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“desverfassung  von
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"UNSER WEHRWESEN SEIT 1874 BIS nehmen und gegen falsche Empfindlichkeit auf- | a year ago is the restoration of its finances. Poland

ZUR GEGENWART.

(Nachfolgendes resumiert ein Referat, das Herr Bundes-
rat Dr. Scheurer letzten Sonntag in Ziirich hielt, an-
lisslich des Parteitages der freisinnig-demokratischen
Partei.)

Unsere Armee ist, wie die Verfassung, 1874
entstanden.  Wir konnen gerade bei der Armee
sehen, wie eine Entwicklung im ganzen gehen kann.
Riickblicke sind notwendig im Leben eines Volkes
Wenn wir das tun vom letzten halben Jahrhundert,
diirfen wir sagen, dass die Arbeit, die getan wurde,
eine iiberaus fruchtbare war. ‘ :

Die Landesverteidigung ist fiir alle Staaten eine
der wichtigsten Fragen. Sie ist aber nicht iiberall
gleich, die Aufgabe stellt sich verschieden fiir cine
Autokratie, cinen parlamentarisch regierten Staat
und eine reinc Demokratie, fiir cinen Staat, der
auf Eroberungen ausgehen will oder ein Land, das
seine Unabhingigkeit wahren will.

Wie stellt sich die Aufgabe fiir uns? Wir
miissen denken an die Neutralitit, an die demo-
kratischen Einrichtungen, an unser bundesstaatliches
Recht. Wir kénnen mit der militirischen Einrich-
tung zuriickgehen auf 1874, aber damals waren
Einrichtungen vorhanden, die auf Jahrhunderte zu-
riickgehen.  Wir hatten das allgemeine Militiir-
reglement von 1817, das sehr auf die Kantone zu
geschnitten war, aber doch eine gewisse Einheit-
lichkeit aufwies, dann die Militdrorganisation von
1850, die das Werk weitergefithrt -hat. Die Bun:
1874 hat den Grundsatz der
allgemeinen Wehrpflicht nicht nur auf dem Papier
durchgefithrt.  Der Bund iibernahm auch den ge-
samten Unterricht und die Bewaffnung, er bekam
gegeniiber den Kantonen das Aufsichtsrecht.  Man
nahm dem Einzelnen die Last ab und stellte ihn
sicher gegen Krankheit und Unfall.  Wir diirfen
heute noch dankbar der Minner gedenken, die da-
mals im  Vordergrund standen, eines Generals
Herzog, eines Bundesrats Weltli und ecines Obersi
Frei.

Unser Land ist neutral.

s ist aber ein Irrtum,

zu sagen, dass wir keine Armee brauchen. Wir
haben die Verpflichtung, uns und dém  Ausland

gegeniiber, unser Land gegen feindlichen Einbruch
zu schiitzen. Wir miissen festhalten, dass unser
Verzicht auf staatliche Eroberungén nicht sazen
will, dass wir keine Armee brauchen. Der Grund-

‘satz der "Neutralitdt hat’ uns “ermoglicht, in Aus-

bildungszielen
halten.

Wie steht es mit der Armee in der Demokratic?
Die Demokratie ist fiir uns kein leerer Begriff, der
Grundsatz ist bis in alle Einzelheiten durchgefiihrt
worden.  Ist nun eine Demokratie imstande, die
Landesverteidigung durchzufiihren 2

Das  Gesetz iiber dic Militirorganisation von
1874 ist stillschweigend angenommen worden, ohne
dass das Referendum ergriffen wurde. Von dort an
blieb es bis Mitte der 90cr Jahre still. 1895 wurde
ein Versuch auf weitere Vereinheitlichung von Volk
und- Stiinden abgelehnt. 1907 wurde dem Volke
ein neues Gesetz iber die Militirorganisation vor-
gelegt, das dann aber angenommen wurde. Er-
withnt werden muss aber die Verwerfung der sozial-
demokratischen  Militiirjustizinitiative.  im  Jahre
1921.  Dic offentliche Meinung hat sich  immer
sehr intensiv mit der Armee beschiftigt.

Zwischen Volk und Armece bestand immer ein
enger Zusammenbang. Das ist fiir unser Land
auch von hochster Wichtigkeit. Wohl ist die For-
derung auf Demokratisierung der Armee aufge-
kommen. Hier muss man nicht Leute fragen, dic
ausserhalb der Armee stechen. Ein Soldat verlangt,
dass er recht gefiihrt wird, dass der Fiihrer sein
Handwerk versteht und es wohl meint mit ihm.
Was der ecinzelne Mann will, dass in der kurzen
Zeit Brauchbares geleistet wird, das will auch die
Armee, die cine Schule der Willensbildung und
Ertiichtigung ist.  Dass es Fehler
gibt, ist klar. Wir haben aber alle den besten
Willen, zu bessern.  Wenn wir das Ganze betrach-
ten, diirfen wir sagen, dass wir den Beweis er-
bracht haben, dass ecine Demokratie die Landes-
verteidigung durchfiihren kann, Wie steht es nun
mit dem Verhiltnis von Bund, Kantonen und Mi-
litir 2 Im Jahre 1907 hat’ man die Zustindigkeit
ngher abgegrenzt. Wenn irgendein Gebiet nach
Vereinlichung driingt, ist es das Wehrwesen. Heute
miissen wir die schlimme Zentralisation vermeiden,
die ungenaue Ausscheidung der Kompetenzen. Zu
keinen Zeiten hatte man aber die Mitarbeit der
Kantone entbehren konnen. Es ist notwendig, dass
nicht nur die Eidgenossenschaft, sondern auch dic
Kantone ihre Pflicht erfiillen.

Fine weitere Eigentiimlichkeit sind unsere Ver-
schiedenheiten (Sprache, Weltanschauung und Be-
rufe). Dass da grosse Schwierigkeiten bestchen,
kann  niemand abstreiten (5. Division Ziircher,
Schwyzer, Tessiner); 2. Division Deutsch- und
Franzésichschweizer). Bei Spezialwaflen kann es
vorkommen, dass in Kadreschulen alle Sprachen
vertreten sind. Wir kommen nur durch, wenn wir
auf die berechtigten Eigentiimlichkeiten Riicksicht

und  Ausriistung  etwas  zuriickzu-

treten. Alle miissen sich bewusst sein, dass alle
nur ein Ziel haben. Die Aufgabe ist wohl schwie-
rig, aber die Tatsache, dass wir unsere Armee
unter ein einheitliches Ziel stellen konnen, ist das
einigende Band. So hat die Armee in den schwie-
rigsten Zeiten die Einheit des Landes verkérpert.
Bundesrat Scheurer spricht zum Schluss den
Wunsch aus, dass man nach 50 Jahren von uns
sagen konne, unsere Generation habe ihre Aufgabe
ebenso gut erfiillt, wie sie die von 1874 erfiillt
hat. (National-Zeitung.)

SWISS INSTITUTE.

On Friday, -the 16th inst.,. a large number
(about 120) of members and friends ol the Swiss
Institute attended the third yearly lecture on “ The
European Situation,” delivered by Mr. G. P. Gooch,
M.A., co-editor of the Contemporary Review and
late chairman of the Social and Political Edutation
League.

The lecture was greatly appreciated by the
whole audienee, and we cannot do better than to
follow last year’s precedent by giving a verbatim
report of it for the benefit of those members and
friends who were prevented from being present.

Tue COMMITTEE.

Chairman, Ladies and Gentlemen,

I am getting to feel quite at home in this hall,
and I have come to regard my address to you on
the European Situation as what we call in English
“a hardy annual.””  But although my subject is
always the same, the actual survey is always diffe-
rent, because the Luropean situation is very much
like the *English climate—as an American once
said, “In England you have no climate: you have
only samples of weather.” It is the same with
the European situation.  Every time I come here,
I have a diflerent story to tell, and I shall confine
myself to-night to those countries where the situa-
tion is different to-day, in some important respect
or respects, from what it was a year ago.

I begin with Russia, and I need not remind you

that the great event in the history of Russia during |

the last twelve months is the recognition of the
Moscow Government by Italy and Great Britain.
The Bolshevists have now been ruling Russia for
6% years, and the recognition of them by Italy
and Great Britain is a testimony to the fact that
in the opinion of, at any rate, these two great
countries, Italy and Great Britain, the Bolshevists
have come to stay. It does not in the least mean
that we approve either their theory or practice
in government, any more than we did before, bui
it means that we find it convenient to recognise
their government as being the government of a
country with which we desire to render our rela-
tions—political, economic and cultural—closer' than
they have been for many years. You know that at
the present time a deputation from Russia is in
London and is co-operating with representatives of
our own gO\L‘l'llnlL‘“l i!l i‘“cln[)t“]g to clear ()ﬂ
the slate all the many dilficult problems, chiefly
of a financial character, which must be concluded
in a satisfactory manner before we can lend money
to Russian industry on a large scale and before, on
the other hand, the economic revival in Russia can
continue and progress.  Whether those negotiations
will succeed altogether or in part I cannot tell you.
I am afraid the difficulties are very great, and T
am afraid also that the difference in mentality
between the East and the West of Europe—or, to
be more pricise, between the English and the
Russians—it so great -that it may prove difficult
(though I hope not impossible) to reach a wodus
vivendi. 1 hope for the best, and I believe that it
would be to the interests of both countries that
an agrecment should be reached.

About recognition I will say two things, only
two. In the first place, without recognition a
settlement of the outstanding questions between
England and Russia would be impossible. In the
second  place,, without recognition the entry of
Russia into the League of Nations would also be
impossible. It is too early to say whether recog-
nition will lead to those two results, but it is not
too early to say what I have just said—that without
recognition both those results would be unattain-
able.

The economic condition of Russia is showing a
very gradual improvement. Their finances are still
in a very bad condition, but there is no doubt that
there is a slow and gradual recovery of Russia
from the terrible sufterings of no less than ten
years. I regret to say that I see no indication of
any revival of liberty, either of liberty of the
press, liberty of thought or political liberty in
the sense in which we understand it in the West
of Europe, namcly, representative government.
Russia is still governed by a small minority of
able, determined and extremely one-sided men;
We cannot look ahead very far, but as far as we
can foresee there is no party in Russia with the
power to overthrow the Bolshevists, and I there-
fore fear there is no very great chance of the
establishment of real democratic liberty over that
vast surface of the globe.

Now I pass from Russia to Poland. The chicf
event in the history of Poland since I spoke here

is a country of large natural resources—plenty of
coal, plenty of timber, plenty- of corn, and its
wonderful river, the Vistula, making a sort of
natural highway through the heart of the country.
In spite of all that, the finances of Poland became
worse and worse, until last summer they became
so dangerous that the Polish - Government very
wisely invited Mr. Hilton Young from England
to go out and advise them. Mr. Hilton Young
is known to many of you, I expect, as having been
Financial « Secretary  to the Treasury under the
Lloyd George Government, and as the author of
a large and valuable work on British finance. He
is a very old friend of mine, and the Polish
Government could not have made a better choice.
He went out last autumn, spent some months there,
and drew up a scheme of financial reform which
included economies on the one side and the in-
crease of taxation on the other. I am glad to say
that the larger part of that scheme has been
accepted by the Polish Government, is being put
into operation, and the beneficial effects are already
being seen.

I hope that if Poland keeps the peace, and if
she further reduces her army, and if the machinery
for the collection of taxation is improved, in a
year, or two years at the outside, the budget will
balance.

Next to Poland I must speak of Lithuania.
Lithuania is a little agricultural republic of only
a little more than two million people who, in the
Middle Ages, were for many centuries connected
with Poland in a joint kingdom, independent with-
in, but connected with Poland by having the same
ruler, and then, as you all remember, at the par-
tition of Poland, Lithuania was swallowed up in

mighty Russia. At the end of the last war
Lithuania became independent, and since I was

here before, she has received the port and district
of Memel. The town of Memel is German, and
until the Great War it was the most eastern town
and the most eastern port of the German Empire,
but it is inhabited by Lithuanians, and at the
Peace Conference of 1919 Memel and its district
was taken from Germany, but was not given to
anybody—it was kept at the disposal of the vic-
torious Allies. For more than four years Memel
remained in the possession of the Allies. All
the time the Lithuanians were expecting to receive
it (and indeed, when it was separated from Ger-
many it was separated with the object of giving it
to the Lithuanians). It was not, however, until
the end of last year that Memel and its district
were linally allotted to Lithuania. It may be a
small affair to Europe to possess Memel, as a
district, but it is a matter of vital importance to
Lithuania, because it gives that country access to
the sca by the river Niemen and a good port on
the Baltic, and therefore, since I was here before,
Lithuania has reccived the port and the connection
with the Baltic which it has been desiring and
needing ever since it became an independent state.

I now pass to Turkey, and I need hardly
remind you that the great event in the history of
Turkey during the last year has been the restora-
tion of peace—peace between whom? I answer,
peace between Turkey and Turkey’s enemies and
conquerors in the Great War. It was not until a
few weeks ago that the state of war between
England and Turkey came to an end, formally and
legally—nearly six years after the end of the Great
War.  The Treaty of Lausanne was concluded
a year ago, and I think that I spoke of it when
I was here before, but it was only discussed by the
arious countries who signed it in the course of
the year, and it has only been ratified by the two
houses of our British Parliament during the last
few weceks.  Turkey, then, is at last at peace with
Greece, with her enemies in the Great War, and,
indeed, with everybody.

You know that the new Turkey is a very
Nationalist Turkey. You know also that the num-
ber of subjects who are not Turks by race is now
very small.  Vast numbers of Armenians have been
murdered or driven out, vast numbers of Greeks
have been killed in battle, massacred or driven
out. The new Turkey, which includes Asia Minor,
Constantinople and Eastern Thrace as far as the
great city of Adrianople—that new Turkey is a
country inhabited almost entirely’ by Turks, which
has not been the case at any period in the history
of Turkey.

As regards Greece, you know that the great
change has been from a monarchy to a republic.
The - expulsion of Greece from Turkey eighteen
months ago and the terrible disaster of Smyrna
led to the expulsion of King Constantine and to
the placing of his son upon the throne of Greece,
but although the Greeks retained the monarchy,
the monarch had no power: he was a mere shadow,
and only about a month ago a plebiscite was held
on the question whether even that shadow monarchy
should continue, and it was decided by a large
majority that it should not.

Turkey is now a republic, and Greece is now
a republic.  Republics are becoming the rule in
Europe, and monarchies are becoming the excep-
tion.

As regards the internal policy of Greece, I am
afraid that I cannot report any satisfactory pacifi-
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