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“But I am requested by the Minister of War to find out how
the battle is going:

Again Joffre answered: “Are the Deputies in good spirits?
The heat of Bordeaux, to which they are not accustomed, I hope
does not affect their morale.”

“My General, I must report to the Minister how the battle is
going.” To which Joffre finally replied: “Pas mal, pas mal”
This, it seems to me, illustrates the difference between the army
morale and the civilian morale during critical periods of war.

The French peasants never could understand why so many
healthy young Americans spent their war service miles away from
the front. Their own fathers and brothers, much older men, lived
in mud and amid scenes of death and destruction in the trenches.
The excuse of the Forestry Section, safely anchored to the S. O. S.,
was that America had plenty of men, and that it was our policy
to place technical men where they were most needed.

A good deal has been written regarding the alleged profiteering
by the French. During two years’ experience throughout various
sections, my judgment is that much of the flagrant profiteering
was done by foreigners, Spaniards and Italians, who were engaged
in commerce in France. American gossip on this subject was
greatly exaggerated. Partly because so few Americans really
understood administrative methods; partly because, in a Latin
country, it is customary to bargain for supplies rather than buy
them at a fixed price. Local prices undoubtedly increased when
American troops were stationed in a small village and bought up
everything in sight. It was a perfectly natural case of an over-
demand and a lack of supply. The American soldiers, with their
large purchasing power, always demanded the best of everything.

At the close of the War it was frequently gossiped about that
the American army had to buy their trenches. Curiously enough
this was undoubtedly true in many instances. An American
organization might be practicing bayonet attacks before going to
the front, and have to dig trenches in a peasant’s field. Somebody
had to pay compensation to the French citizen for the damage
done. It would have been obviously unfair for the French Army
to pay any of the expenses of the American Army. We were
entirely independent financially, and it was quite natural and just
for the local American unit to pay such bills. When a regiment
left a village, after having been encamped there for a considerable
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period, no doubt it was often irritating to have bills presented for
the most trivial charges. We had one regiment in the Céte d’Or
which was asked to settle because its wagons splashed mud on
the white-washed French houses along the village street. The bill
was small, perhaps only a few francs, and yet it had to be paid.
When the story was repeated, no doubt the details were magnified
and twisted so that it seemed like an imposition.

In the purchase of timber we argued as follows. Many of the
best locations for operating timber in France were either already
occupied by Canadians, French or Belgians, or had been reserved
from cutting by the French for reasons of policy. We expected
a rapid and ever increasing demand, and felt that it was impossible
to acquire too much standing timber. Since practically all timber
land in France had been cut over, not once but a number of times, the
question “Was logging feasible?” was already answered in the
affirmative. I for one argued that every forest could be operated
unless there were definite known obstacles. As a matter of fact, one
fine body of timber in the Landes, near Mimizan, had been refused
by the Canadians because of operating difficulties. This was suc-
cessfully cut and manufactured by a company of our 10th Engi-
neers, through a skillful use of water for floating. Our Allies
were rather taken aback when they saw what they had overlooked.

An illustration of this picking and choosing of timber came up
in the early Fall of 1917. A lieutenant, who had been a logging
Engineer of the Forest Service on the Pacific Coast, was sent to
examine a certain tract in the Cote d’Or. It was a rather mediocre
“coppice under standards” forest of oak, beech, maple and horn-
beam. When he returned with his report, we had a meeting of
the staff to consider what action should be taken. The lieutenant
indicated what portions of the forest had the most board feet
per acre, and his recommendation to purchase only the best areas
was approved by his superior officers. At the final conference,
presided over by Col. Graves, I argued that if the war lasted for
any length of time, we should need every scrap of timber we could
acquire. If the war terminated sooner than we expected, we
should not mind having extra timber. I argued also that when
we put troops in to fell and saw this particular forest, the com-
manding officer would be certain to ask that we purchase the
remaining portions, even though somewhat inferior, in order that
he could continue operating at one point as long as possible. The
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correct answer to this problem seemed absolutely clear without
argument. But I recall that it was only with the greatest diffi-
culty, and with the help of Col. Graves who saw the problem as
I did, that I carried my point. I relate this instance because it
illustrates the way in which some of our best officers were inclined
to think of minor technical details, rather than of the main
objective of our war operations.




