinded by teutophilic fervour, or did they rationally evaluate their German role model’s 

regulations and system? This thesis, through qualitative text analysis of Swedish military attaché 

and study mission reports, as well as a complementary limited quantitative study of the latter, 

finds that the Swedish officers in question were often more rational and critical than previous 

literature might indicate.1 

 

1.1. Historical Problem 

From the literature overview, presented further on in this thesis, it is clear that Germany 

constituted an influence on Sweden—on foreign policy and military matters from the 1870s 

onward, in a broader cultural and social manner since about the turn of the century—culminating 

in the decades before the First World War. Many of the authors find implicit results, such as the 

way the Swedish general staff of 1873 was modelled on Germany’s, without there being much 

explicit mention of this in their source material. Others deduce that there was a large influence 

on the officer corps, for example, by showing that an overwhelming majority of study missions 

undertaken by Swedish army officers between 1900 and 1914 went to Germany, but do not 

necessarily show any evidence of such influence. 

 

1 Study mission, as becomes clear further on in this thesis, in this case refers to the practice of sending officers to 
foreign countries, in order to serve at units, attend war colleges, or observe manoeuvres, thereby hopefully reaping 
the benefits of the target country’s experiences. 
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Scholars of the imperial German army, on the other hand, lay bare certain tactical debates, 

sprung from the experiences of the German wars of unification (1864–1871) and skewed lessons 

learned from them. For a long time thereafter, these resulted in regulations that were 

‘technophobic’ and ‘traditionalist’, such as the revival of large-scale cavalry charges, even 

against machine gun fire, as well as a deficient system of officers’ education. 

These two factors—large German influence on the Swedish officer corps on one hand, German 

tactical and educational deficiencies on the other—as well as the fact that tactics are less 

researched in the context of German influence on Sweden, invite one to study in what way 

Swedish officers perceived these deficiencies. 

 

1.2. Purpose and question 

Finding its place within the above historical problem, the purpose of this thesis is to present 

Swedish officers’ perceptions of controversial elements of the German army, found by the 

previous literature to be certain aspects of army tactics and officers’ education. In line with this 

purpose, the question this thesis endeavours to answer is the following: 

 How were deficiencies in imperial German army tactics and officers’ education 

perceived by Swedish military attachés and officers on study missions? 

 

1.3. Context 

The so-called November treaty, signed between Sweden-Norway, the United Kingdom and 

France in 1855 against the backdrop of the Crimean War (1853–1856), stipulated that the two 

latter powers would guarantee the territorial integrity of Sweden-Norway.2 This had been in 

response to Russian claims to housing and fishing rights in parts of Norwegian territory, with 

which Russia once again took up its role as Sweden’s  hereditary enemy, after brief conciliation 

following the future king Charles XIV John’s (1763–1844) election as Swedish crown prince in 

1810. After the defeat of the French by a coalition of German states in 1871, however, the new 

Swedish king, Oscar II (1829–1907), no longer believed in the French capacity to guarantee 

 

2 Folke Lindberg, III: 4: 1872–1914 (Stockholm: Norstedts, 1958), p. 23f. 
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Swedish-Norwegian territorial integrity. Neither against Russia, nor the ascendant Germany. 

While Britain still was seen as a potent deterrent in the Baltic by the King, this was rather a 

standing tension of Realpolitik character than a consequence of the November treaty.  

Oscar II, seeing Russia as the united kingdoms’ of Sweden-Norway dimensioning threat, and 

wanting to break the isolation of the union, created by the broken down discussions on Swedish-

Norwegian entry into the Crimean war, and the King’s late brother and predecessor Charles XV’s 

(1826–1872) failed attempts to involve Sweden-Norway in the second Schleswig War (1864) 

between Denmark on one hand, and Prussia and Austria on the other, thus saw Germany as the 

only possible guarantor against the Russian threat.3 In this circumstance, Oscar II appointed 

Oscar Björnstjerna as foreign minister, a skilled diplomat who in 1871 left his sympathies for 

France by Realpolitik considerations, which can be seen as a programme declaration from the 

King à propos the shift toward Germany.4 The King and his foreign minister, apart from 

convincing Berlin and St. Petersburg of the sincerity in this new royal foreign policy, also had 

to convince those governments that this policy had backing in the public opinion. 

This would prove a more difficult task; the German envoy in Stockholm in 1901, who had 

served in the same city 20 years earlier, noted in a dispatch that a shift had taken place in public 

opinion. In the 1880s, a strong French sympathy was still prevalent among both courtiers and 

the bourgeoisie, while noting in another dispatch in 1904 that the Bekehrung zum Germanismus, 

that is ‘the conversion to Germanism’, had been one of the latest quarter century’s largest shifts 

in public opinion.5 

The conclusion can thus be drawn that a slow shift in public opinion had taken place between 

the French defeat in 1871 and the turn of the century, to Germany’s favour. Militarily, however, 

‘this conversion to Germanism’ seems to have occurred earlier. For example, a general staff 

along Prussian lines was instituted in 1873, Sweden in general sought to equip its army with the 

same material as the German and organise its army along German lines, the officers’ education 

was modelled on a German model, German military thought was prevalent at the Swedish 

Officers’ College, and even the system of conscription that was introduced in 1901 was Prussian 

 

3 Alf W. Johansson & Torbjörn Norman, "Den svenska neutralitetspolitiken i historiskt perspektiv", in Neutralitet 
och försvar: perspektiv på svensk säkerhetspolitik 1809–1985, ed. Bo Hugemark (Stockholm: Militärhistoriska 
förlaget, 1986), p. 14f; Lindberg 1958, p. 30f. 
4 Lindberg 1958, p. 34f. 
5 Ibid., p. 125f. 
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inspired, even though it had roots back to the former French Napoleonic marshal Charles XIV 

John.6  

The creation of the new general staff of 1873 is a good example in this case, since the source 

material used in this study was produced by it. While one scholar notes that there is no clear 

model country in the documents from the general staff’s institution, the general teutophilia of 

the time makes the Prussian tendencies clear.7 This general staff went on to send many officers 

on study missions to Germany, and instituted Sweden’s military attaché system.8 It is against 

this backdrop—a seemingly very strong German influence on Swedish officers and military 

institutions, as well as the public later on, a conviction of German capacity to shield Sweden 

against Russia, and a sense of German military superiority after 1871—that this study is written. 

 

1.4. Historiography 

This overview of prior research on the subject is split between three main parts: scholars’ views 

on German influence on the Swedish military in general, scholars’ views on Swedish officers’ 

study missions to Germany and military attaché reports from Germany, as well as officers’ 

education, and scholars’ views on deficiencies of the imperial German army.  

 

General German influence on the Swedish Armed Forces 

Firstly, the general German influence on the Swedish military is studied. This contextualises the 

analysis of this thesis, and provides a frame on the view of the historiography on Swedish 

perceptions of the German military in general. In the book Militärer och politiker, Kent 

Zetterberg studies the Swedish defence commissions (försvarsberedningar) of 1911 to 1914 

 

6 Kent Zetterberg, Militärer och politiker: En studie i militär professionalisering, innovationsspridning och 
internationellt inflytande på de svenska försvarsberedningarna 1911–1914 (Lund: Militärhistoriska förlaget, 
1988), pp. 13 & 48f; Åke Bernström, Officerskår i förvandling: Den svenska arméofficerskårens rekrytering, 
utbildning och tjänstgöringsförhållanden från 1860-talet fram till 1920 (Stockholm: Historiska institutionen, 
Stockholms universitet, 1988), p. 304f; Bo Hugemark, "The Swedish System of Universal Conscription: Foreign 
models and domestic tradition", Militärhistorisk Tidskrift 1989 (1990), pp. 62 & 70. 
7 Jarl Torbacke, ‘Försvaret främst’: Tre studier till belysning av borggårdskrisens problematik (Stockholm: 
Norstedts Tryckeri, 1983), p. 27f. 
8 Gunnar Åselius, "Militärattacheerna i S:t Petersburg: En undersökning av det svenska underrättelseväsendets 
professionalisering 1885-1917", Militärhistorisk Tidskrift 1990 (1991), p. 11f. 
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among other topics. On the subject of the new general staff of 1873, Zetterberg writes that 

Germany was the model—although this analysis is implicit, since no country is named as a clear 

inspiration in the sources, according to Zetterberg—but that Sweden would not become as 

heavily militarised as Germany, as the Swedish military had wished, because of parliamentary 

compromises.9 Other goals of the military had been introducing general conscription of one year, 

extensions of fortifications in Boden and elsewhere, full implementation of the army 

organisation draft (härordningsförslag) of 1901, the commissioning of coastal defence ships and 

modern torpedo boats, and technological modernisation. All of this, according to Zetterberg, in 

large part had Wilhelmine Germany as its model. However, Zetterberg puts into question 

whether the Swedes took inspiration from Germany on tactical and strategic subjects, because 

of differing traditions, army size, and other preconditions.10 Though this is said about tactics, 

Zetterberg continues to state the likeness between Swedish and German equipment and 

technology—even if Sweden’s smaller budget made it a straggler—as well as German 

inspiration in artillery, war organisation (krigsorganisation) and combined arms exercises.11 

Lastly, Zetterberg emphasises that the Swedish officer corps of 1911–1914 was still primarily 

loyal to the King, and mistrustful of the parliamentary commission—though a sense of 

cooperation and mutual understanding formed over the years—which in itself cannot be seen as 

an inspiration from Germany, but is of importance in the comparison of scholars’ views.12 

On this last topic, Per Thullberg, in the anthology Armed Forces and Foreign Influence, states 

that the Swedish army and general staff, from the 1890s, had been pro leadership reform, 

considering the monarchs’ lessened martial role over time, and the need for coordination between 

army and navy.13 One general, a J. G. Wikander, who according to Thullberg was less close to 

courtly circles, during the defence commissions of 1911–1914 even argued in articles for the 

establishment of a purely military supreme commander, separate from the person of the King, 

which in the end would not happen until 1936. Thullberg goes so far as to state that the Swedish 

officer corps was never influenced by Wilhelmine Germany, contrary to what Zetterberg 

 

9 Zetterberg 1988, p. 13. 
10 Ibid., p. 23. 
11 Ibid., p. 53. 
12 Ibid., pp. 12, 27 & 29. 
13 Per Thullberg, "The Supreme Command of the Armed Forces, 1895-1920: From royal power to parliamentary 
control and professional leadership", in The Swedish Armed Forces and Foreign Influences 1870–1945, ed. Göran 
Rystad (Stockholm: Militärhistoriska förlaget, 1992), p. 15f. 
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concludes—it should be noted that this is written in the context of the question of royal power 

over the military, and as such perhaps is intended to reflect only the officer corps’s subjection to 

foreign influence on that particular topic, but even if so interpreted, it goes against Zetterberg’s 

analysis.14 In this context, that is, viewing Thullberg as writing solely on the topic of the King’s 

role as supreme commander, a rift between Swedish and German officers’ inclinations can be 

seen, as the latter group actively sought to be held outside of political control, preferring to stay 

subservient only to the Emperor. 

Per Eliasson, Lars Ericson Wolke and Gunnar Åselius paint a picture of the history of central 

command in the Swedish Armed Forces on the would-be 150-year jubilee in 2023 of the now 

defunct general staff, in the book Krigsplanläggning och ledning. The authors claim that the 

Prussian-German victories between 1864 and 1871 spurred reform in Sweden, among other 

things on the topic of conscription and material rearmament.15 Most, however, is said on the new 

general staff of 1873, about which the authors claim the source material is “surprisingly bad.”16 

It is not surprising, then, that the authors draw a similar conclusion as Zetterberg, that it can be 

implicitly deduced that Germany was the role model, while only the communication department, 

responsible for railways and the like, in the government’s proposition was framed as a Prussian 

element.17 The authors also believe that Hugo Raab, the first chief of the new general staff of 

1873, was the one who penned the governments proposition in 1873; his German influences can 

be more clearly traced. For example, the general staff, which in line with the German model was 

to be seen as an intellectual elite within the army, was meant, according to the authors, to, on 

behalf of the cabinet and parliament (Riksdagen), conduct intelligence work in peace-time, and 

to elevate the quality of the officer corps.18 The question of the King’s role as supreme 

commander, however, was left unanswered, as the question was delicate at the time. This last 

topic returns at the end of the 19th century, when a merger of the Ministry of Land Defence and 

the Ministry of Naval Affairs was discussed, when Ernst von der Lancken, the chief of the 

general staff, left a reservation against the monarch’s continuing role as supreme commander; 

 

14 Ibid., p. 21. 
15 Per Eliasson, Lars Ericson Wolke & Gunnar Åselius, Krigsplanläggning och ledning: Generalstaben och idén 
om en högsta ledning i försvarsmakten 1873–2023 (Lund: Nordic Academic Press, 2023), p. 43. 
16 Ibid., p. 52. 
17 Ibid., p. 53f. 
18 Ibid., p. 23. 
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von der Lancken argued that a military professional (according to the authors implicitly meaning 

the chief of the general staff himself, who was always an army officer) should take overall 

command of the armed forces in war time.19 The authors confirm a certain German influence on 

questions like the general staff, material acquisition and conscription, broadly in line with the 

image painted by Zetterberg, while also noting that the question of the supreme commander was 

not as simple as the officer corps seeing themselves as ‘the King’s men’. However, they also do 

not fully draw the conclusion, as far as the author of this thesis interprets, that there was no 

influence from Wilhelmine Germany at play. 

While Thullberg’s words on the absence of German influence on the Swedish officer corps 

could be seen to constitute a certain controversy between the authors, the author of this thesis 

chooses to view them as concerning strictly the question of the monarch’s role as supreme 

commander. This view is logically coherent, as Thullberg outlines the stark difference between 

the approach of the two countries’ officer corps on this issue, while regarding his statement as 

concerning all aspects of German influence would mean controversy with large parts of the 

literature reviewed in this thesis, on which Thullberg offers little discussion. Gunnar Åselius also 

makes the statement in his article “Clausewitzreceptionen i Sverige intill första världskriget” that 

the German influence on the Swedish Armed Forces was the largest the decades leading up to 

the First World War.20 Folke Lindberg’s study of German influence in Sweden, which was part 

of the context chapter of this thesis, makes this influence clear, while Jarl Torbacke claims that 

Germany became a model country for Sweden militarily after 1871 his book Försvaret främst.21 

Klaus-Richard Böhme states that the German influence on the Swedish Armed Forces after 1870 

is well-known.22 With this in mind, it must be seen as reasonable to conclude that there was, on 

many topics, a considerable German influence on the Swedish Armed Forces between 1871 and 

1914. 

 

 

19 Ibid., p. 73. 
20 Gunnar Åselius, "Clausewitzreceptionen i Sverige intill första världskriget: Föredrag på Militärhögskolan den 8 
november 1991", Militärhistorisk Tidskrift 1994 (1994), p. 36. 
21 Torbacke 1983, p. 33. 
22 Klaus-Richard Böhme, "Deutsch-schwedische Militärbeziehungen 1918–1932", in Nicht nur Strindberg: 
Kulturelle und literarische Beziehungen zwischen Schweden und Deutschland 1870–1933, ed. Helmut Müssner 
(Stockholm: Almqvist & Wiksell International, 1979), p. 161. 
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Particular influence and studies on the source material of this thesis 

The prior research concerning the particular subject of this study serves to illuminate what has 

been written by scholars on the source material, or similar ones, used in this thesis. While not all 

studies concern the specific time period or countries studied herein, these scholars’ views also 

serve to contextualise this thesis, and offer a general backdrop against which this study’s results 

can be situated. Regarding the institution of the military attaché, the Hanbuch zur deutschen 

Militärgeschichte, in the volume written by Manfred Messerschmidt, gives a broad outline. 

During Napoleonic times, the principle of attaching military personnel to diplomatic missions 

was discussed more intensely, to gain professional knowledge of the circumstances in the armed 

forces of other states.23 The first Prussian military attaché sent out—although the term was not 

yet in use—was to France in 1830, after the July revolution. Initially, these attachés reported 

mainly on military technical topics, and without any special military diplomacy conducted from 

the general staff. Under the German chief of the general staff, Alfred von Waldersee, and with 

the support of Emperor William II, the attachés were asked to report more matter-of-factly, and 

the reports stopped having to go through the foreign office, with which they could also contain 

matters of more political character. 

In the case of Sweden, Gunnar Åselius in 1991 writes that the military attaché institution was 

a consequence of the requirements of modern warfare on rational planning, and that the general 

staff received the task to conduct intelligence work through the proposition of 1873.24 As the 

King was officially supreme commander, the Commando Office of the Ministry of Land Defence 

(Lantförsvarsdepartementets kommandoexpidition) handled the so-called commando matters, 

that is, the matters which the King needed not discuss with the government or the parliament, 

and the general staff did not formally concern itself with matters of leadership of the armed 

forces, the military attachés, similarly to those of Germany, initially reported through the 

government—in Sweden’s case the Commando Office of the Ministry of Land Defence.25 It 

wasn’t until the general staff received its foreign department (utrikesavdelningen) that the 

military attaché reports went directly to the general staff. Furthermore, Åselius notes that the 

 

23 Manfred Messerschmidt, Band II/Abschnitt IV/1: Militärgeschichte im 19. Jahrhundert 1814–1890: Die 
politische Geschichte der preußisch-deutschen Armee (München: Bernhard & Graefe Verlag für Wehrwesen, 
1975), pp. 327–333. 
24 Åselius 1991, p. 11f. 
25 Ibid., pp. 10–12. 
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press, official government reports and statistics became more important over time for diplomats, 

beyond personal contacts.26 

Klaus-Richard Böhme, who studies Swedish military attaché reports from Germany between 

1918 and 1932, broadly confirms the above description of the evolution of the military attaché 

institution, and states that the good military contacts between Sweden and Germany survived the 

end of the First World War. 27 It can thus be concluded that Böhme sees these relations as good 

before the war as well. 

This overview of the historiography concerning the military attaché institution, especially 

those of Sweden and Germany, and regarding the relation between those countries, must be said 

to serve more as a contextual element in this thesis, since none of the authors discuss the Swedish 

military attaché reporting between 1871 and 1914. 

Böhme serves as a segue into the next section, namely the study mission reports of Swedish 

officers, stating that beyond the military attaché institution, such study missions, reading of 

foreign military literature, and the invitation of foreign officers to serve as military advisors were 

good ways of gaining knowledge of foreign armed forces.28 Jarl Torbacke, in his book Försvaret 

främst, reviews a rather shallow overview that Lindberg had already made on the study missions 

of Swedish officers to Germany, but is able to show that even more study missions were made 

than Lindberg had thought.29 Torbacke shows that many of the officers who undertook such 

missions, wanted to participate in military exercises, undergo education at German military 

academies or study military phenomena, many of which were modern, such as the machine gun 

and the aeroplane. Crucially, Torbacke notes that many of the officers who undertook study 

missions to Germany were higher or general staff officers. Due to this, he contends that these 

officers’ experiences had an impact on the Swedish Armed Forces. In 1900, on the request of 

Berlin, Swedish officers could no longer apply for these study missions out of their own interest; 

rather, the Swedish military leadership would now determine what was to be studied, in order to 

decrease the amount of study missions. Torbacke draws the conclusion that all study missions 

thereafter must be seen to be ordered based on Swedish priorities. 

 

26 Ibid., p. 17. 
27 Böhme 1979, p. 160. 
28 Ibid., p. 160. 
29 Torbacke 1983, pp. 33–35. 
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Christian Sandahl researches these study missions more closely, but broadens the perspective 

on one hand, not only looking at journeys to Germany, while slimming it, by only looking at the 

years 1900–1914, in his article. Sandahl criticises Torbacke’s overview of the purpose of the 

study missions, writing that the real purpose need not be the one written on the application to the 

Swedish foreign office.30 Sandahl’s hypothesis stipulates that reasonably, most of the study 

missions should have been undertaken to Russia, which was viewed as the main threat to the 

realm in Sweden and thus should have been of intelligence interest.31 Only then to Germany, as 

a consequence of the Germanisation of society and the close contacts to Germany. Sandahl also 

states as a hypothesis that the introduction of full conscription required a professionalisation of 

the Swedish officer corps, and accounts for this with the fact that the Ministry for Land Defence 

and the foreign office wanted to reduce the postings, for example by only letting those of 

captain’s rank or higher undertake the missions.32 Sandahl reaches the conclusion that Germany 

was by far the most journeyed to country during the time period, with 159 officers going there, 

compared to the second most visited, Austria-Hungary, with 58.33 The fact that only one study 

mission was undertaken to Russia, the country that should have received the most Swedish 

officers according to the hypothesis, is deemed to be that the reciprocal nature of these journeys, 

that is, the expectation that the Russians would send a study mission to Sweden in return for 

receiving one, deterred, according to Sandahl.34 Furthermore, the author concludes that the 

German field artillery was of particular interest to the Swedes, as about one third of all study 

missions undertaken were sent to that arm of service. While the conclusion is drawn that 

primarily military technical aspects motivated most journeys, in Germany’s case, the Swedish 

officers were also interested in the Prussian officer’s ideal.35 

The literature on the topic of the study missions is shown to be of an evolutionary character, 

that is, later studies build on and expand on previous ones quite linearly. Although Sandahl, for 

example, criticises Torbacke’s failure to consider the true purpose of some missions, the scholars 

together paint a picture of these study missions as being seen as important and lucrative for the 

 

30 Christian Sandahl, "Att vidga sin militära blick: Svenska arméofficerares studieresor till Europa 1900–1914", 
Militärhistorisk Tidskrift 1995 (1995), p. 44f. 
31 Ibid., p. 55. 
32 Ibid., p. 58. 
33 Ibid., p. 64. 
34 Ibid., p. 77f. 
35 Ibid., pp. 79 & 67. 
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officer himself, and for the knowledge gain of the entire Swedish Armed Forces; they also 

cement Germany’s role as a model country in military matters for Sweden. 

Recalling Böhme’s words, one method of capitalising on the knowledge of other countries 

regarding military matters, other than through military attachés and study missions, is the reading 

of foreign military literature. This, coupled with the adduced circumstance in the context chapter, 

that Sweden modelled its officers’ education on Germany, introduces the last point of this 

segment of the prior research chapter: officers’ education. 

Åke Bernström, in his dissertation Officerskår i förvandling, describes how the old war 

college, on the initiative of Hugo Raab, was divided into one more general military college, and 

one specialising in military technology.36 The former, the new war college, still called simply 

the War College (Krigshögskolan), was modelled strongly on the German Kriegsakademie in 

Berlin. Bernström speculates that the educational traditions of the military technical college, now 

called the Higher Artillery School (Högre artilleriläroverket), would be too hard to break, while 

a new ‘war college of the general staff’ would be easier to form. Both the organisation and the 

education of the war college, as well as later reforms until the end of the First World War, were 

heavily inspired by Berlin, with the purpose of imitating the German officers’ education 

generally. The Higher Artillery School also followed a Prussian, more practical model, but 

housed more sceptics, and in its case, it was rather the methodology of the education than the 

contents of it, or the organisation of the school, that was Prussian inspired. 

Torbacke also offers some insight on the subject, showing that an educational plan for military 

history at the War College from 1911—which was conceived, but never implemented.37 

According to Torbacke, this was probably because of the ascent of the liberal government of 

Karl Staaff. In this educational plan, the entire last year was to be devoted to the period after 

1870, which in Torbacke’s opinion primarily means the Franco-Prussian war of 1870–1871. 

Torbacke also reviews the only preserved material from the War College’s military historical 

education, namely four manuscripts written by the teacher Carl Westerlund. Torbacke draws the 

conclusion that each manuscript was probably used for one semester each of Westerlund’s two-

year posting at the college. One concerns the Swedish campaign against Norway in 1814, one 

 

36 Bernström 1988, p. 304f (the title translates to 'officer corps in transformation'). 
37 Torbacke 1983, p. 25. 
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the successful Austrian campaign in Italy 1866, one the Prussian campaign in Bohemia the same 

year, and the last the Prussian-German actions of 1870–1871. From there, Torbacke deduces that 

the students must have gained a strong impression of pan-German superiority from this 

educational process.38 

As stated, Åselius positions the German influence on Swedish military thinking as the largest 

during the decades leading up to the First World War, but does not deny any influence during 

earlier decades.39 Åselius also draws the conclusion that, since Germany was the most important 

model for Sweden, Carl von Clausewitz’s importance in Germany is central in Sweden as well. 

Following the German victories between 1864 and 1871—since these victories in a large part 

were attributed to the chief of the German Great General Staff field marshal Helmut von Moltke 

the elder, who in turn subscribed to Clausewitzian thought—Clausewitz eclipsed Antoine Henri 

Jomini as the most influential military thinker in Germany.40 With the reorganisation of the 

Swedish War College in 1878, as described above, Åselius identifies the largest breakthrough 

for German military thought in Sweden; indeed, most students at the college identified 

Clausewitz as the most important military author.41 However, Åselius notes an important 

difference between the writings of Clausewitz and of Moltke, namely that while Clausewitz 

stipulates politics as one of the most important factors limiting a war, from which Åselius draws 

the conclusion that war without politics is unthinkable, Moltke sees politics as only having a role 

in the starting and ending of war, and that the military should take over the domain of politics 

during war.42 According to this Moltkean interpretation, which became prevalent in Germany 

during the decades leading up to the First World War, the aim of the military by default becomes 

to achieve a victory of annihilation, in order to grant politics the best circumstances to make 

peace under. While Åselius doesn’t believe that the question of politics’s superiority over the 

military in itself was a frequently taught subject at the Swedish War College, the difference 

 

38 Ibid., p. 26. 
39 Åselius 1994, p. 36. 
40 Ibid., p. 37. 
41 Ibid., pp. 40 & 42. 
42 Ibid., pp. 36–38 (Åselius cites book VIII chapter 6 of On War and p. 20 of C. O. Nordensvans translation into 
Swedish of the German Great General Staff's work on Moltke's correspondance during the German wars of 
unification. The author of this thesis can confirm the accuracy of Åselius's claims through the German originals 
Carl von Clausewitz, Vom Kriege, 15 edn (Berlin: Keil Verlag, 1937), p. 647, and German Great General Staff, 
Moltkes Militärische Werke 1.: Militärische Korrespondenz (Berlin: Ernst Siegfried Mittler und Sohn, 1892), p. 16 
respectively). 
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between limited and total war, which implicitly acknowledges the superiority of politics, was.43 

Many examples exist of students during the 1870s and 1880s who rail against politics’s influence 

on the army or the goals of a campaign, but who received correcting remarks by their teachers. 

Around the turn of the century, however, Åselius notes a shift in tone; students no longer got 

corrections regarding the superiority of politics, and after 1915, the teachers even corrected 

students who did not emphasise enough the right of the military not to be dictated by politics.44 

This change can also be seen in Swedish military literature; Lars Tingsten, minister of war 

between 1905 and 1907 and chief of the general staff between 1919 and 1922, between the first 

edition of his book on tactics in 1893, and its sixth edition in 1913, went from begrudgingly 

accepting the superiority of politics, to insisting on the necessity of the war leader’s freedom 

from inhibiting restrictions.45 Åselius draws the conclusion that this change in the perception of 

politics’s role follows the German pattern, with some reservations based on domestic 

preconditions.46 

Ericson Wolke, in his book Krigets idéer, also discusses and confirms Åselius’s account, 

stating that Clausewitz would come to overshadow Jomini through the German victories of 

1864–1871, and that the role of politics in making war gradually waned.47 Furthermore, Ericson 

Wolke considers the period 1870–1920 the most heated concerning debate on military thought, 

saying it was also a widespread subject in Germany, confirming again that Sweden built much 

of its military education on the German campaigns of 1866 and 1870–1871.48 The author also 

discusses military journals, many of which were started around the turn of the century in Sweden, 

such as Svensk militär tidskrift by Carl Otto Nordensvan.49 Ericson Wolke states that 

Nordensvan, one of the most prolific writers on military thought at the time, translated many 

foreign works, among them Moltke; while Ericson Wolke recognises Moltke as one of the most 

innovative and successful officers of his time, he writes that one can see how a myth of Moltke 

is supported in Nordensvan’s idealising words, something that transcends reality.50 Also 

 

43 Åselius 1994, p. 43f. 
44 Ibid., p. 44f. 
45 Ibid., p. 45f. 
46 Ibid., p. 49. 
47 Lars Ericson Wolke, Krigets idéer: svenska tankar om krigföring 1320-1920 (Stockholm: Medström, 
2007), pp. 272 & 281–284. 
48 Ibid., p. 273f. 
49 Ibid., p. 275f. 
50 Ibid., p. 301. 
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Tingsten, the war minister and chief of the general staff discussed above, was an active writer, 

and according to Ericson Wolke more influential than Nordensvan; Ericson Wolke sees him as 

very influenced by Clausewitz, but, as Åselius, even more by contemporary German thought, 

among other things being an early proponent of mission command in Sweden (Auftragstaktik in 

German, uppdragstaktik in Swedish).51 

This overview shows that the scholars are more in unison about education and military 

thought. It is clear that the reformed war college of 1878 was heavily influenced by the 

Kriegsakademie in Berlin in both organisation and substance of the education, as well as that 

contemporary military thought from Germany certainly found its way both into the education, 

and the debate in military journals in Sweden. 

 

Imperial German deficiencies 

Regarding the imperial German deficiencies mentioned in the historical problem, two books are 

discussed. They serve a contextualising function, as a backdrop for the study in mapping the 

Swedish officers’ attitudes, rather than being tested by the results presented herein. 

Eric Dorn Brose, in the book The Kaiser’s Army, studies what he calls ‘technophobic’ and 

‘traditionalist’ tendencies in the imperial German army. The book concerns feuds between 

factions of the three arms of the army 1871–1900, regarding experiences and lessons learned 

from the wars 1866–1870/1871.52 By the end of the 1870s, those who prioritised the men and 

their morale over firepower and machine had won; regulations and predominant opinions 

advocated for tight infantry formations and shock tactics, large scale cavalry charges in waves, 

and an offensive field artillery, which sacrificed accuracy and firepower for mobility and glory, 

while the heavy artillery was left in the fortifications. Dorn Brose states that the heavy casualties 

from the latest war, that is the one against France 1870–1871, were not forgotten, but analysed 

through the eyes of the arrogant victor. This type of conservative faction within the officer corps, 

was formed after 1871, technophobic to a certain extent, for example in the cavalry, where the 

importance of that arm was continuously asserted, and pride was placed in not being aided by 

 

51 Ibid., pp. 302–304; Åselius 1994, p. 45f. 
52 Eric Dorn Brose, The Kaiser’s Army: The Politics of Military Technology in Germany During the Machine Age, 
1870-1918 (Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2001), p. 4. 
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modern technology, but rather fighting under the same preconditions as one’s forefathers.53 One 

example of this is incarnated in Prince Frederick Charles (1828–1885), who had commanded the 

Second German Army during the Franco-Prussian War, including Bredow’s cavalry brigade, 

which performed the famous ‘death ride’ at Mars-la-Tour.54 The Prince was made inspector for 

the cavalry in 1871, and championed that arm’s resurgence, focusing on mass shock charges, an 

effort in which he was aided by, among others, the brigadier Karl von Schmidt. Regarding the 

artillery, Dorn Brose notes that the Germans were hesitant to use their initially greater range of 

7 000 metres, double that of neighbouring countries, choosing instead to deploy it in the fray of 

the battle—an alleged lesson learned of 1870–1871.55 

The most heated debate on these subjects took an end in 1880, when the general staff decided 

that the traditionalist regulations needed to be followed.56 This had not fully been the case, as 

some commanders had ignored the regulations, choosing instead to for example train their troops 

in broken-up formations. Dorn Brose draws the conclusion that both infantry and cavalry officers 

at the start of the 1880s had technophobic tendencies, forgot the lessons of the latest war, and 

fell into romanisation of pyrrhic victories like St. Privat and Mars-la-Tour. An example of the 

infantry officers’ belief in the offensive spirit over technology, is the fact that repeater rifles were 

rejected by a commission in 1880, because it was thought that the soldier would fire all his rounds 

too quickly, and succumb to panic and defeatism. Within the artillery, which was over-all more 

liberal and bourgeois, a split occurred as well; the fortification artillery, more middle class and 

with a more scientific education, stood against the field artillery, which rather emulated the 

conservative Junker class, and the education of which was more in line with that of the cavalry.57 

All the arms of the army had become dominated by traditionalist forces; the fact that France and 

Russia were leading in technological development in the 1880s and 1890s, did not concern the 

German officers, since they, according to Dorn Brose, saw themselves as superior in intelligence, 

self-sufficiency, moral and initiative.58 Several factors led to the moderation of these tendencies, 

such as the appointment of Alfred von Waldersee as chief of the general staff in 1888, the same 

 

53 Ibid., see for example p. 12ff. 
54 Ibid., p. 10. 
55 Ibid., p.  31. 
56 Ibid., pp. 20–24. 
57 Ibid., p. 35. 
58 Ibid., p. 42. 
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year William II ascended to the throne; Waldersee, who Dorn Brose describes as the “spiritus 

rector of preventative war,” was unsettled by the Emperor’s militarist vanity and hawkishness, 

and became sceptical of traditionalism himself.59 The deaths of traditionalists such as Prince 

Frederick Charles allowed for reform in the regulations, especially under Emperor Fredrick III 

(1831–1888), which survived into the reign of his son.60 

Steven E. Clemente, in his book For King and Kaiser!, discusses controversial policies in the 

education of Prussian and German cadets and officers 1860 to 1914. Firstly, Clemente discusses 

the cadet schools, that is, an alternative to a civilian schooling for younger children. These cadet 

schools did require quite good knowledge of German, Latin, mathematics and more, already at 

the ages of ten to twelve, but these requirements were lower than at the civilian school, which 

started at nine years of age.61 Especially, Clemente notes that the entrance exams were not 

administered to find the best pupils—that was unfeasible, since only noblemen or middle class 

children with a military background came into question—rather, it was to determine in which 

cohort the pupil should start. Since graduation (Abitur) did not necessarily result in an officer’s 

commission, and the army wanted its officers as quickly as possible, many cadets never finished 

their education.62 On the receiving end though, many army officers criticised the cadets’ lacking 

education, not in professional or technical aspects—these were considered to be taught well 

enough through experience—but against the theoretical education and Bildung; many civilian 

aspiring officers had better education than their cadet peers.63 Clemente also shows that, while 

Prussia was the first country to institute an academy specifically for general staff officers, an 

order for the Kriegsakademie from some years before the outbreak of the First World War shows 

that the education was meant to provide the officers with militarily required knowledge and 

judgement, while scientific subjects were only taught, when they had a direct military use; not 

representing the intellectual engine of the army, as which the general staff is often described.64 

Lastly, Clemente also shows that while the education plan of the 1820s was impressive on paper, 

the only militarily non-professional subjects that were required were history, and either 

 

59 Ibid., p. 50. 
60 Ibid., pp. 55–62. 
61 Steven E. Clemente, For King and Kaiser!: The Making of the Prussian Army Officer, 1860–1914 (New York: 
Greenwood Press, 1992), pp. 85–87. 
62 Ibid., p. 100. 
63 Ibid., p. 100f. 
64 Ibid., p. 74. 
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mathematics or foreign languages; since the final note was important for the officer, they had 

neither time nor incentive to dedicate themselves to other humanities, which led to many of these 

subjects being removed during the 1880s.65 To summarise, Clemente states that this educational 

feud within the Prussian-German army, which existed in other countries as well, had a certain 

social character; the aversion toward opening the officer’s path toward broader groups of the 

population was to the detriment of the officers’ Bildung.66 Education became primarily focused 

on strictly battle related matters, while history, languages, economy, psychology, constitutional 

law, international law, and politics were neglected. 

These two authors, who write about differing topics, do not offer much to cross-examine. 

However, they point to important deficiencies, which do not become illuminated through the 

mythical status of the Prussian-German army, and are underarticulated in large parts of other 

research. This prior research chapter has endeavoured to demonstrate two main points: firstly, 

that there is relatively a consensus regarding the existence of a considerable German Influence 

on the Swedish armed forces, especially in regard to the subjects this thesis aims to study, and 

secondly, that there were certain deficiencies, controversies already in their own time, within the 

imperial German army, which Sweden would have done better not to adopt. This, as is presented 

in chapters 1.1. and 1.2., invites to the study of writings of Swedish officers on these German 

regulations, tactics and policies, to find out, how they were perceived.  

 

2. Sources and methodology 

2.1. Sources 

The general temporal limitation of this study, 1871 to 1914, is motivated through the above prior 

research. From different scholars’ opinions an assessment can be made that Sweden politically 

and militarily tied closer ties to Germany starting with the latter country’s victory against France 

in 1871, and that this influence was at its highest the decades before the First World War.  

The source material consists of two categories: Swedish military attaché reports from Berlin, 

written from 1881 to 1914 and onward, and Swedish officers’ study mission reports, written 

 

65 Ibid., p. 177. 
66 Ibid., pp. 209–211. 
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during the entire time frame of this thesis. This selection is made, because the officers who 

authored these reports had a unique insight and access among Swedish officers to perceive the 

deficiencies outlined by Dorn Brose and Clemente. While it is thereby not possible to claim any 

representativity in regard to the entire Swedish officer corps’s view on these deficiencies, this 

approach enables the study of the Swedish officers’ views, who had the best possibility to reflect 

on the deficiencies up close. 

A second selection is made by confirming a report is interesting for the study, meaning it in 

some way treats German army tactics or officers’ education; for example, a study mission to 

army manoeuvres is more likely to contain an officer’s view on the outlined controversial army 

tactics than a military attaché report on the grain reserves of a regiment. The general purpose of 

the report or article, as well as the officer’s implicit or explicit judgements of what he sees, 

creates the groundwork for an analysis. It can also be stated that, while matters pertaining to the 

navy naturally fall out of the scope of this thesis, which concerns itself with the army through 

the historical problem, constructed on the tension between the different historiographies, matters 

pertaining to the navy are also rarely discussed in the source material. 

All source material is archival material from the Swedish War Archive’s (Krigsarkivet) 

archive for the general staff (generalstaben). This archive is split into different sub-archives 

depending primarily on the department of the general staff, which created the source. All sources 

used in this study, are found in one of three sub-archives, depending on when they were received 

by the general staff. Firstly, all military attaché and study mission reports written until 1907 are 

found in the open—that is, non-secret—archive of the military statistical department (Ö 

militärstatistiska avdelningen (Ö for öppen, open)). In 1908, the foreign department of the 

general staff (Ö utrikesavdelningen) was created. This department’s open archive covers military 

attaché reports between 1908 and 1914, and study mission reports between 1907 and 1914. 

Lastly, the foreign department’s previously secret archive (H utrikesavdelningen (H for hemlig, 

secret)) contains no military attaché reports within the scope of this study, but study mission 

reports from 1912 to 1914 and onward. The archival references all consist of the code for the 

archive, sub-archive and series in NAD (Nationell arkivdatabas, the Swedish state archive’s data 

base), volume, and document. Any quotes taken from the source material are translated into 

English by the author of this paper. 
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Parts of both types of reports have numbered pages. When these are to be found, they are 

referenced in the footnotes. Some reports number every sheet of paper, often constituting four 

pages. In these cases, the original page numbering is followed. 

Concerning source criticism, the authenticity of the sources can hardly be disputed. That is, 

the way in which they were archived, coming directly from the general staff to the Swedish 

state’s archive, strengthens their authenticity. The criterion of contemporaneity is largely 

satisfied. Most study mission reports are written after the homecoming to Sweden, within a few 

months of the mission in question, but the general perception of the tactics or officers’ education 

observed, must be considered to withstand this temporal gap. The military attaché reports, 

depending on their subject, follow the same pattern, although several are written closer to the 

events they concern. The criterion of independence is also largely satisfied. The study mission 

reports are overwhelmingly written based on personal observations, while the military attaché 

reports often partly rely on second hand information, although this is transparently disclosed. 

Furthermore, it is the perception of the officers which is studied, which can be done withstanding 

potential reliance on second hand information. Concerning the tendency of the sources, it is 

partly exactly the tendency that is studied, with which, for example, a rationally unwarranted 

pro-German stance is evaluated through the analysis. Regarding ethical considerations, the 

author of this study has not noted any larger aspects to evaluate. The studied period is recent 

enough temporally that multiple grandchildren of the authors of the source material still live, but 

the implications of teutophilia in this context should not be seen as damaging in any way.67 

Lastly, it must be stated that far from all material is present in the archives. Several military 

attaché reports are missing, most notably all reports after 1892 and before 1898. Considering the 

study mission reports, the numbers disclosed by Sandahl in the historiography chapter show that 

only a fraction of the undertaken missions have left reports in the archive. The reason behind 

either gap is not disclosed in the information of the archive, nor in the literature of the 

historiography chapter. These gaps in source material must be said to weaken the implications 

any temporal patterns found, such as increasing or decreasing German influence. Such gaps 

could be filled with complementary sources, such as discussions in military journals, as was 

 

67 In this thesis’s analysis, teutophilia is to be understood as a blanket term encompassing support for tactical and 
educational deficiencies, be it full or apologetical support. Thus, it is not to be understood as general pro-German 
sentiments. 
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initially considered in this study, but not implemented, as it would have been outside the scope 

of this paper; complementing the sources in such a way might fill some gaps and offer interesting 

information to study, however, the military journals would rather illuminate the debate on 

German tactics and officers’ education in Sweden than represent the first-hand comments of this 

study’s source material, thus shifting the purpose and question of chapter 1.2. somewhat. The 

available material is nonetheless extensive enough to paint a picture of Swedish officers’ 

perception of the matters at hand. 

 

2.2. Methodology 

Mostly, a qualitative text analysis is applied. The relevant reports, that is, those concerning 

German army tactics or officers’ education, are read, and any evaluation of these subjects by the 

author is noted. This can be either explicit, such as stating mass cavalry charges against machine 

gun fire to be unlikely to succeed in real war, or implicit. These implicit evaluations are largely 

dependent on context and wording, and are more clearly exemplified in the analysis. Many 

reports also include very matter-of-fact descriptions. When a whole report is written in such a 

way, this is also noted. 

The military attaché and study mission reports are of quite different character, insofar as the 

military attaché reports are written by fewer people over a longer period, with multiple reports 

being written by the same individual, while the study mission reports are all written by different 

individuals. Thus, the military attaché reports can give more insight into single individuals’ 

opinions on several topics, while it is harder to draw general conclusions quantitatively. 

Conversely, the study mission reports only grant insight into any one individual’s perspective on 

a certain issue, while the larger volume of authors makes a more quantitative approach possible, 

studying whether rank, social class or arm affiliation—that is, whether one belongs to the 

infantry, cavalry or artillery or general staff, in this case—have any bearing on the author’s 

perception. 

Thus, the study is divided into two themes, military attaché and study mission reports 

respectively. Both are discussed qualitatively regarding common themes, disagreements between 

authors and characteristics. The study mission reports are, following a closer discussion, 

assigned one of four attributes—teutophilia, rationality, a combination of teutophilia and 

rationality, or matter-of-factness. This classification is done only based on the subjects of 
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concern to this thesis, that is, the deficiencies outlined by Dorn Brose and Clemente. Thus, 

teutophilia, in the case of this paper, refers not to general pro-German sentiments, but only views 

on German army tactics and officers’ education. Many officers, for example, speak very highly 

of the discipline of the Germans during parades, while still being critical of the tactics used; if 

this admiration for parades were included in the classification, it would increase the teutophilia 

drastically. An example of teutophilia would be uncritical admiration for mass cavalry charges 

and offensive spirit, while rationality would be considering such tactics made impossible by the 

effects of modern weaponry, such as the machine gun. An example of matter-of-factness would 

be to describe the events of a German army corps manoeuvre, without evaluation. A combination 

of teutophilia and rationality could be an officer being both supportive of the cavalry’s 

resurgence in Germany, while still considering it unrealistic to order cavalry charge against 

heavy artillery fire.  

A discourse analysis, for example, could be considered, however, while some conclusions 

might be drawn regarding the reasons for certain individuals forming their language in a certain 

way, or how it changes, it is not the main purpose of this study. Rather, it is the contents of the 

discourse itself that is interesting, not the structures behind it. Shifting the focus to the 

construction of language, or even more to the social and other preconditions of the source 

material’s authors, would shift the question away from the officers’ perceptions. 

The categorisation of the study mission report authors’ attitudes allows for a limited 

quantitative study. A quantitative content analysis is applied, where the four categories above 

are mapped against three breakups of the officer cohort: 1) social class, that is, noble or non-

noble, 2) arm affiliation, that is, infantry, cavalry, artillery or general staff, and 3) rank, that is, 

whether the individual in question is a higher officer (major and upward) or a lower one 

(lieutenant to captain). Through this breakup, patterns emerge by frequency distribution, 

indicating whether for example teutophilia is more common among nobles than non-nobles, or 

among higher officers than lower ones. 

This abstraction is necessarily a simplification of the more nuanced results of the qualitative 

segment, and the categorisation of the officers’ attitudes must be seen as more heuristic than 

absolute, considering some use stronger language than others, or sit somewhere between the 

categories. The amount of study mission reports, 30 in total, also limits how much the results 

can be extrapolated; statistical inference is impossible with such a sample size. However, 
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coexisting with the qualitative segment, this need not detract from the results, while offering new 

insight into the patterns regarding rank, social class and arm affiliation.  

It is also important to note that this study, beyond not researching the reasons behind the 

officers’ attitudes as discussed above, can not discern the impact the studied officers’ views had 

on Sweden by itself, although some thoughts are made possible by relying on the assertions of 

the historiography and theory in chapters 1.4. and 3. respectively. 

 

3. Theoretical discussion 

This thesis employs an inductively oriented empirical analysis, situated within the 

historiography. However, a theoretical discussion is held in chapter 5.2., to let the results be 

generalised. The framework presented in this chapter is constituted by two authors’ thoughts, 

Ryan Grauer and Robert Jervis. By discussing what shapes individuals’, in this case the Swedish 

officers, views and how they affect the process of diffusion of military ideas, some new findings 

might be discovered. 

In the article “Moderating Diffusion”, Grauer discusses diffusion of military ideas, innovative 

ones in particular; that is, how these ideas spread from one nation to another. Grauer notes that 

a state choosing to implement another’s doctrines, for example, does not automatically lead to 

successful diffusion.68 Rather, it must be implemented with the help of knowledge beyond easily 

observable elements. Furthermore, support from the military in adopting doctrines from a foreign 

innovative power largely impacts the success of diffusion, meaning that resistance from within 

the military might hamper the process.69 While a lack of information on the details of the subject 

of diffusion hinder implementation, an adopter might also decide not to implement certain 

aspects of the foreign example, based on cultural or other reasons.70 These actors, according to 

Grauer, cannot be seen as having failed at adoption, unlike the ones lacking information. 

Grauer stipulates that military-to-military contacts are the strongest way of acquiring 

knowledge about foreign military innovations, thereby avoiding an information deficiency. 

Three ways are relevant: accrediting military attachés, sending officers abroad, or contracting 

 

68 Ryan Grauer, "Moderating Diffusion: Military Bureaucratic Politics and the Implementation of German Doctrine 
in South America, 1885–1914", World Politics 67:2 (2015), p. 269. 
69 Ibid., p. 270. 
70 Ibid., p. 274f. 
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foreign missions to one’s own country. Attachés are the least likely to benefit diffusion, 

according to Grauer, as they have too large portfolios and rarely catch the essential information, 

and their information is often disregarded by officials in the home country.71 Officer students, 

enrolled in foreign academies or serving in foreign units, are seen as more likely to help in 

implementation by Grauer, as they are exposed under a longer period of time and bring with 

them knowledge of minute details in person, while contracting foreign missions are the most 

effective.72 Lastly, Grauer argues that a reason for factions of the military not wanting to adopt 

innovative ideas, might be the negative implications those ideas could have on battlefield 

performance.73 It might also be based on cultural incompatibilities or organisational capabilities; 

Grauer does not take a stance for either. 

Grauer is primarily focused on innovative ideas, while this thesis rather concerns itself with 

unfeasible German tactics and lacking officers’ education. However, even though these deficient 

German ideas are central in this paper, the historiography makes clear that innovative ideas on a 

higher level where also subjected to diffusion from Germany to Sweden. The core arguments in 

Grauer’s article, thus, concerning the methods of gaining more detailed knowledge of a foreign 

army, and the reasons for actors advocating against adopting certain parts of that army’s doctrine, 

is applicable herein. 

These arguments can be supplemented with some points made by Jervis in his book Perception 

and Misperception in International Politics. Jervis concerns himself mainly with how decision-

makers’ actions are formed by how they perceive the world, and how psychology shapes foreign 

policy decisions. Some of the points made are of such a general character, however, that they 

must be deemed applicable in this thesis as well. Jervis states that “perceptions are influenced 

by immediate concerns,” which he calls ‘evoked sets’, and that familiarity with a concept is also 

important for perception.74 In line with this, it is stipulated that information is perceived in 

relation to what is of concern to the recipient.75 Furthermore, Jervis states that the liking of a 

state for one reason does not necessarily lead to positive perceptions of other aspects.76 

 

71 Ibid., p. 275f. 
72 Ibid., p. 276f. 
73 Ibid., p. 281. 
74 Robert Jervis, Perception and Misperception in International Politics (Princeton, New Jersey: Princeton 
University Press, 2017), p. 203. 
75 Ibid., p. 204. 
76 Ibid., p. 121. 



26 

 

 

Through the lens of these two works, and Sweden seeing imperial Germany as a military 

model as stipulated in the historiography, the assessment can be made that a Swedish military 

attaché or officer on a study mission is part of an information gathering operation in the process 

of military diffusion. The evoked sets of the Swedish officers, however, might differ from those 

of the Germans, meaning the perception of German tactics and officers’ education might differ. 

The general German evoked set, as seen against the backdrop of Dorn Brose and Clemente, could 

be seen as having been heavily influenced by their experiences in the German wars of unification, 

experiences that the Swedes did not share. 

Thus, these concepts are not used to generate the analytical categories of the analysis in chapter 

4.—rather, these categories are created by the ‘hermeneutic spiral’ between the historiography 

and the sources—serving instead to generalise the results of the analysis in the discussion of 

chapter 5. 

 

4. Analysis 

4.1. Qualitative analysis of the military attaché reports 

No complete list of all Swedish military attachés in Berlin has been found by the author of this 

study, and the gaps in the source material make it hard to date the ones’ studied accreditations 

accurately. Furthermore, secondary sources, such as biographical lexica, offer conflicting dates. 

However, it can be said with confidence that the following seven attachés served during the 

studied period: major Gustaf Kleen 1881, major Adolf Malmborg 1883–1884, major Hugo 

Fröding 1886–1892, captain Henrik de Maré 1898–1903, captain Gustaf Schenfelt 1908–1910, 

acting military attaché captain Ernst Lind af Hageby 1911, and rittmaster (ryttmästare in 

Swedish, a cavalry rank corresponding to captain) Nils Adlercreutz 1912–1914. The difference 

in available reports of interest to this thesis written by the respective military attachés, makes it 

hard to compare all aspects of the study between the different attachés; for example, Kleen and 

Adlercreutz only have one report of relevance to this study each. However, the majority of the 

period of the study is covered, and as such one can still make an in-depth analysis of the more 

prolific writers among the attachés. 
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Reading the reports against the backdrop of Dorn Brose and Clemente’s books, some thematic 

topics can be discerned: 1) the offensive spirit, 2) the realism of exercises and manoeuvres, 3) 

infantry tactics and tight formations, 4) cavalry tactics, 5) artillery tactics, and 6) education.  

On the topic of the offensive spirit, the attachés have some conflicting views, sometimes with 

themselves. Fröding, for example, seems somewhat critical toward the tight formations of the 

infantry, saying “the firing lines have become nothing but closed ranks,” but admits that this 

increases fire power and discipline.77 On the other hand, he appreciates the control a commander 

has over his troops during mass cavalry charges.78 de Maré avoids taking stances directly, mostly 

recounting what German officers have told him and what he has read, but is mostly apologetic 

toward the Germans; for example he deems criticism against the cavalry for being too parade 

like, not able to withstand modern weaponry, as overblown, saying that too much adapting would 

harm the offensive spirit.79 He is also not against increasing the size of the cavalry regiments, 

although he criticises that this was implemented at the cost of Feldjäger detachments, 

presumably because this would be detrimental to the cavalry’s strategic usage.80 This indicates 

that de Maré is supportive of the offensive spirit and large tactical use of the cavalry, while still 

appreciating its strategic functions. Schenfelt is more unreservedly supportive of the offensive 

spirit, only noting that the artillery at one manoeuvre should have taken more advantage of the 

terrain to seek shelter, and not position itself atop hills; this, however, postdates the time of the 

offensive artillery placements mentioned by Dorn Brose.81 Lastly, Lind af Hageby offers one 

comment on the topic, discussing the Germans’ unwillingness to avoid open terrain simply 

because it lacks cover, stating that one must compromise on this topic; while he does not doubt 

the Germans’ ability to cross any field through their offensive spirit and discipline, one must 

take the losses into account.82 

This shows that, while some aspects that could be seen as connected with the offensive spirit 

are criticised, such as the tight formations by Fröding, the attachés are generally receptive to the 

idea of the offensive spirit, which Dorn Brose sees as linked to the technophobic traditionalist 

 

77 SE/KrA/0200/012:Ö/E I ag, Vol. 1, Fröding, Report 8, 17 November 1886, p. 5. 
78 SE/KrA/0200/012:Ö/E I ag, Vol. 1, Fröding, Report 9, 20 March 1889, p. 16. 
79 SE/KrA/0200/012:Ö/E I ag, Vol. 5, de Maré, Report 1, 5 January 1903. 
80 SE/KrA/0200/012:Ö/E I ag, Vol. 3a, de Maré, Report 11, 12 December 1898. 
81 SE/KrA/0200/007:Ö/E I aj, Vol. 1, Schenfelt, Report 1, 18 October 1908; Schenfelt, Report 12, 8 November 
1909. 
82 SE/KrA/0200/007:Ö/E I aj, Vol. 2, Lind af Hageby, Report 15, 20 October 1911. 
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tendencies that in their turn dismiss the effects modern weaponry had on tactics. Only with Lind 

af Hageby in 1911, does a slight concern for the losses incurred appear. 

Concerning the German army’s exercises and manoeuvres’ realism, some comments are made, 

generally in the same vein, by Fröding, de Maré and Lind af Hageby. They all criticise that 

different manoeuvres and exercises are not realistic, but sometimes this is excused.83 Fröding, 

for example, states that multiple exercises he had visited, contained much, which was “foreign 

to war,” but that this type of exercise was important for the officers’ ability to act quickly.84 This 

shows that the attachés, while the subject is not discussed as much as others, see the importance 

in realistic exercises in preparing for war, even though a lack thereof can sometimes be excused 

in favour of aspects deemed detrimental by Dorn Brose. 

On infantry tactics and tight formations in the German army, the opinions of the attachés are 

somewhat mixed, but generally, an aversion to the tight formations can be perceived.85 As stated, 

Fröding is implicitly critical, but appreciates the increase in fire power and discipline that these 

formations bring. de Maré, having discussed the topic quite matter-of-factly in previous reports, 

discusses new tactics developed from lessons learned from the Boer War (1899–1902), partly 

entailing looser formations and taking cover from machine gun and artillery fire.86 Although he 

mostly relies on disclosing others’ opinions he has heard, de Maré writes that the benefits of 

these tactics outweigh the detriments; he has reservations about the loss of momentum and 

commanders’ control this would bring with it, but reminds the reader that these tactics are 

reserved for specific cases, like open fields. Schenfelt in 1908, some years after de Maré’s report, 

is still critical of the tightness of the German infantry formations.87 Fröding also notes in two 

reports from the year of three emperors 1888, first on the topic of William I’s death, that, 

although the Emperor had always kept the progress of the army in mind, he had also been 

“incredibly conservative,” and had kept many antiquated practises living, such as the infantry 

exercise regulations.88 William I’s successor Fredrick III, as described by Dorn Brose, was more 

 

83 SE/KrA/0200/012:Ö/E I ag, Vol. 3a, de Maré, Report 5, 17 May 1895; SE/KrA/0200/007:Ö/E I aj, Vol. 1, 
Schenfelt, Report 13, 17 November 1910. 
84 SE/KrA/0200/012:Ö/E I ag, Vol. 1, Fröding, Report 6, 16 June 1886, p. 1. 
85 SE/KrA/0200/012:Ö/E I ag, Vol. 5, de Maré, Report 10, 20 October 1898; Report 1, 13 January 1902. 
86 SE/KrA/0200/012:Ö/E I ag, Vol. 5, de Maré, Report 15, 11 May 1902. 
87 SE/KrA/0200/007:Ö/E I aj, Vol. 1, Schenfelt, Report 1, 18 October 1908. 
88 SE/KrA/0200/012:Ö/E I ag, Vol. 1, Fröding, Report 8, 7 April 1888. 
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progressively minded, and replaced several high ranking commanders, before dying shortly after 

in the same year. On the accession of William II to the throne, Fröding once again calls William 

I very conservative, and, in accordance with Dorn Brose, states that many of Fredrick III’s 

appointments will survive into the new reign.89 As Dorn Brose sees the accession of Fredrick III 

as an important step in lessening the technophobic and traditionalist ideas, Fröding’s quite 

explicit remark that antiquated elements must give way to the new, shows an over-all rationality. 

Generally, a critical perception of the German infantry tactics can be seen among the attachés, 

persisting even after the Germans themselves to some degree tried to draw lessons from the Boer 

War. While these criticisms, when they are explained by the authors, mainly rely on expected 

high losses, Fröding and de Maré still show consideration for the loss in commanders’ control 

of their troops, and offensive spirit, looser formations would implicate. One could also draw the 

conclusion that Fröding, one of the earlier military attachés, in line with Lindberg’s claim of 

increasing German influence over time, was more critical, in this case against the tight 

formations. de Maré, on the other hand, discusses the topic matter-of-factly, signalling an 

acceptance of the tactic, until even the Germans evaluate the lessons of the Boer war, at which 

point he, and his successor Schenfelt, criticise the tight formations again.  

The attachés perhaps discuss cavalry tactics most. Generally, the attachés on this subject are 

more aligned with the prevalent German views, such as Fröding’s already discussed approval of 

mass cavalry charges, granting the commander better control over his troops. Some criticism of 

individual tactical usage during manoeuvres can be seen, such as Kleen questioning why the 

cavalry was hardly used during a corps versus corps manoeuvre in 1881, or Schenfelt criticising 

the offensive use of cavalry at one point during the imperial manoeuvre of 1910, when the 

entirety of the opposing cavalry threatened the rear of the own force.90 These cases can hardly 

be seen as criticism of regulations or doctrine, but rather individual uses of cavalry. de Maré 

appears as the most vocal supporter of Germany on the topic of cavalry, though not strictly 

limited to tactics. As mentioned, he backed an increase in the number of cavalry regiments and 

their strategic functions at other arms, such as communications detachments at infantry 

battalions, even though he opposed that this would be done at the expense of Feldjäger 

 

89 SE/KrA/0200/012:Ö/E I ag, Vol. 1, Fröding, Report 15, 8 July 1888. 
90 SE/KrA/0200/012:Ö/E I ag, Vol. 1, Kleen, Report 1, 24 September 1881, p. 5f; SE/KrA/0200/007:Ö/E I aj, Vol. 
1, Schenfelt, Report 13, 17 November 1910. 
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detachments.91 de Maré also comments on a debate regarding the increase of cavalry, against the 

backdrop of Germany’s neighbours’ superiority in that arm. He concurs with one writer, who 

stipulates that superiority in cavalry is crucial in bringing the war to enemy soil, as was allegedly 

demonstrated in 1866 and 1870–1871, although the attaché deems the cost too high to be 

acceptable to the Reichstag.92 As stated, de Maré defends unrealistic cavalry charges against 

artillery being deemed successful during manoeuvres, since it enhances the officers’ leadership, 

a notion echoed by Schenfelt, as also discussed.  

Some criticism can be found in Fröding’s reports regarding cavalry fighting on foot, as he both 

explicitly and implicitly criticises hindering circumstances, such as equipping dragoons with 

lances, or, as was briefly tested, fitting the cavalryman’s carbine on the saddle instead of his 

back, to ease the use of the lance.93 

It can be seen that many aspects listed by Dorn Brose, like the will to fight under the same 

circumstances as one’s forefathers, declining the fire power of fighting on foot, or the prevalence 

of mass cavalry charges in the spirit of ‘death rides’ such as at St. Privat and Mars-la-Tour, 

disregarding losses in favour of the offensive spirit and quick action, are discussed by the 

attachés. While Fröding briefly comments on the importance of fighting on foot, and de Maré 

defends the cavalry’s strategic functions, albeit not denouncing its still much prevalent tactical 

use en masse, the attachés are generally more receptive to the German use of cavalry than on 

other topics.  

Regarding artillery tactics, the attachés generally discuss two topics: positioning and 

organisation. Kleen and Fröding both report from manoeuvres that they deemed the artillery to 

fire from too far away.94 While Fröding doesn’t specify the distance, Kleen notes it as 3 000 

metres. After the definite advent of indirect fire, Schenfelt, Lind af Hageby and Adlercreutz all 

in some way criticise the field artillery for not taking cover enough.95 Regarding organisation, 

both Fröding and de Maré are in favour of incorporating the field artillery into the infantry 

 

91 SE/KrA/0200/012:Ö/E I ag, Vol. 3a, de Maré, Report 11, 12 December 1898. 
92 SE/KrA/0200/012:Ö/E I ag, Vol. 5, de Maré, Report 1, 5 January 1903. 
93 SE/KrA/0200/012:Ö/E I ag, Vol. 2, Fröding, Report 18, 15 June 1889; Report 2, 18 January 1890; Report 4, 11 
May 1892. 
94 SE/KrA/0200/012:Ö/E I ag, Vol. 1, Kleen, Report 1, 24 September 1881, p. 5f; Fröding, Report 8, 17 November 
1886, p. 5. 
95 SE/KrA/0200/007:Ö/E I aj, Vol. 1, Schenfelt, Report 12, 8 November 1909; Vol. 2, Report 15, 20 October 1911; 
Adlercreutz, Report 8, 1912. 
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divisions, which was realised under de Maré´s accreditation.96 Fröding recounts fears of the 

division commanders that the competencies of the inspector for the artillery would threaten their 

authority, which de Maré later confirms, although supportively. 

On this subject, there are no real conflicts between the attachés’ views. The fact that Kleen 

and Fröding during the 1880s both agree that the firing distance of 3 000 metres was too great, 

shows that they, perhaps even more than the Germans themselves, did not see fit to use the great 

advantage in range of the German artillery, of which Dorn Brose writes. On the other hand, 

Schenfelt, Lind af Hageby and Adlercreutz’s criticism of the lack of cover of the field artillery, 

might be seen as more rational in the context of modern war, prioritising indirect fire. If this 

description is accepted, it speaks against the increasing German influence on the Swedish officer 

corps which Lindberg implicitly and Åselius explicitly stipulate, culminating around the turn of 

the century, and rather indicates a shift toward rationalism, as the effects of modern arms become 

more apparent. 

A few words are offered by Fröding and de Maré on the topic of education. Fröding consistently 

laments the disregard for science and theory within the German army.97 This view is exemplified 

by his surprise that one in Germany, the “homeland of abstraction,” regards “service as all, 

scientificity as nought.”98 While not explicitly in the vein of Clemente, who especially notes the 

deficiency in Bildung and the humanities of the imperial German officers’ education, Fröding 

clearly is critical of the widespread aversion to learnedness that Clemente discusses. Fröding 

also discusses an increase in conscription, which he predicts would lead to the recalling of older 

discharged officers, and require NCOs to perform officer’s duties. Fröding analyses that many 

reserve officers could already be recruited from the volunteering officer aspirants, but that this 

would be impossible considering the “high demands, that in military and social regard are made 

of the officer class.”99 This can be seen as an implicit criticism, considering Fröding developed 

his own method of solving the deficiency of officers, which would align him with Clemente’s 

criticism of the strict social demands placed on officers. de Maré, on the other hand, rather 

discusses the need for increased tactical education among, what he calls, the learned troops, 

 

96 SE/KrA/0200/012:Ö/E I ag, Vol. 1, Fröding, Report 14, 25 June 1887; Vol. 3b, de Maré, Report 15, 15 November 
1899. 
97 SE/KrA/0200/012:Ö/E I ag, Vol. 2, Fröding, Report 17, 28 May 1889; Report 11, 8 May 1891. 
98 SE/KrA/0200/012:Ö/E I ag, Vol. 1, Fröding, Report 21, 30 September 1888. 
99 SE/KrA/0200/012:Ö/E I ag, Vol. 1, Fröding, Report 4, 18 February 1888. 
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especially the pioneers.100 If anything is to be extracted from such a broad, perhaps contextually 

rational, statement, it is that de Maré is not as critical as Fröding. 

While Fröding and de Maré represent the majority of the preserved military attaché reports 

from the studied period, it can be seen as telling that only they discussed the topic of officers’ 

education, and so shortly. Perhaps it is more telling, in the context of Clemente, of the individual 

Fröding and his view on officers’ education than any broader theme, however there is cause to 

return to this topic in discussion vis-à-vis the study mission reports. 

This analysis of the Swedish military attachés’ reporting from Berlin between 1881 and 1914, 

shows that the deficiencies outlined by Dorn Brose and Clemente are discussed, some more than 

others, and some more opinionated than others. It is clear that there was no stringent neither 

teutophilic nor rational line of thinking, as for example becomes evident by Fröding’s 

comparatively scathing critique of the status of education within the German army, in 

comparison to his almost uncritical acceptance of mass cavalry charges. All attachés did not 

share the same opinions either, such as Fröding and de Maré disagreeing on the topic of 

education. It is also clear that many aspects defined as traditionalist and technophobic by Dorn 

Brose, while often rationally examined and criticised by the attachés, are excused with the same 

arguments as the Germans used, for example de Maré’s defence of unrealistic cavalry charges 

against artillery, on the grounds that it enhances the commanders’ ability to act. 

In connection to the Swedish literature on the influence exercised by the German army during 

this time period, this study of the Swedish officer corps through the lens of military attaché 

reports, gives a somewhat mixed picture. The over all influence, especially militarily, is, 

according to Lindberg, Torbacke, Böhme and Åselius, to have started with the German victory 

over France in 1871, and is to have been at its strongest the decades before the First World War. 

On the topic of infantry tactics and tight formations, for example, the fact that Fröding, one of 

the earlier attachés, was more critical, while de Maré, who was attaché around the turn of the 

century, discusses the subject more matter-of-factly until the Boer war and its implications—

showing that perhaps these tactics had become accepted by the Swedes, although adoption of 

them was not pushed for—fits in well with this narrative of gradual acceptance and increasing 

influence. On the other hand, the analysis of the attachés’ views on artillery tactics rather implies 
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the opposite; the earlier attachés rather echoed German narratives, while later ones were more 

critical of field artillery placement. On the scale between Zetterberg’s analysis (that Wilhelmine 

Germany had become the model country for Sweden leading up to the Swedish defence 

commissions of 1911–1914) and Thullberg’s (if interpreted radically, as discussed in chapter 

1.4., that the Swedish officer corps was not at all influenced by Wilhelmine Germany during the 

lead-up to the First World War), this study thus places itself in the middle. 

Regarding education, Bernström writes that the Swedish war college, both in its initial 

organisation and education, as well as in reforms until the end of the First World War, was 

inspired by the Kriegsakademie in Berlin. This is corroborated, at least on the subject of military 

thought, by Åselius. The higher artillery school is, in its method of education, if not in the 

contents thereof, to have been modelled on a Prussian example as well, according to Bernström. 

Fröding, however, does not seem impressed by the German model, and can hardly be seen as 

recommending a far-going imitation thereof. 

Lastly, it is worth noting that Kleen and Fröding are the only two of the studied attachés of 

bourgeois background, the rest being noble, although Kleen, only having left one report of 

relevance to this study, cannot be taken too much into account. The above analysis shows that, 

while all attachés in some respects were critical and rational, in many cases this applies to 

individual cases; rarely do the others criticise as broadly and often as Fröding. Since the 

individuals studied are few, it is perhaps not possible to link this pattern to class directly, perhaps 

it rather is telling of the individual Fröding; it is, however, worth keeping in mind during the 

analysis of the study mission reports. 

In conclusion, to the extent the sources allow, the picture painted by the historiography, 

although at times fractured, can be considered to have been nuanced. It is clear that the attachés 

in many respects adhere to German narratives legitimising the deficiencies identified through 

Dorn Brose and Clemente, but these deficiencies are often rationally and critically discussed, 

and by no means recommended wholeheartedly. Neither was the influence as strong as can be 

imagined reading Zetterberg, Torbacke or Böhme in regard to tactics, or Bernström and Åselius 

on education, nor as weak as Thullberg claims. 
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4.2. Qualitative analysis of the study mission reports 

The study mission reports, as is made clear earlier in this thesis, are written by officers who have 

undertaken a journey to a foreign country, to study some aspects of the military there. As stated 

in chapter 2.1., far from all undertaken study missions have left a preserved report behind in the 

archives, for which there is no reason given, neither in the archives’ information, nor in the 

studied literature. Furthermore, the length of the reports varies greatly, being between only some 

thirty pages long, to several hundred. Nonetheless, having limited the reports to those of 

relevance to this study from Germany, thirty reports between the years 1871 and 1914 are left, 

constituting a solid material. The purposes of the missions vary; some officers served months in 

a German regiment, participating in quotidian activities, while others visited manoeuvres only 

for some days as observers.101 Two officers, major general J. H. Rosensvärd and Lieutenant C. 

M. Lilliehöök, writing in 1874 and 1875 respectively, wrote their reports thoroughly matter-of-

factly, and are thus included in the quantitative segment of chapter 4.3., but do not appear in this 

one.102 

As is the case with the military attaché reports, six clear themes can be identified reading the 

study mission reports, which can serve as analytical blocks: 1) the offensive spirit, 2) the realism 

of exercises and manoeuvres, 3) infantry tactics and tight formations, 4) cavalry tactics, 5) 

artillery tactics, and 6) education.  

Concerning the offensive spirit, a consistently rational perception can be seen throughout the 

studied period, although earlier reports more often weigh positives against negatives.103 For 

example, colonel C. M. Lagerfelt in 1883 observing a manoeuvre admits that it was not always 

prudent to be as offensive as the Germans had been, which in reality would have incurred 

considerable losses, but that in the end, it is the army that takes terrain that is victorious, and that 

the German army would continue to be respected by Europe as long as the offensive spirit is 

maintained.104 As an example of a later report, captain N. T. Stålhandske in 1913, observing an 

exercise including machine guns, notes that the Germans almost exclusively train offensive 

 

101 A full list of the consulted study mission reports can be found as an attachment to this study. 
102 SE/KrA/0200/012:Ö/E I b, Vol. 10, Rosensvärd, 1874; Lilliehöök, 1875. 
103 SE/KrA/0200/012:Ö/E I b, Vol. 15, Sjöcrona, 1880; Vol. 19, Taube, 1883; Vol. 34a, Adlercreutz, 1904; 
SE/KrA/0200/007:Ö/E I b, Vol. 38, Meister, 1908, p. 14f; Vol. 44, Bergwall, 1913; SE/KrA/0200/007:H/E I g, Vol. 
47, Falkman, 1913, p. 143. 
104 SE/KrA/0200/012:Ö/E I b, Vol. 19, Lagerfelt, 1883, p. 26f. 
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combat with this weapon, even though its use is allegedly best in defensive combat.105 

Furthermore, Stålhandske writes that the Germans trained offensive combat “to absurdity,” 

stating that the offensive spirit often led to unnatural combat. A slight exception to this pattern 

is found in the report of captain A. O. Lagerberg in 1913, who warrants the necessity of constant 

advance for the Germans with the fact that the French guns were superior in range.106  

It can thus be seen that the Swedish officers were increasingly critical of the offensive spirit, 

criticised by Dorn Brose as linked with technophobia and traditionalism, even though some 

apologeticism can be found, especially in earlier decades. This nuances the picture presented by 

Zetterberg, Torbacke and Böhme regarding increasing German influence on the Swedish 

military, at least concerning this aspect of tactics. 

Regarding the realism of exercises and manoeuvres, the opinions of the officers are somewhat 

mixed, although leaning toward the critical.107 Although they are generally very impressed with 

the parades and marches, especially during the imperial manoeuvres, several officers state that 

these occasions are not the best to study the real Prussian or German way of war, exactly because 

they are intended more as showmanship, as written for example by colonel Th. Wijkander in 

1874.108 This opinion is tied to the thesis that lower exercises, for example on brigade level, 

should represent more accurate warfare, which, however, is contrasted by other officers, albeit 

decades later. For example, lieutenant J. F. Mannerfelt in 1891 somewhat agrees with a German 

brochure, calling all exercise fields of the army the “treadmill of routine,” stating that the 

conservative Germans only slowly sift their practises, deciding what is useful and what is not.109 

Only two officers strongly disregard criticism toward the non-realistic exercises, namely colonel 

A. M. Leuhusen in 1876 and lieutenant C. G. B. Cederström in 1889, the latter stating, for 

example, that the parade segment of the imperial manoeuvres is useful in measuring discipline, 

thereby not only being a show of grandeur.110 

From this overview, it is clear that most of the officers discussing the topic are critical of 

unrealistic exercises and manoeuvres, which by extension enable the continuation of tactics and 

 

105 SE/KrA/0200/007:H/E I g, Vol. 47, Stålhandske (spelled ‘Stålhanske’ in NAD), 1913. 
106 SE/KrA/0200/007:H/E I g, Vol. 47, Lagerberg, 1913. 
107 SE/KrA/0200/012:Ö/E I b, Vol. 16, Abelin, 1881, p. 11f; Vol. 21, Nordensvan, 1885, p. 23; 
SE/KrA/0200/007:Ö/E I b, Vol. 38, Tham, 1907. 
108 SE/KrA/0200/012:Ö/E I b, Vol. 10, Wijkander, 1874, p. 4. 
109 SE/KrA/0200/012:Ö/E I b, Vol. 27, Mannerfelt, 1891, p. 1. 
110 SE/KrA/0200/012:Ö/E I b, Vol. 12, Leuhusen, 1876; Vol. 26, Cederström, 1889, p. 256. 
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practices deemed traditionalist or technophobic by Dorn Brose, although there are some 

exceptions. This again shows that the Swedish officer corps, insofar as can be deduced from the 

material, saw the German practices rationally, criticising unrealistic aspects, although often 

being impressed with the parades. Further complication of the picture painted by most of the 

historiography, concerning increased German influence, can thus be concluded. 

On infantry tactics and tight formations, the officers are generally and continuously critical, 

especially concerning the latter.111 For example, colonel C. A. Sjöcrona in 1880 finds that the 

infantry formed too tightly during manoeuvres, aiming to increase their firepower, and that it 

exposed itself too much to enemy fire, which in reality would have incurred great losses.112 Later 

visitors were also critical, such as lieutenant colonel A. Tham in 1907, noting that changes in the 

German infantry tactics had been slowed down by conservatism within the army.113 Tham also 

notes, while the Germans had some years prior started introducing looser formations (those 

discussed by the military attaché de Maré), that these formations were still very uncommon, 

mostly used at a very large distance. He draws the conclusion that, while they still had support 

in German regulations, tight formations were used too extensively.  

Again, it can be seen that, while some support for the German infantry tactics can be found 

among the Swedish officers, no clear pattern of increasing influence presents itself. The Swedes, 

much like Dorn Brose, identify the heavy losses tight formations would incur, although often 

mentioning the benefits championed by the Germans, such as the commanding officer having 

better control over his troops. 

Cavalry tactics are, as is the case with the military attachés, extensively discussed in the reports. 

This topic houses some more mixed opinions. Interestingly, the attachés are continuously 

supportive of cavalrymen fighting on foot, but for different reasons.114 Earlier visitors explicitly 

support German efforts to increase the practice of fighting on foot, an effort headed by the 

brigadier von Schmidt of whom Dorn Brose spoke. The purpose was to make the cavalry less 

dependent on light infantry, as the lack of independence for the cavalry had been seen as a 
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detriment during the war of 1870–1871, as is reported in 1873 by the Swedish inspector of the 

cavalry lieutenant general C. M. Björnstjerna.115 Later reports rather criticise the lack, or 

sometimes absence, of fighting on foot, such as lieutenant N. A. D. Adlercreutz, the later military 

attaché, in 1904, implicitly criticising the German view that fighting with mêlée weapons on 

horseback was the most important, and that fighting on foot should only be allowed those, who 

are completely imbued with the ‘rider’s spirit’ (Ryttaranda in Swedish, often used by the 

Swedish officers to describe the spirit of the ‘death rides’ like Mars-la-Tour).116 

Regarding the mass charges in waves discussed by Dorn Brose, the opinions also differ. 

Among earlier reports, one can for example see Leuhusen’s report of 1876, in which he questions 

whether a frontal cavalry charge would have succeeded in reality, especially without devastating 

losses.117 Captain H. Gadd, only a year later, however, criticises that some cavalry charges had 

not been performed in tight formation “as its tactical meaning demands.”118 Such opposition can 

be found in later reports as well.119 Captain C. O. Nordensvan also in 1885 criticises recurring 

cavalry duels, often initiating battles, which regularly ended inconclusively and without 

contribution to the outcome.120 Lastly, on this topic, an outlier can be mentioned in rittmaster G. 

F. Schmitterlöw, who in 1881, in romantic language, describes the cavalry’s role and defiance 

of death, as well as the Prussian cavalry’s historical role at battles like Rossbach (1757).121 

Schmitterlöw goes on to state that the bold ridership of the young officers inspires the troops, 

“with which the death ride becomes child’s play,” and that no Prussian cavalry officer has “lost 

the belief in the possibility to override enemy infantry.”122 

The conclusion can be drawn that there was less of a consensus among the visiting Swedish 

officers concerning cavalry tactics than other topics. Although fighting on foot was continuously 

supported, the fact that earlier officers explicitly referenced the efforts of von Schmidt, who is 

pointed out by Dorn Brose as instrumental in Prince Fredrick Charles’s traditionalist efforts, in 

making the cavalry more independent, in an age were combined arms and the cavalry’s strategic 
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116 SE/KrA/0200/012:Ö/E I b, Vol. 34a, Adlercreutz, 1904. 
117 SE/KrA/0200/012:Ö/E I b, Vol. 12, Leuhusen, 1876. 
118 SE/KrA/0200/012:Ö/E I b, Vol. 13, Gadd, 1877.  
119 SE/KrA/0200/012:Ö/E I b, Vol 8, Bergenstråhle, 1874, pp. 18 & 27f; Vol. 15, Sjöcrona, 1880; Vol. 16, Abelin, 
1881, pp. 13f & 17; Vol. 19, Lagerfelt, 1883, p. 18; Vol. 26, Cederström, 1889, p. 1. 
120 SE/KrA/0200/012:Ö/E I b, Vol. 21, Nordensvan, 1885, p. 20. 
121 SE/KrA/0200/012:Ö/E I b, Vol. 16, Schmitterlöw, 1881, p. 1f. 
122 SE/KrA/0200/012:Ö/E I b, Vol. 16, Schmitterlöw, 1881, p. 15. 
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functions became more important, indicate a higher degree of teutophilia. Later criticism of 

fighting solely on horseback is more rational. This, again, shows a trend of decreasing German 

influence on Swedish officers’ thoughts on tactics, nuancing what is indicated by Zetterberg, 

Torbacke or Böhme. On the shock wave tactics outlined by Dorn Brose, however, a continuous 

apposition among the Swedish officers can be seen, with some rationally questioning the realism 

of those tactics in the machine age, while others appear driven by the same longing for a tactically 

important cavalry, as Dorn Brose claims the Germans were. This rather indicates a constant but 

limited German influence. 

Regarding artillery tactics, the Swedish officers are again generally critical. This generally 

concerns the disregard for cover, exemplified by captain H. A. von Stockenström’s report of 

1874, in which he considers the regulation prioritising the effect of fire over cover too rigidly 

followed, and criticises that the horse artillery following the cavalry brigades was not protected 

by the latter, thus becoming exposed.123 Also Nordensvan is critical of the artillery’s exposed 

positions, especially on the flanks, which he deems exposed them to enemy cavalry.124 This 

criticism continues up until 1913.125 A slight exception is Leuhusen, who does criticise the tight 

formations of the horse artillery, but is apologetic, in that he considers experience the best 

teacher, and concedes that the Germans have much thereof.126 He also, like some of the attachés, 

criticises that the range was too great for the artillery’s fire. Lastly, Major N. Grahl in 1914 says 

that the preference for exposed positions had largely disappeared, stating that it had in his opinion 

been too prevalent.127 

It can be concluded that much of Dorn Brose’s criticism is shared by the Swedish officers, 

concerning the offensive use of the field artillery, disregarding enemy fire. The only one who 

notes the firing range is Leuhusen, who like some military attachés, regarded the range of fire as 

too great, whereas Dorn Brose rather criticises the Germans for not exploiting their superior 

range during the 1870s. Again, the German positive influence on the Swedish officers’ tactical 

thoughts is not meaningful, and no clear increase in influence can be seen. 

 

123 SE/KrA/0200/012:Ö/E I b, Vol. 8, von Stockenström, 1874, pp. 8–10. 
124 SE/KrA/0200/012:Ö/E I b, Vol. 21, Nordensvan, 1885, p. 21. 
125 SE/KrA/0200/012:Ö/E I b, Vol. 16, Abelin, 1881, p. 15f; SE/KrA/0200/007:Ö/E I b, Vol. 44, Bergwall, 1913. 
126 SE/KrA/0200/012:Ö/E I b, Vol. 12, Leuhusen, 1876. 
127 SE/KrA/0200/007:H/E I g, Vol. 48, Grahl, 1914, p. 12. 
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Lastly, concerning education, the Swedish officers again have somewhat opposing opinions. 

Lieutenant G. W. Aschan in 1888, for example, criticises the arbitrary way in which officer 

aspirants are selected, writing that more note is made of upbringing than theoretical feats.128 

Lieutenant O. E. M. Wolffelt in 1877, however, lauds the further education of the German 

officers in winter time, including war games and written assignments.129 Captain J. A. F. 

Carleson, after his stay in Germany 1895–1896, writes that some educational paths in his view 

disregard the practical education too much.130 He goes on to state that all theorising and aspects 

not aimed at making the aspirant a better commander of troops in war are ruled out.131 Grahl also 

aligns himself with Carleson in 1914, stating that theoretical education in non-military subjects 

did not hinder the NCOs’ education.132 Other officers compare their Swedish and German 

colleagues, as with captain C. Uggla, reporting of his stay in Germany 1909–1910, stating that 

the Swedish officers and reserve officers’ education in itself is superior to the German, although 

the Germans overtake the Swedes through their continuation education, a notion largely 

supported by captain L. Falkman and Stålhandske in 1913.133 Rittmaster C. A. Hallenborg has a 

similar view, admittedly primarily on the education of conscripts.134 Lieutenant colonel A. 

Meister offers a contrary picture in 1908, stating that the German officer in military scientific 

education was superior to his Swedish colleague, and that the interest for language studies was 

large.135 

While several of the officers discuss education, many do it only in a comparative context, 

without discussing specifics. The majority of these, that is Uggla, Falkman and Stålhandske, 

regard the Swedish officers’ education in itself as better than the German, indicating a sober 

view of the latter, and are only opposed by Meister. None of them specifically mention non-

military theoretical subjects, the Bildung which Clemente misses in the imperial German army. 

This, however, is done by Carleson, who explicitly condemns anything not meant for improving 

the battlefield command capabilities of the officer, much in line with what is criticised by 

 

128 SE/KrA/0200/012:Ö/E I b, Vol. 25, Aschan, 1888, p. 55. 
129 SE/KrA/0200/012:Ö/E I b, Vol. 12, Wolffelt, 1877, p. 124. 
130 SE/KrA/0200/012:Ö/E I b, Vol. 29, Carleson, 1895–1896, p. 35. 
131 SE/KrA/0200/012:Ö/E I b, Vol. 29, Carleson, 1895–1896, p. 36. 
132 SE/KrA/0200/007:H/E I g, Vol. 48, Grahl, 1914, p. 32. 
133 SE/KrA/0200/007:Ö/E I b, Vol. 38, Uggla, 1909–1910, p. Vf; SE/KrA/0200/007:H/E I g, Vol. 47, Falkman, 
1913, p. 137; Stålhandske, 1913. 
134 SE/KrA/0200/007:Ö/E I b, Vol. 38, Hallenborg, 1907, p. 19. 
135 SE/KrA/0200/007:Ö/E I b, Vol. 38, Meister, 1908, p. 19. 
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Clemente. Aschan subtly indicates his criticism of the disregard of theoretical subjects and the 

narrow acceptance criteria, in line with Clemente. Bernström and Åselius claim that the officers’ 

education, and mostly its contents, were not only modelled on Germany, but also continued to 

be inspired by it until the end of the First World War. While the scope of this study hinders 

claims of disproving this, it is clear that only a minority of the Swedish officers who undertook 

study missions to Germany, believed that the German system, with its narrower social 

acceptance criteria for aspirants and disregard for theoretical subjects, was a model in those 

regards. Thus, the increasing influence of Germany shown by Bernström and Åselius is shown 

to not extend to the entirety of the Swedish officer corps, importantly not to those with first-hand 

experience of the German system. 

In conclusion, this qualitative analysis of Swedish officers’ study mission reports between 1871 

and 1914, shows that, while some teutophilic tendencies are apparent, some stronger than others, 

the Swedish officers generally perceived the deficiencies outlined by Dorn Brose and Clemente 

rationally and soberly, noting many detrimental effects, and sometimes apologetically positive 

ones. Cavalry tactics and education are less unanimously criticised; especially concerning the 

former, German tactics are more widely supported by the Swedes, using the same arguments as 

Dorn Brose outlines the Germans did. Regarding a shift in thought, the clearest pattern is present 

on the topic of the offensive spirit. This shift, however, is rather an increase in criticism than an 

increase in positive German influence. An interesting individual case is Nordensvan, who is 

profiled as very idealising of German practices, at least strategically, by Ericson Wolke in his 

later career as a military debater and translator. In this study, however, a more critical and rational 

Nordensvan presents himself. This could be interpreted as Nordensvan gradually becoming more 

influenced by German thought, in line with the picture painted by the historiography; it could 

also be seen as him separating the organisational and strategic from the tactical, thereby being 

more in line with this thesis’s findings. 

 

4.3. Quantitative analysis of the study mission reports 

As stated in chapter 2.2., the larger number of individuals behind the study mission reports, 

compared with the military attaché reports, allows for a limited quantitative study regarding 

social class, arm affiliation and rank. Each of these breakups of the 30 officers show how large 
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a portion of them is reflected as teutophilic, rational, rational/teutophilic, or matter-of-fact 

through their reports. A complete table of the officers and their categorisation can be found in 

attachment 1, were the attitudes are coded as T for teutophilic, R for rational, RT for 

rational/teutophilic, and M for matter-of-factly. As stated, the limited scope of this segment, 

incurred by the relatively small number of individuals and the heuristic nature of the 

categorisation, can shed light on the qualitative chapter 4.2., and illuminate patterns, but perhaps 

not be extrapolated into solid evidence on social factors within the Swedish officer corps as a 

whole. The percentage of the total 30 officers belonging to each category, and absolute numbers 

in brackets, can be seen in table 1 (all percentages are rounded to the closest integer). 

Table 1: Attitude broken up among all officers. 

Teutophilic Rational Rational/teutophilic Matter-of-fact 

17% (5) 53% (16) 23% (7) 7% (2) 

Source: SE/KrA/0200. 

 

Regarding social class, 21 of the 30 officers were noble, while 9 were not. In table 2, the breakup 

can be seen in table 2. 

Table 2: Attitude broken up by social class. 

 Teutophilic Rational Rational/teutophilic Matter-of-fact 

Noble 24% (5) 48% (10) 19% (4) 10% (2) 

Non-noble 0% (0) 67% (6) 33% (3) 0% (0) 

Source: SE/KrA/0200. 

 

It can be seen that no non-noble officers were reflected as teutophilic through their reports, 

although a higher percentage was rational/teutophilic than among the nobles, while a higher 

percentage was also rational. This indicates a higher criticism of German deficiencies in army 

tactics and officers’ education among the non-nobles, although the teutophilia is not 

overwhelming among the nobles either. 

Concerning arm affiliation, of the 30 officers, 18 were from the infantry, 6 from the cavalry, 3 

from the artillery and 3 from the general staff. The breakup can be seen in table 3. 
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Table 3: Attitude broken up by arm affiliation. 

 Teutophilic Rational Rational/teutophilic Matter-of-fact 

Infantry 6% (1) 61% (11) 22% (4) 11% (2) 

Cavalry 50% (3) 50% (3) 0% (0) 0% (0) 

Artillery 0% (0) 33% (1) 67% (2) 0% (0) 

General staff 33% (1) 33% (1) 33% (1) 0% (0) 

Source: SE/KrA/0200. 

 

The cavalry officers are overwhelmingly most teutophilic, although they are equally rational, 

and polarised in that none of them are either rational/teutophilic or matter-of-fact. This can 

perhaps be seen as reflecting the polarised nature of the cavalry segment in chapter 4.2., as both 

teutophilic and rational attitudes could be seen throughout the entire studied period. The high 

teutophilia could also be explained by the vested interest Swedish cavalry officers had in 

promoting German ideas, since these withheld the importance of the cavalry beyond its modern 

strategic functions. The low teutophilia among infantry and artillery officers also reflects the 

continuous criticism of German tactics that could be seen in the qualitative segment. Although 

both artillery and general staff officers are only represented by three individuals each, likely 

distorting the results, it can be seen as surprising that the general staff, seen as the intellectual 

elite of the army, as claimed by Åselius, Eliasson and Ericson Wolke, was not more rational. 

The 30 officers, broken up by rank, where lieutenant or captain is seen as a lower officer, while 

a major or upward is a higher one, make 12 lower officers and 18 higher ones. The breakup can 

be seen in table 4. 

Table 4: Attitude broken up by rank. 

 Teutophilic Rational Rational/teutophilic Matter-of-factly 

Lower officer 22% (4) 50% (9) 22% (4) 6% (1) 

Higher officer 8% (1) 58% (7) 25% (3) 8% (1) 

Source: SE/KrA/0200. 

 

The higher officers were thus both more rational and rational/teutophilic, while being 

considerably less teutophilic. One possible explanation is that younger officers, less experienced, 
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and having grown up during a time of increased pro-German sentiments in Sweden, are more 

mouldable in thought than the higher officers. This could be seen as in line with Åselius’s find, 

that younger officer aspirants, at least initially, were more Moltkean in their interpretation of 

Clausewitz in their writings at the war college, while the correcting officers adhered to the 

traditional interpretation. The shift that Åselius shows, however, toward increasing Moltkean 

thought over time, does not seem to correlate with the studied officers herein; as seen in 

attachment 1, teutophilic reports decrease over time. This is perhaps more in line with the reform 

friendly officer corps alleged by Thullberg, and partly Zetterberg, just before the First World 

War. 

 

5. Discussion 

5.1. Discussion of the results 

The strong teutophilia, or increase therein, that could reasonably be expected from reading the 

historiography, is not to be seen in the results of this paper. Rather, a majority of Swedish officers 

were continuously critical. Nevertheless, throughout chapter 4., this thesis continuously claims 

to have ‘nuanced’ or ‘complicated’ the picture painted by the historiography on German 

influences on Sweden during the studied period. This choice of words stems from the fact that 

the only author in the historiography concerning himself with German tactical influence on 

Sweden is Zetterberg. Recalling what is stated in chapter 1.4., Zetterberg on one hand questions 

the extent of this influence, while on the other pointing to Swedish adoption of German 

technology, artillery organisation and combined arms exercises. Thus, it is hard to disprove any 

one statement made by authors in the historiographic overview, however, the blanket statements 

made by several authors, like Åselius and Böhme, about increasing German influence on the 

Swedish military between 1870/1871 and 1914 can be considered nuanced.  

Nuanced, insofar as both the military attachés and officers on study missions continuously 

rationally evaluate and criticise German tactics and officers’ education. While some individuals 

propagate more unreservedly for the German tactics, and sometimes use romanticising language 

to legitimise rationally questionable practices such as Schmitterlöw, a minority of the attachés 

and officers on study missions where teutophilic. While an overrepresentation of teutophilia can 

be seen among noble, lower and cavalry officers who undertook study missions, in the two 
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former cases they still make out a minority. Despite this nuancing, the results need not be 

understated. This thesis contributes knowledge on Swedish officers’ perception of deficient 

German army practices that, while not disproving any previous research, still fills a gap that 

could previously have been expected to contain increasing German influence on the studied 

topics as well, as is generally the case in the historiography. Only Zetterberg writes specifically 

on tactics. While he guards himself somewhat by questioning how much inspiration was taken 

from German tactics, Zetterberg nonetheless gives some examples, such as combined arms 

exercises and artillery, in which inspiration was taken. This must be seen as the area on which 

this thesis positions itself in most clearly; its results, while not necessarily representative of the 

entire Swedish officer corps, show that a minority of officers present in Germany were fully 

supportive of the German tactical ideas. Even on the specific subjects of combined arms and 

artillery are criticised, for example by Stockenström, who writes about the exposed position of 

the horse artillery following the cavalry. 

An unresolved question regards the matter-of-factly written study mission reports. While 

many reports contain segments of that manner, only two are written completely matter-of-factly 

on the subjects of interest to this thesis. Since the category is underrepresented, and both a higher 

and lower officer belong to it, it is hard to connect the phenomenon to rank or institutional 

constraint. However, the way in which the reports are assigned an attitude allows for a hundred 

page long matter-of-fact report, containing only a few teutophilic points, to be classified as 

teutophilic. Thus, a possible explanation could be that the officers generally sought to let the 

verdict on the German practices to be reached by higher instances, only offering their own 

thoughts on matters deemed of particular importance. 

Neither the attachés nor the study mission officers offer many words on education, but 

examples such as Fröding and Carleson reveal that the Swedes’ opinions differ on the topic. On 

one hand, Fröding laments the lack of Bildung in the German officers’ education, in line with 

Clemente, while Carleson on the other sees any theorising as a hindrance for battlefield prowess, 

in line with Clemente’s description of German reasoning. 

The decrease in teutophilic inclinations over time, as is made clear in chapters 4.1. and 4.2., 

but exemplified clearly in the table of attachment 1, is interesting to compare with Torbacke’s 

disclosure on the shift of 1900, in which year it was no longer the individual officer who 

requested to undertake a study mission based on his own interests, but rather, he was given a 
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topic to study by the military leadership. This grants a glimpse into the actual impact of the study 

missions, since the descriptions reported to Sweden on matters of explicit interest of the military 

leadership contained noticeable criticism. 

Regarding the implications of the character of the source material, some thoughts are worth 

discussing. As outlined in chapter 2.1., parts of the source material are missing: several years’ 

worth of military attaché reports and many study mission reports. This, of course, means that 

any conclusions drawn, even within the limitations of this thesis, are based on incomplete 

empirics. Concerning the study mission reports, this could be seen as less hampering, since a 

wealth of individuals’ reports are available for study, increasing the surety of the drawn 

conclusions; furthermore, it is unreasonable to suspect any partisanship in the thinning out of the 

reports, since the attitudes assigned to their authors in this thesis are all represented. For the 

military attaché reports, this could be seen as more problematic. Since only seven attachés served 

over the course of the studied period, and many only left behind isolated reports of interest to 

this study, any conclusions drawn from the attachés’ writings risk being coloured by few 

individuals’ causes. However, some concern is alleviated by the fact that, for example, both 

Fröding and de Maré, the most prolific writers of the cohort in the context of this thesis, have 

different attitudes on different topics, sometimes being more rational, sometimes less.  

It is also important to keep in mind that the study of the material is done against the backdrop 

of the previous literature. In this case, the implication is that only the tactical deficiencies 

outlined by Dorn Brose, and the educational ones by Clemente, have guided the mapping of the 

Swedish officers’ views, meaning that the same individuals studied might have had a more 

teutophilic stance on other topics than becomes apparent through this paper. However, since it 

is the purpose of this thesis to present Swedish officers’ perceptions of controversial army tactics 

and officers’ education, as found by the previous literature, the question must be seen as 

answered.  

 

5.2. Theoretical discussion on the results 

Grauer argues, as stated in chapter 3., that the process of military diffusion requires detailed 

knowledge of the model army’s practices. Through the historiography, it is reasonable to claim 

that a process of diffusion was underway in Sweden, with it looking to German organisation, 

such as the general staff and war college, and military thought. As outlined by Grauer, this 
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detailed knowledge can be obtained through accrediting military attachés, or better through 

sending officers to foreign military academies or units (while several of the studied officers’ 

study missions in this thesis indeed went to academies and units, many were also simply present 

for one or two manoeuvres).  

Jervis states that the liking of a state for one reason, need not mean accepting all aspects of 

that state’s functioning. This must be seen as applicable in this study, as Germany is repeatedly 

praised for being the mightiest military power in Europe, while the respective authors still 

question its tactics and officers’ education. This ties into to Jervis’s concept of evoked sets, in 

the context of which he outlines that familiarity with a topic in question is important for 

perception. One can see the general evoked set of the Germans as being defined by the wars of 

unification between 1864 and 1871, as would be in line with Dorn Brose, meaning their 

perception of their own tactics is formed and legitimised by experiences from those wars, albeit 

arguably based on faulty lessons learned. The Swedish officers’ perceptions of the German 

tactics and officers’ education, however, were not influenced by evoked sets based on familiarity 

with those German experiences, meaning the perceptions could be made through a different lens.  

However, Carleson’s criticism of theoretical elements in military education, which is in line 

with Clemente’s description of the German mentality, could be seen as him sharing parts of his 

evoked set with the Germans. Jervis writes that perceptions are influenced by immediate 

concerns; Carleson, as a nobleman, could be seen to share the same immediate concerns as his 

largely aristocratic German counterparts in safeguarding their waning exclusive access to the 

officer corps, as described by Clemente. 

Going back to Grauer, he stipulates that an adopter of foreign military ideas might choose not 

to adopt certain aspects of that military’s processes for several reasons. While the adopter as a 

whole, in this case Sweden, has not been the subject of this study, Grauer’s noting that military-

to-military contacts—that is, military attachés and study missions—are crucial in successful 

diffusion, it is reasonable to see the studied officers as representing the adopter in this context. 

In doing so, one can see that the Swedish officers in general, in the process of diffusion, choose 

not to recommend adoption of the tactics and officers’ education deemed deficient, traditionalist 

or technophobic by Dorn Brose and Clemente. 

The contribution of the theoretical framework based on Grauer’s and Jervis’s texts to this 

thesis, in conclusion, is to explain why the discrepancy in German influence as described by the 
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authors of the historiography vis-à-vis as found in this thesis is so large. The first step in 

diffusion, in this case organisational adoption of an innovative German model system such as 

the general staff, is more easily done, and thus creates a picture of large German influence. The 

detailed knowledge of the German system, however, was meant to be studied through the 

military-to-military contacts, who criticised what they saw, and, using the terminology of the 

theoretical framework, generally chose not to recommend it for diffusion. This criticism was 

made possible through the differences of evoked sets between the Swedish and German officers. 

A risk in applying this framework in the described way, could be identified in a somewhat 

positivist result. Mapping the evoked sets of the individuals through profiling them more with 

the help of memoirs and the like, could give a more nuanced answer. This, however, would shift 

the thesis more toward a study on factors pertaining to relations and backgrounds within the 

Swedish officer corps, rather than its perception of German deficiencies. Another risk, as stated 

in chapter 3., is that Grauer concerns himself with the diffusion of innovative ideas, reserving 

any recommendation against diffusion of certain characteristics of a system for a discrepancy in 

preconditions between two countries. In this thesis, the military-to-military contacts are rather 

shown to criticise German practices on their own merits. While Swedish criticism takes centre 

stage in this paper, it is important to remember that Sweden was, by Grauer’s definition, in the 

process of adopting innovative ideas on a higher level, exemplified by the general staff and 

conscription. However, it could be argued that further testing of Grauer’s theory on cases like 

the present one, in which the absence of recommending the target country’s practices is clearer, 

might elevate the interpretive capacity of it. 

 

5.3. Conclusion 

While not directly disproving any finds of the authors disclosed in the historiography, this thesis 

shows that a body of officers, consisting of military attachés and officers on study missions, 

during a period of increasing German influence on many aspects of Swedish society in general, 

and military matters in particular, were able to critically perceive German tactics and officers’ 

education in a mostly rational manner, reporting many of the same criticisms as especially Dorn 

Brose, but also Clemente outline. This study thus positions itself in the historiography, not 

disproving, indeed sometimes corroborating, the stipulated larger ‘conversion to Germanism’, 

but rather nuancing it, showing that members of the Swedish officer corps—at least through the 
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lens of those officers present in Germany—were able to distance themselves from the teutophilia 

of the time, and rationally evaluate matters concretely related to their profession. By studying 

the, in the context of the historiography, under-researched field of German army tactics and 

officers’ education in relation to Sweden, it has become clear that the general trends of increasing 

German influence on the Swedish military were generally not applicable on the topics studied 

herein. Through the theoretical framework, this discrepancy is explained, and the results of this 

thesis are shown to tie into the general theoretical stipulations of Grauer and Jervis. As Torbacke 

and Grauer both write, the input of the officers who undertook study missions must be seen as 

important in the reform process of the entire army, which further indicates that the German 

influence on the Swedish army was lesser than can be interpreted through the historiography. 

 

5.4. Further research 

There are several ways in which the results of this study can be expanded and elevated. This 

thesis only concerns itself with Swedish military attachés and officers on study missions’ 

perceptions of German army tactics and officers’ education. One possible path to further research 

the subject could be to study Swedish regulations and educational material further, in comparison 

to the perceptions of the officers of this study, to see what effect the latter had on the former. A 

profiling of the individuals studied in this thesis could also grant deeper insight into their 

thoughts, and how they evolved. Many of the officers went on to higher or influential positions, 

such as C. O. Nordensvan, who started an influential military journal, as outlined by Eliasson, 

Ericson Wolke and Åselius. These authors categorise him as blindly and romantically admiring 

Moltke, although the results of this thesis depict him as rather rational. Military journals in 

themselves were considered as source material for this study, elevating the topic from perceived 

tactics and education to debate, but were not included, as this would have shifted the question 

posed in this paper too greatly. In conclusion, the actual effect of the studied reports, and what 

was in the end adopted by the state of Sweden, are bountiful areas of potential study. 
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