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INTRODUCTION
by Christopher Bassford

Before Clausawitz |eft Prussain 1812 to join the Russan army and resist Ngpoleon, he prepared
an essay on war to leave with the sixteen year-old Prussan Crown Prince Friedrich Wilhdm
(later King Friedrich Wilhedm 1V, r.1840-1858), whose military tutor he had become in 1810.
This essay was cdled "The most important principles of the art of war to complete my course of
ingruction for his Roya Highness the Crown Prince’ ["Die wichtigsten Grundsétze des
Kriegfihrens zur Ergénzung meines Unterrichts bei S. Koniglichen Hoheit dem Kronprinzen'].
Thisessay isusudly referred to asthe "Principles of War." It represented Clausewitz's

theoretical development up to that point, trandated into aform suitable for his young student.
Unfortunately, it has often been treasted as a summary of Clausewitz's mature theory--which it
most emphaticaly is not. Rather, it isonly a primitive precursor to On War . Its subject matter is
largely tacticd. While some of the more important theoretica concepts of On War arefairly
wel-developed (“friction,” for example), many are embryonic and others entirely absent. In
particular, and in greet contrast to the later work, "Principles of War" is not notably sophiticated
in higtorical terms. It is based dmogt entirely on the experience of Frederick the Great and the
wars with revolutionary France and Napoleon prior to 1812.

The trand ation reproduced here was done by Hans Gatzke in 1942. A German protestant, Gatzke
(1915-87) emigrated to Americain 1937. He graduated from Williams College in 1938 and got
his master's degree from Harvard the following year. He then taught at Harvard, ultimatey
receiving his doctorate there in 1947. From 1944 to 1946, however, he was a second lieutenant in
the U.S. Army, serving with Supreme Headquarters Allied Expeditionary Forces (SHAEF). He
taught at Johns Hopkins from 1947 to 1964 and then moved to Yae.

Gatzke's brief introduction to Principles (which is omitted here) raises some doubt that Gatzke
was redly familiar with Clausewitz's more mature conceptions as expressed in On War . It
discussed the latter work at some length, but mostly in terms of its emphasis on "moral forces."
Gatzke stressed " Clausewitz's unlimited war of annihilation, his absolute war," without
mentioning the other possibilities covered by the theory in On War. The dustjacket was even
more mideading: It showed an armor-clad hand widlding geometric instruments to produce
military blueprints. Like the 1936 German edition from which it was derived, Gatke's version put
into italics large sections of the work held to be obsolete (a practice not followed here).
Nonetheless, Gatzke praised the book of Principles, saying that "Like nothing dse,... it may
serve as an introduction to his theories on the nature and conduct of war.” Thisinaccurate
description has prompted many uninformed readers into grest legps of faith: One reviewer of
Gatzke's trandation credited Clausawitz with remarkable prescience, saying "Clausewitz wrote it
[in1812] ... condensing all of the principles and maxims that he subsequently expanded in ... On
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War [1832]." The same reviewer cdled it "the blueprint from which Nazi Germany has
developed the present total war." [Cavalry Journal, September-October 1942, p.94.]

This particular work has rardly aroused any enthusiasm among Clausewitz's more theoreticaly-
oriented students, ance it fals to reflect many of the most important of its author's later and
deeper ingghts. Principles of War is nonetheessinteresting in its own right, both as evidence for
Clausawitz's persond evolution and as a discussion of warfare in the Napoleonic era by one of
its most astute observers. Note, however, that the views Clausewitz expresses herein are not
those of Napoleon--of whom he has often and erroneoudy been proclaimed the "High Priest.”
Rather, Clausawitz's conceptions are those of his mentor, Generd Gerhard von Scharnhorst,
perhaps the most capable of Napoleon's enemies.

Clausewitz c.1814

THE MOST IMPORTANT PRINCIPLESFOR THE
CONDUCT OF WAR

These principles, though the result of long thought and continuous study of the history of war,
have nonethel ess been drawn up hastily, and thus will not stand severe criticismin regard to
form. In addition, only the most important subjects have been picked from a great number, since
a certain brevity was necessary. These principles, therefore, will not so much give complete

instruction to Your Royal Highness, as they will stimulate and serve as a guide for your own
reflections.

CARL VON CLAUSEWITZ

Remember, Principles of War (1812) isNOT a summary of On War (1832) but a distant and quite different
precursor.
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. PRINCIPLES FOR WAR IN GENERAL

1. Thetheory of warfare tries to discover how we may gain a preponderance of physical forces
and materid advantages at the decisive point. Asthisis not dways possble, theory aso teaches
usto caculate mord factors: the likely mistakes of the enemy, the impression created by a
daring action, . . . yes, even our own desperation. None of these things lie outside the redm of
the theory and art of war, which is nothing but the result of reasonable reflection on dl the
possible stuations encountered during awar. We should think very frequently of the most
dangerous of these Stuations and familiarize oursaves with it. Only thus shal we reach heroic
decisions based on reason, which no critic can ever shake.

Any person who may present this matter differently to Y our Royd Highnessis a pedant, whose
views will only be harmful to you. In the decisve moments of your life, in the turmoail of battle,
you will some day fed that this view done can hep where help is needed most, and where adry
pedantry of figures will forsake you.

2. Whether counting on physica or mord advantages, we should dwaystry, in time of war, to
have the probability of victory on our Sde. But thisis not always possible. Often we must act
AGAINST this probability, SHOULD THERE BE NOTHING BETTER TO DO. Wereweto
despair here, we would abandon the use of reason just when it becomes most necessary, when
everything seems to be conspiring againg us.

Therefore, even when the likelihood of successis againgt us, we must not think of our
undertaking as unreasonable or impossible; for it is aways reasonable, if we do not know of
anything better to do, and if we make the best use of the few means a our disposa.

We must never lack camness and firmness, which are so hard to preserve in time of war.
Without them the mogt brilliant qudities of mind are wasted. We musgt therefore familiarize
ourselves with the thought of an honorable defeat. We must dways nourish this thought within
ourselves, and we must get completely used to it. Be convinced, Most Gracious Master, that
without this firm resolution no grest results can be achieved in the most successful war, let done
in the most unsuccessful.

Certainly this thought frequently occupied the mind of Frederick Il during hisfirs Slesan wars.
Because he was familiar with it he undertook his attack near Leuthen, on that memorable fifth of
December, and not because he believed that his oblique formation would very likely begt the
Audrians* 1

3. In any specific action, in any measure we may undertake, we aways have the choice between
the most audacious and the most careful solution. Some people think that the theory of war
aways advises the latter. That assumption isfalse. If the theory does advise anything, it isthe
nature of war to advise the most decisive, that is, the most audacious. Theory leavesit to the
military leader, however, to act according to his own courage, according to his spirit of
enterprise, and his salf-confidence. Make your choice, therefore, according to thisinner force;
but never forget that no military leader has ever become great without audacity.
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Remember, Principles of War (1812) isNOT a summary of On War (1832) but a distant and quite different
precursor.

II. TACTICSOR THE THEORY OF COMBAT

War is acombination of many distinct engagements. Such a combination may or may not be
reasonable, and success depends very much on this. Y et the engagement itsdlf is for the moment
more important. For only a combination of successful engagements can lead to good results. The
maost important thing in war will dways be the art of defeating our opponent in combat. To this
matter Your Roya Highness can never turn enough attention and thought. | think the following
principles the most important:

|. General Principles For Defense

1. To keep our troops covered as long as possible. Since we are dway's open to attack, except
when we oursdves are attacking, we must at every ingtant be on the defensive and thus should
place our forces as much under cover as possible.

2. Not to bring al our troopsinto combat immediately. With such action dl wisdomin
conducting a bettle disappears. It is only with troops |ft at our disposa that we can turn the tide
of battle.

3. To belittle or not at dl concerned about the extent of our front. Thisin itsef is unimportant,
and an extengon of the front limits the depth of our formation (that is, the number of unitswhich
are lined up one behind the other). Troops which

are kept in the rear are dways available. We can use them either to renew combat a the same
point, or to carry the fight to other neighboring points. This principleisacordllary of the
previous one.

4. The enemy, while attacking one section of the front, often seeks to outflank and envelop us a
the same time. The units*® 2 which are kept in the background can meet this attempt and thus
make up for the support usualy derived from ob- staclesin the terrain. They are better suited for
thisthan if they were ganding in line and extending the front. For in this case the enemy could
easly outflank them. This principle again is a closer definition of the second.

5. If we have many troopsto hold in reserve, only part of them should stand directly behind the
front. The rest we should put obliqudly behind.

From this position they in turn can attack the flank of the enemy columns which are seeking to
envelop us.

6. A fundamentd principleis never to remain completey passive, but to atack the enemy
frontally and from the flanks, even while he is attacking us. We should, therefore, defend
oursalves on a given front merdly to induce the enemy to deploy hisforcesin an attack on this
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front. Then wein turn attack with those of our troops which we have kept back. The art of
entrenchment, as Y our Roya Highness expressed so excdllently at onetime, shall servethe
defender not to defend himself more securely behind arampart, but to attack the enemy more
successfully. Thisidea should be applied to any passive defense. Such defense is nothing more
than ameans by which to atack the enemy most advantageoudy, in aterrain chosen in advance,
where we have drawn up our troops and have arranged things to our advantage.

7. This attack from a defensive position can take place the moment the enemy actualy attacks, or
while heis gill on the march. | can aso, at the moment the attack is about to be ddlivered,
withdraw my troops, luring the enemy into unknown territory and attacking him from al sdes.
The formation in depth--i.e., the formation in which only two-thirds or haf or 4ill less of the
army isdrawn-up in front and the rest directly or obliquely behind and hidden, if possble--is
very suitable for dl these moves. Thistype of formation is, therefore, of immense importance.

8. If, for example, | had two divisons, | would prefer to keep oneintherear. If | had three, |
would keep at least one in the rear, and if four probably two. If | had five, | should hold at least
two in reserve and in many cases even three, etc.

9. At those points where we remain passve we must make use of the art of fortification. This
should be done with many independent works, completely closed and with very strong profiles.

10. In our plan of battle we must set this greet aim: the attack on alarge enemy column and its
complete destruction. If our am islow, while that of the enemy is high, we will naturdly get the
worgt of it. We are penny-wise and pound-foolish.

11. Having set ahigh god in our plan of defense (the annihilation of an enemy column, &ic.), we
must pursue this god with the grestest energy and with the last ounce of our strength. In most
cases the aggressor will pursue his own am a some other point. While we fal upon hisright
wing, for example, hewill try to win decisve advantages with his left. Consequently, if we
should dacken before the enemy does, if we should pursue our am with less energy than he
does, he will gain his advantage completdy, while we shdl only hdf gain ours. He will thus
achieve preponderance of power; the victory will be his, and we shdl have to give up even our
partly gained advantages. If Y our Roya Highness will read with atention the history of the
battles of Ratisbon and Wagram, dl thiswill seem true and important.* 3

In both these battles the Emperor Napoleon attacked with his right wing and tried to hold out
with hisleft. The Archduke Charles did exactly the same. But, while the former acted with grest
determination and energy, the latter was wavering and always stopped haf-way. That iswhy the
advantages which Charles gained with the victorious part of his army were without consequence,
while those which Napoleon gained at the opposite end were decisive.

12. Let me sum up once more the lagt two principles. Their combination gives us amaxim which

should take first place among al causes of victory in the modern art of war: "Pursue one great
decisve am with force and determination.”
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13. If wefollow this and fall, the danger will be even gresater, it istrue. But to increase caution at
the expense of the find god isno military art. It isthe wrong kind of caution, which, as| have
sad dready in my "Generd Principles,” is contrary to the nature of war. For greaet aims we must
dare great things. When we are engaged in a daring enterprise, the right caution condgstsin not
neglecting out of laziness, indolence, or carelessness those measures which help usto gain our
am. Such was the case of Napoleon, who never pursued great amsin atimid or haf-hearted
way out of caution.

If you remember, Most Gracious Master, the few defensive battles that have ever been won, you
will find that the best of them have been conducted in the spirit of the principles voiced here. For
it isthe sudy of the history of war which has given us these principles.

At Minden, Duke Ferdinand suddenly appeared where the enemy did not expect him and took
the offensive, while at Tannhausen he defended himsdlf passively behind earthworks* 4 At
Rossbach, Frederick 11 threw himself againgt the enemy at an unexpected point and an
unexpected moment.* 5

At Liegnitz, the Audtrians found the King a night in a pogtion very different from that in which
they had seen him the previous day. He fell with his whole army upon one enemy column and
defeated it before the others could Start fighting.* 6

At Hohenlinden, Moreau had five divisonsin hisfront line and four directly behind and on his
flanks. He outflanked the enemy and fell upon his right wing before it could attack.* 7

At Ratishon, Marshal Davout defended himsalf passively, while Napoleon attacked the fifth and
gxth army-corps with his right wing and beat them completdly.

Though the Audtrians were the redl defenders at Wagram, they did attack the emperor on the
second day with the greater part of their forces. Therefore Napoleon can also be consdered a
defender. With hisright wing he attacked, outflanked and defested the Austrian left wing. At the
sametime he pad little attention to hiswesk left wing (conggting of asingle divison), which

was resting on the Danube. Y et through strong reserves (i.e., formation in depth), he prevented
the victory of the Audtrian right wing from having any influence on his own victory gained on

the Rossbach. He used these reserves to retake Aderklaa

Not dl the principles mentioned earlier are clearly contained in each of these battles, but dl are
examples of active defense.

The mohility of the Prussan army under Frederick |1 was a means towards victory on which we
can no longer count, since the other armies are at least as mobile as we are. On the other hand,
outflanking was less common at that time and formation in depth, therefore, less imperdive.

2. General Principles For Offense

1. We must sdlect for our attack one point of the enemy’s position (i.e., one section of histroops-
-adivison, acorps) and atack it with great superiority, leaving the ret of hisarmy in
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uncertainty but keeping it occupied. Thisisthe only way that we can use an equa or smaler

force to fight with advantage and thus with a chance of success. The weaker we are, the fewer
troops we should use to keep the enemy occupied a un- important points, in order to be as strong
as possible a the decisive point. Frederick |1 doubtlesdy won the bettle of Leuthen only because
he massed his smal army together in one place and thus was very concentrated, as compared to

theenemy.*8

2. We should direct our main thrust againgt an enemy wing by attacking it from the front and
from the flank, or by turning it completely and attacking it from the rear. Only when we cut off
the enemy’s line of retreat are we assured of great success in victory.

3. Even though we are strong, we should still direct our main attack against one point only. In
that way we shal gain more strength at this point. For to surround an army completely is
possible only in rare cases and requires tremendous physical or mord superiority. It is possble,
however, to cut off the enemy's line of retreet a one point of hisflank and thereby dready gain
great success.

4. Generdly spesking, the chief am isthe certainty (high probability) of victory, that is, the
certainty of driving the enemy from the fidd of bettle. The plan of baitle must be directed
towards thisend. For it is easy to change an indecisive victory into a decisive one through
energetic pursuit of the enemy.

5. Let us assume that the enemy has troops enough on one wing to make afront in dl directions.
Our main force should try to attack the wing concentrically, so his troops find themsdves
assalled from dl sdes. Under these circumstances his troops will get discouraged much more
quickly; they suffer more, get disordered--in short, we can hope to turn them to flight much more
eedly.

6. This encirclement of the enemy necessitates a greater deployment of forces in the front line for
the aggressor than for the defender.

If the corps a b ¢ should make a concentric attack on the section e of the enemy army, they
should, of course, be next to each other. But we should never have so many forcesin the front
line that we have none in reserve. That would be avery great error which would lead to defedt,
should the enemy be in the least prepared for an encirclement.

N
=

If a b c are the corps which are to attack section e, the corps f and g must be held in reserve.
With this formation in depth we are able to harass the same point continuoudy. And in case our
troops should be beaten at the opposite end of the line, we do not need to give up immediately
our attack at this end, Since we 4till have reserves with which
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to oppose the enemy. The French did thisin the baitle of Wagram. Ther left wing, which
opposed the Austrian right wing resting on the Danube, was extremey weak and was completely
defeated. Even their center at Aderklaawas not very strong and was forced by the Austrians to
retrest on the first day of battle. But al this did not matter because Napoleon had such depth on
hisright wing, with which he attacked the Audtrian left from the front and sde. He advanced
againg the Audrians at Aderklaa with atremendous column of cavdry and horse-artillery and,
though he could not best them, he at least was able to hold them there.

7. Just as on the defensive, we should choose as the object of our offensive that section of the
enemy's army whose defeat will give us decisve advantages.

8. Asin defense, aslong as any resources are left, we must not give up until our purpose has
been reached. Should the defender likewise be active, should he attack us at other points, we
shdl be able to gain victory only if we surpass him in energy and boldness. On the other hand,
should he be passve, we really run no great danger.

9. Long and unbroken lines of troops should be avoided completely. They would lead only to
parald attacks, which today are no longer feasible.

Each divison makesits attack separately, though according to the directions of a higher
command and thus in agreement with each other. Y et one division (8,000 to 10,000 men) is
never formed into one single line, but into two, three, or even four. From thisit followsthat a
long unbroken lineis no longer possible.

10. The concerted attacks of the divisons and army corps should not be obtained by trying to
direct them from a centrd point, o that they maintain contact and even dign themselves on eech
other, though they may be far gpart or even separated by the enemy. Thisisafaulty method of
bringing about cooperation, open to a thousand mischances. Nothing great can be achieved with
it and we are certain to be thoroughly beaten by a strong opponent.

The true method consgtsin giving each commander of an army corps or adivison the main
direction of hismarch, and in pointing out the enemy as the objective and victory as the god.

Each commander of a column, therefore, has the order to attack the enemy wherever he may find
him and to do so with dl his strength. He must not be made responsible for the success of his
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attack, for that would lead to indecision. But he is respongble for seeing that his corps will take
part in battle with dl its energy and with a spirit of sdf-sacrifice,

11. A wdl-organized, independent corps can withstand the best attack for some time (severd
hours) and thus can not be annihilated in amoment. Thus, even if it engaged the enemy pre-
meaturdly and was defested, its fight will not have been in vain. The enemy will unfold and
expend his strength againgt this one corps, offering the rest a good chance for an attack.

Theway in which a corps should be organized for this purpose will be trested |ater.

We therefore assure the cooperation of al forces by giving each corps a certain amount of
independence, but seeing to it that each seeks out the enemy and attacks him with al possible
f- sacrifice.

12. One of the strongest weapons of offensive warfare is the surprise attack. The closer we come
to it, the more fortunate we shal be. The unexpected dement which the defender creates through
secret preparations and through the concealed disposition of his troops, can be counterba anced
on the part of the aggressor only by a surprise attack.

Such action, however, has been very rare in recent wars, partly because of the more advanced
precautionary measures, partly because of the rapid conduct of campaigns. There seldom arisesa
long suspension of activities, which lulls one Sde into security and thus gives the other an
opportunity to attack unexpectedly.

Under these circumstances- - except for nightly assaults which are lways possible (as at
Hochkirch)* 9--we can surprise our opponent only by marching to the sde or to the rear and then
sud- denly advancing again. Or, should we be far from the enemy, we can through unusua

energy and activity arrive fagter than he expects us.

13. Theregular surprise attack (by night as at Hochkirch) is the best way to get the most out of a
very smdl army. But the aggressor, who is not as well acquainted with the terrain as the
defender, is open to many risks. The lesswell one knows the terrain and the preparations of the
enemy, the greater these risks become. In many instances, therefore, these attacks must be
congdered only as desperate means.

14. Thiskind of attack demands smpler preparations and a greater concentration of our troops
than in the daytime.

3. Principles Governing the Use of Troops
1. If we cannot dispense with firearms (and if we could, why should we bring them dong?), we

must use them to open combat. Cavary must not be used before the enemy has suffered
condderably from our infantry and atillery. From thisit follows:
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(8 That we must place the cavary behind the infantry. That we must not be easily led to useit in
opening combat. Only when the enemy's disorder or his rapid retreat offer the hope of success,
should we use our cavary for an audacious attack.

2. Artillery fireis much more effective than that of infantry. A battery of eght Sx-pounders
takes up less than one-third of the front taken up by an infantry battalion; it has less than one-
eighth the men of a battaion, and yet itsfire istwo to three times as effective. On the other hand,
atillery has the disadvantage of being less mobile than infantry. Thisistrue, on thewhole, even
of thelightest horse-artillery, for it cannat, like infantry, be used in any kind of terrain. Itis
necessary, therefore, to direct the artillery from the sart againgt the most important points, snce
it cannat, like infantry, concentrate againgt these points as the battle progresses. A large battery
of 20 to 30 pieces usualy decides the battle for that section where it is placed.

3. From these and other apparent characteritics the following rules can be drawn for the use of
the different arms:

(8 We should begin combat with the larger part of our artillery. Only when we have large
masses of troops at our disposa should we keep horse and foot-artillery in reserve. We should
use artillery in greet batteries massed against one point. Twenty to thirty pieces combined into
one battery defend the chief part of our line, or shell that part of the enemy position which we
plan to attack.

(b) After thiswe use light infantry--either marksmen, riflemen, or fusleers--being careful not to
put too many forces into play at the beginning. Wetry first to discover what lies ahead of us (for
we can seldom see that clearly in advance), and which way the battle is turning, etc.

If thisfiring line is sufficient to counteract the enemy's troops, and if thereis no need to hurry,
we should do wrong to hasten the use of our remaining forces. We must try to exhaust the enemy
as much as possble with this preiminary skirmish.

(¢) If the enemy should lead so many troops into combat that our firing line is about to fall back,
or if for some other reason we should no longer hesitate, we must draw up afull line of infantry.
Thiswill deploy between 100 and 200 paces from the enemy and will fire or charge, as métters
may be.

(d) Thisisthe main purpose of the infantry. If, at the same time, the battle-array is degp enough,
leaving us another line of infantry (arranged in columns) as reserve, we shdl be sufficiently
measter of the Stuation at this sector. This second line of infantry should, if possible, be used only
in columns to bring about a decison.

(€) The cavary should be as close behind the fighting troops during béttle as is possible without
gredt loss; that is, it should be out of the enemy's grape-shot or musket fire. On the other hand, it
should be close enough to take quick advantage of any favorable turn of battle.

4. In obeying these rules more or less closdly, we should never lose sight of the following
principle, which | cannot stress enough:
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Never bring al our forcesinto play haphazardly and at one time, thereby losing al means of
directing the battle; but fatigue the opponent, if possible, with few forces and conserve a decisve
meass for the critical moment. Once this decisive mass has been thrown in, it must be used with
the greatest audacity.

5. We should establish one battle-order (the arrangement of troops before and during combat) for
the whole campaign or the whole war. This order will servein dl cases when there is no time for
aspecid dispostion of troops. It should, therefore, be cdculated primarily for the defensve.

This bettle-array will introduce a certain uniformity into the fighting-method of the army, which

will be useful and advantageous. For it isinevitable that alarge part of the lower generals and
other officers at the head of small contingents have no specid knowledge of tactics and perhaps
no outstanding aptitude for the conduct of war.

Thus there arises a certain methodism in warfare to take the place of art, wherever the latter is
absent. In my opinion thisis to the highest degree the case in the French armies.

6. After what | have said about the use of wegpons, this battle-order, applied to a brigade, would
be approximately as follows.

q 000000 000000 000K 000000
g rlerluterioelanler]ac]e @
e {
 — h
i —k

R ——
I...— ———
e ] Fe———

siesfstissls morse Artmery 233 ! Hocse Artillery

a-bistheline of light infantry, which opens combat and which in rough terrain servesto some
extent as an advanced guard. Then comesthe artillery, c-d, to be set up at advantageous points.
Aslong asit isnot set up, it remains behind the firgt line of infantry. e-f isthefirst line of

infantry (in this case four battalions) whose purpose isto form into line and to open fire, and g-h
are afew regiments of cavary. i-k isthe second line of infantry, which is hdd in reserve for the
decisive stage of the battle, and I-m isits cavdry. A strong corps would be drawn up according
to the same principles and in asimilar manner. At the sametime, it is not essentia that the battle
aray be exactly likethis. It may differ dightly provided that the above principles are followed.
So, for ingtance, in ordinary battle-order the first line of cavary g-h can remain with the second
line of cavdry, I-m. It isto be advanced only in particular cases, when this postion should prove
to be too far back.
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7. Thearmy congsts of severd such independent corps, which have their own general and gtaff.
They are drawn up in line and behind each other, as described in the genera rules for combat. It
should be observed & this point that, unless we are very week in cavary, we should create a
specia cavalry reserve, which, of course, is kept in therear. Its purposeis as follows* 10

(8 Tofal upon the enemy when heisretregting from the field of battle and to attack the cavary
which he usesto cover up hisretreat. Should we defeet the enemy's cavary a this moment, great
successes are inevitable, unless the enemy's infantry would perform miracles of bravery . Smdl
detachments of cavalry would not accomplish this purpose.

(b) To pursue the enemy more rapidly, if he should be retreating unbesten or if he should
continue to retreet the day after alost battle. Cavary moves faster than infantry and has amore
demoralizing effect on the retresting troops. Next to victory, the act of pursuit is most important
inwear.

(c) To execute agresat (drategic) turning move, should we need, because of the detour, a branch
of the army which moves more rapidly than the infantry.

In order to make this corps more independent, we should attach a considerable mass of horse
artillery; for acombination of severd types of arms can only give gregter strength.

8. The battle-order of troops described thus far was intended for combat; it was the formation of
troops for battle.

The order of march is essentidly asfollows:

(& Each independent corps (whether brigade or divison) has its own advanced- and rear-guard
and forms its own column. That, however, does not prevent severa corps from marching one
behind the other on the same road, and thus, as it were, forming a single column.

The corps march according to their position in the genera formation of battle. They march
beside or behind each other, just as they would stand on the bettle-field. In the corps themsdves
the following order isinvariably observed: the light infantry,

with the addition of one regiment of cavalry, forming the advanced and rear-guard, then the
infantry, the artillery, and last the remaining cavary.

This order stands, whether we are moving againgt the enemy--in which caseit isthe natura
order-- or pardld with him. In the latter case we should assume that those troops which in the
battle formation were behind each other should march sde by sde. But when we have to draw
up the troops for battle, there will dways be sufficient time to move the cavary and the second
line of infantry either to the right or |€ft.

4. Principles For TheUse Of Terrain

1. Theterrain (the ground or country) offers two advantages in warfare.
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Thefirg isthat it presents obstacles to the enemy's approach. These either make his advance
impossible a agiven point, or force him to march more dowly and to maintain his formation in
columns, etc.

The second advantage is that obstaclesin the terrain enable us to place our troops under cover.

Although both advantages are very important, | think the second more important than the firgt. In
any event, it is certain that we profit from it more frequently, since in most cases even the
simplest terrain permits us to place ourselves more or less under cover. Formerly only the first of
these advantages was known and the second was rarely used. But today the greater mobility of
al armies hasled us to use the former less frequently, and therefore the latter more frequently.
The first of these two advantagesis useful for defense done, the second for both offense and
defense.

2. Theterrain as an obstacle to approach serves chiefly to support our flank, and to strengthen
our front.

3. To support our flank it must be absolutely impassable, such asalargeriver, alake, an
impenetrable morass. These obstacles, however, are very rare, and a complete protection of our
flank is, therefore, hard to find. It israrer today than ever before, snce we do not stay in one
position very long, but move about a great dedl. Consequently we need more positionsin the
theater of war.

An obgtacle to gpproach which is not wholly impassable is redly no point d'appui for our flank,
but only areinforcement. In that case troops must be drawn up behind it, and for them in turn it
becomes an obstacle to approach.

Yet it is dways advantageous to secure our flank in thisway, for then we shall need fewer troops
at this point. But we must beware of two things: firdt, of relying so completely on this protection
that we do not keep a strong reserve in the rear; second, of surrounding ourselves on both flanks
with such obstacles, for, snce they do not protect us completely, they do not dways prevent
fighting on our flarks. They are, therefore, highly detrimental to our defense, for they do not
permit us to engage easly in active defense on either wing. We shdll be reduced to defense under
the most disadvantageous conditions, with both flanks, ad and ¢ b, thrown back.

a b
4. The observations just made furnish new arguments for the formation in depth. The lesswe can

find secure support for our flanks, the more corps we must have in the rear to envelop those
troops of the enemy which are surrounding us.
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5. All kinds of terrain, which cannot be passed by troops marching in line, al villages, al
enclosures surrounded by hedges or ditches, marshy meadows, findly al mountains which are
crossed only with difficulty, condtitute obstacles of this kind. We can pass them, but only dowly
and with effort. They increase, therefore, the power of resistance of troops drawn up behind
them. Forests are to be included only if they are thickly wooded and marshy. An ordinary timber-
forest can be passed as easily as aplain. But we must not overlook the fact that aforest may hide
the enemy. If we conced ourselvesin it, this disadvantage affects both sdes. But it isvery
dangerous, and thus a grave mistake, to leave forests on our front or flank unoccupied, unless the
forest can be traversed only by afew paths. Barricades built as obstacles are of little help, since
they can eadly be removed.

6. From dl thisit follows that we should use such obstacles on one flank to put up ardéatively
gtrong resistance with few troops, while executing our planned offensive on the other flank. It is
very advantageous to combine the use of entrenchments with such natural obstacles, because
then, if the enemy should pass the obstacle, the fire from these entrenchments will protect our
weak troops against too great superiority and sudden rout.

7. When we are defending oursaves, any obstacle on our front is of greet vaue.

Mountains are occupied only for this reason. For an elevated position seldom has any important
influence, often none a dl, on the effectiveness of ams. But if we stand on a height, the enemy,
in order to gpproach us, must climb laborioudy. He will advance but dowly, become separated,
and arrive with his forces exhausted. Given equa bravery and strength, these advantages may be
decisive. On no account should we overlook the mora effect of arapid, running assault. It
hardens the advancing soldier againgt danger, while the stationary soldier loses his presence of
mind. It is, therefore, dways very advantageousto put our firgt line of infantry and artillery upon
amountan.

Often the grade of the mountain is so steep, or its dope so undulating and uneven, that it cannot
be effectively swept by gun- fire. In that case we should not place our firgt line, but at the most
only our sharp-shooters, a the edge of the mountain. Our full line we should place in such away
that the enemy is subject to its mogt effective fire the moment he reaches the top and reassembles
hisforces.

All other obstacles to approach, such as smal rivers, brooks, ravines, etc., serve to bresk the
enemy's front. He will have to re-form his lines after passing them and thus will be delayed.
These obstacles must, therefore, be placed under our most effective fire, which is grape-shot
(400 to 600 paces), if we have agreat ded of artillery or musket-shot (150 to 200 paces), if we
have little artillery at this point.

8. Itis, therefore, abasic law to place dl obstaclesto approach, which are to strengthen our front,
under our mogt effective fire. But it isimportant to notice that we must never completdy limit

our resstance to thisfire but must hold ready for a bayonet-charge an important part of our
troops (1/3 to 1/2) organized into columns. Should we be very wesk, therefore, we must place
only our firing-line, composed of riflemen and artillery, close enough to keep the obstacle under
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fire. The rest of our troops, organized into columns, we should keep 600 to 800 paces back, if
possible under cover.

9. Another method of using these obstaclesto protect our front is to leave them a short distance
ahead. They are thus within the effective range of our cannon (1000 to 2000 paces) and we can
attack the enemy's columns from dl sdes, asthey emerge. (Something like thiswas done by
Duke Ferdinand at Minden.4 In thisway the obstacle contributes to our plan of active defense,
and this active defense, of which we spoke earlier, will be executed on our front.

10. Thusfar we have consdered the obstacles of the ground and country primarily as connected
lines related to extended positions. It is till necessary to say something about isolated points.

On the whole we can defend single, isolated points only by entrenchments or strong obstacles of
terrain. We shdl not discuss the first here. The only obstacles of terrain which can be held by
themsdves are:

(a) Isolated, steep heights.

Here entrenchments are likewise indispensable; for the enemy can dways move againg the
defender with amore or less extended front. And the latter will dways end up by being taken
from the rear, Snce oneisrarely strong enough to make front towards dl sdes.

(b) Defiles

By this term we mean any narrow path, through which the enemy can advance only againgt one
point. Bridges, dams, and steep ravines belong here.

We should observe that these obstacles fall into two categories: ether the aggressor canin no
way avoid them, as for example bridges across large rivers, in which case the defender can
boldly draw up hiswhole force s0 asto fire upon the point of crossing as effectively as possible.
Or we are not absolutdly sure that the enemy can not turn the obstacle, as with bridges across
amall sreams and most mountain defiles. In that case it is necessary to reserve a considerable
part of our troops 1/3 to 1/2 for an attack in close order.

(c) Locdlities, villages, smdl towns, etc.

With very brave troops, who fight enthusiastically, houses offer a unique defense for few againgt
many. But, if we are not sure of theindividual soldier, it is preferable to occupy the houses,
gardens, etc., only with sharp-shooters and the entrances to the village with cannons. The greater
part of our troops (1/2 to 3/4) we should keep in close columns and hidden in the locdlity or
behind it, S0 asto fal upon the enemy while heisinvading.

11. Theseisolated posts servein large operations partly as outposts, in which case they serve not

as absolute defense but only as a delay to the enemy, and partly to hold points which are
important for the combinations we have planned for our army. Also it is often necessary to hold
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on to aremote point in order to gain time for the development of active measures of defense
which we may have planned. But, if apoint isremote, it isipso facto isolated.

12. Two more observations about isolated obstacles are necessary. The firdt is that we must keep
troops ready behind them to receive detachments that have been thrown back. The second is that
whoever includes such isolated obstacles in his defensive combinations should never count on
them too much, no matter how strong the obstacle may be. On the other hand, the military leader
to whom the defense of the obstacle has been entrusted must always try to hold out, even under
the most adverse circumstances. For this there is needed a spirit of determination and self-
sacrifice, which findsits source only in ambition and enthusasm. We mug, therefore, choose

men for this misson who are not lacking in these noble qudlities.

13. Using terrain to cover the digposition and advance of troops needs no detailed exposition.
We should not occupy the crest of the mountain which we intend to defend (as has been done so
frequently in the past) but draw up behind it. We should not take our pogitionin front of afored,
but ingde or behind it; the latter only if we are able to survey the forest or thicket. We should
keep our troopsin columns, so asto find cover more easly. We must make use of villages, small

thickets, and rolling terrain to hide our troops. For our advance we should choose the most
intersected country, €etc.

In cultivated country, which can be reconnoitered so eedily, there isadmaost no region that can not
hide alarge part of the defender'stroopsiif they have made clever use of obstacles. To cover the
aggressor's advance is more difficult, snce he must follow the roads.

It goes without saying that in using the terrain to hide our troops, we must never lose sght of the
god and combinations we have sat for ourselves. Above al things we should not break up our
baitle-order completely, even though we may deviate dightly fromiit.

14. If we recapitulate what has been said about terrain, the following appears most important for
the defender, i.e,, for the choice of positions:

(a) Support of one or both flanks.

(b) Open view on front and flanks.

(c) Obgtacles to approach on the front.

(d) Masked disposition of troops. And findly

(e) Intersected country in the rear, to render pursuit more difficult in case of defeat. But no
defiles too near (as a Friedland), since they cause delay and confusion.* 11

15. 1t would be pedantic to believe that dl these advantages could be found in any position we
may take up during awar. Not al positions are of equa importance: the most important are those
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in which we most likely may be attacked. It is here that we should try to have dl these
advantages, while in others we only need part.

16. The two main points which the aggressor should consider in regard to the choice of terrain
are not to sdlect too difficult aterrain for the attack, but on the other hand to advance, if pos-
sble, through aterrain in which the enemy can least survey our force.

17. | close these observations with aprinciple which is of highest Sgnificance, and which must
be consdered the keystone of the whole defensive theory:

NEVER TO DEPEND COMPLETELY ON THE STRENGTH OF THE TERRAIN AND
CONSEQUENTLY NEVER TO BE ENTICED INTO PASSIVE DEFENSE BY A STRONG
TERRAIN.

For if the terrain is redly so sirong that the aggressor cannot possibly expd us, he will turnit,
which is dways possible, and thus render the strongest terrain usdless. We shdl be forced into
battle under very different circumstances, and in a completely different terrain, and we might as
well not have included the firgt terrain in our plans. But if the terrain is not so strong, and if an
attack within its confinesis till possible, its advantages can never make up for the disadvantages
of passve defense. All obstacles are useful, therefore, only for partia defense, in order that we
may put up ardatively strong resstance with few troops and gain time for the offengve, through
which we try to win ared victory e sewhere.

19

Remember, Principles of War (1812) isNOT a summary of On War (1832) but a distant and quite different
precursor.

1. STRATEGY

This term means the combination of individua engagements to atain the god of the campaign or
war.

If we know how to fight and how to win, little more knowledge is needed. For it iseasy to
combine fortunate results. It is merely a matter of experienced judgment and does not depend on
spe- cia knowledge, as doesthe direction of battle.

The few principles, therefore, which come up in this connection, and which depend primarily on
the condition of the respective states and armies, can in their essentia parts be very briefly
summarized:

1. General Principles

|. Warfare has three main objects:

(8 To conquer and destroy the armed power of the enemy;
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(b) To take possession of his materia and other sources of strength, and
(c) To gan public opinion.

2. To accomplish the firgt purpose, we should aways direct our principa operation againgt the
main body of the enemy army or at least againgt an important portion of hisforces. For only after
defeating these can we pursue the other two objects successtully.

3. In order to seize the enemy's materia forces we should direct our operations against the places
where most of these resources are concentrated: principa cities, storehouses, and large
fortresses. On the way to these objectives we shdl encounter the enemy's main force or at least a
considerable part of it.

4. Public opinion iswon through great victories and the occupeation of the enemy's capitad.

5. The first and most important rule to observe in order to accomplish these purposes, isto use
our entire forces with the utmost energy. Any moderation shown would leave us short of our
am. Even with everything in our favor, we should be unwise not to make the greatest effort in
order to make the result perfectly certain. For such effort can never produce negative results.
Suppose the country suffers greatly from this, no lagting dis- advantage will arise; for the greater
the effort, the sooner the suffering will cease.

The mora impression created by these actionsis of infinite importance. They make everyone
confident of success, which isthe best means for suddenly raisng the nation's morae.

6. The second rule is to concentrate our power as much as possible againg that section where the
chief blows are to be ddivered and to incur disadvantages elsawhere, so that our chances of
success may increase a the decisive point. Thiswill compensate for dl other disadvantages.

7. Thethird ruleis never to wagte time. Unless important advantages are to be gained from
hesitation, it is necessary to set to work at once. By this speed a hundred enemy measures are
nipped in the bud, and public opinion is won most rapidly.

Surprise plays amuch grester role in strategy than in tectics. It is the most important e ement of
victory. Napoleon, Frederick 11, Gustavus Adolphus, Caesar, Hannibal, and Alexander owe the
brightest rays of their fame to their swiftness.

8. Findly, thefourth ruleisto follow up our successes with the utmost energy. Only pursuit of
the besten enemy gives the fruits of victory.

9. Thefirgt of these rules serves as a basis for the other three. If we have observed it, we can be
as daring as possible with the last three, and yet not risk our dl. For it provides us with the means
of congtantly creating new forces in our rear, and with fresh forces any misfortune can be
remedied.
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Therein lies the caution which deserves to be called wise, and not in taking each step forward
with timidiity.

10. Small states cannot wage wars of conquest in our times. But in defensive warfare even the
means of samdl sates are infinitely greet. | am, therefore, firmly convinced that if we spare no
effort to regppear again and again with new masses of troops, if we use dl possible means of
preparation and keep our forces concentrated at the main point, and if we, thus prepared, pursue
agreat am with determination and energy, we have done dl that can be done on alarge scale for
the dtrategic direction of the war. And unless we are very unfortunate in baitle we are bound to
be victorious to the same extent that our opponent lags behind in effort and energy.

11. In observing these principles little depends on the form in which the operations are carried
out. | shall try, nevertheess, to make clear in afew words the most important aspects of this
question.

In tactics we alway's seek to envelop that part of the enemy againgt which we direct our main
attack. We do this partly because our forces are more effective in a concentric than in aparald
attack, and further because we can only thus cut off the enemy from hisline of retrest.

But if we gpply this to the whole theater of war (and consequently to the enemy’s lines of
communication), the individua columns and armies, which are to envelop the enemy, arein

most cases too far away from each other to participate in one and the same engagement. The
opponent will find himsdlf in the middle and will be able to turn againg the corps one by one and
defeat them dl with asingle army. Frederick I1's campaigns may serve as examples, especidly
those of 1757 and 1758.x 12

Theindividua engagement, therefore, remains the principa decisve event. Consequently, if we
attack concentricaly without having decisive superiority, we shdl losein battle dl the
advantages, which we expected from our enveloping attack on the enemy. For an atack on the
lines of communication takes effect only very dowly, while victory on the field of battle bears
fruit immediatdy.

In dtrategy, therefore, the Sde that is surrounded by the enemy is better off than the sde which
surrounds its opponent, especialy with equa or even weaker forces.

Colond Jomini wasright in this, and if Mr. von Bllow has demongtrated the opposite with so
much semblance of truth, it is only because he attributed too great an importance to the inter-
ruption of provisions and cardlesdy and completely denied the inevitable success of battle.* 13

To cut the enemy's line of retreat, however, srategic envelopment or a turning movement isvery
effective. But we can achieve this, if necessary, through tactica envelopment. A strategic move
is, therefore, advisable only if we are so superior (physically and mordly) that we shdl be strong
enough at the principa point to dispense with the detached corps.

The Emperor Napoleon never engaged in strategic envelopment, although he was often, indeed
amost aways, both physically and mordly superior.* 14
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Frederick 1l used it only once, in 1757, in hisinvasion of Bohemia.* 15 To be sure, the result was
that the Audtrians could not give battle until Prague, and what good was the conquest of
Bohemiaasfar as Prague without a decisve victory? The bettle of Kolin forced him to give up
al thisterritory again, which proves that battles decide everything. At the same time he was
obvioudy in danger at Prague of being attacked by the whole Austrian force, before Schwerin
arrived. He would not have run this risk had he passed through Saxony with al hisforces. In that
case the fird battle would have been fought perhaps near Budin, on the Eger, and it would have
been as decisve as that of Prague. The didocation of the Prussan army during the winter in
Slesaand Saxony undoubtedly caused this concentric maneuver. It isimportant to notice that
circumstances of this kind are generdly more influentia than the advantages to be gained by the
form of attack. For facility of operations increases their speed, and the friction inherent in the
tremendous war-machine of an armed power is so greet in itsdlf that it should not be increased
unnecessarily.

12. Moreover, the principle of concentrating our forces as much as possible on the main point
diverts us from the idea of drategic envelopment and the deployment of our forces follows
automaticaly. | was right, therefore, in saying that the form of this deployment is of little
consequence. Thereis, however, one case in which a strategic move againg the enemy’'s flank
will lead to great successes Smilar to those of a battle: if in apoor country the enemy has
accumulated with great effort stores of supplies, on whose preservation his operations absolutely
depend. In this case it may be advisable not to march our main forces againg those of the enemy,
but to attack his base of supply. For this, however, two conditions are essentid:

(8@ The enemy must be so far from his base that our threet will force him into a considerable
retreat, and

(b) We must be able to obstruct his advance in the direction followed by his principa force with
only afew troops (thanks to naturdl and artificia obstacles), so that he cannot make conquests
somewhere ese which will compensate for the loss of his base.

13. The provisoning of troopsis a necessary condition of warfare and thus has greeat influence
on the operations, especidly snce it permits only alimited concentration of troops and since it
helps to determine the theater of war through the choice of aline of operations.

14. The provisoning of troopsis carried on, if aregion possbly permitsit, through requisitions
at the expense of the region.

In the modern method of war armies take up consderably more territory than before. The
cregtion of distinct, independent corps has made this possible, without putting oursalves at a
disadvantage before an adversary who follows the old method of concentration at a single point
(with from 70,000 to 100,000 men). For an independent corps, organized as they now are, can
withstand for some time an enemy two or three times its superior. Then the others will arrive
and, even if thefirst corps has dready been beaten, it has not fought in vain, as we have had
occasion to remark.
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Today, therefore, the divisons and corps move into beattle independently, marching side by side
or behind each other and only close enough to take part in the same battle, if they belong to the
same amy.

This makes possible immediate provisoning without storehouses. The very organization of the
corps with their Generd Staff and their Commissariat facilitates this.

5. If there are no MORE decisive motives (as for example the location of the enemy's main
army), we choose the mogt fertile provinces for our operations; for facility of provisoning
increases the speed of our actions. Only the Stuation of the enemy's main force which we are
seeking out, only the location of his capital and the place of arms which we wish to conquer are
more important than provisoning. All other consderations, such as the advantageous disposition
of our forces, of which we have aready spoken, are as arule much less important.

16. In spite of these new methods of provisoning, it is quite impossible to do without any depots
whatever. Therefore, even when the resources of the region are quite sufficient, awise military
leader does not fail to establish depotsin his rear for unexpected emergencies and in order to be
able to concentrate hisforces at certain points. This precaution is of the sort which are not taken
at the expense of thefind godl.

2. Defensive

1. Paliticaly speaking defensive war is awar which we wage for our independence. Strategically
it isthe kind of campaign in which we limit ourselves to fighting the enemy in a theeter of war
which we have prepared for this purpose. Whether the battles which we wage in this theater of
war are offensive or defensive, makes no difference.

2. We adopt a drategic defensive mainly when the enemy is superior. Fortresses and entrenched
camps, which congtitute the chief preparations for a theater of war, afford, of course, great
advantages, to which may be added the knowledge of the terrain and the possession of good
maps. A smdler amy, or an army which is based on a smdler sate and more limited resources,
will be better able to withstand the enemy WITH these advantages than without them.

In addition there are the following two reasons which can lead us to choose a defensive war.

First, when the regions surrounding the theater of war render operations extremdly difficult
because of lack of provisons. In this case we avoid a disadvantage which the enemy isforced to
un- dergo. Thisisthe case now (1812) with the Russan army.

Second, when the enemy is superior in warfare. In atheater of war which we have prepared,
which we know, and in which al minor conditions are in our favor, war is easier to conduct, and
we com mit fewer mistakes. When lack of trust in our troops and generas forces us to wage
defensve war, we often like to combine tactica with strategic defengve. In that case we fight
battles in prepared positions because we are thus again exposed to fewer mistakes.
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3. Indefensve just asin offendve warfare, it is necessary to pursue a great aim: the destruction
of the enemy army, ether by battle or by rendering its subsstence extremdy difficult. Thuswe
ghdl disorganizeit and force it into aretreat, during which it will necessarily suffer great losses.
Waéllington's campaign in 1810 and 1811 isagood example* 16

Defensve warfare, therefore, does not consst of waiting idly for things to happen. We must wait
only if it brings us visible and decisve advantages. That cam before the sorm, when the
agoressor is gathering new forces for agreat blow, is most dangerous for the defender.

If the Audtrians after the battle of Agpern had increased their forces thregfold, as they might have
and as the Emperor Ngpoleon did, then and only then would they have made good use of the [ull
which lasted until the battle of Wagram. This they did not do, and consequently the time was
lost. It would have been wiser to profit from Napoleon's disadvantageous position, and to gather
the fruits of the battle of Aspern.* 17

4. The purpose of fortificationsisto keep a considerable part of the enemy’'s army occupied as
sege troops, to give us an opportunity to defeat the rest of hisarmy. Consequently, it isbest to
fight our battles behind our fortifications and not in front of them. But we must not stand by idly,
while they are being conquered, as Bennigsen did during the Sege of Danzig.* 18

5. Largerivers, acrosswhich it is difficult to throw a bridge (such as the Danube below Vienna
and the Lower Rhine), offer anaturd line of defense. But we should not distribute our forces
evenly adong the river bank in order to prevent any crossing whatsoever. That would be most
dangerous. On the contrary, we should watch the river and fal upon the enemy from dl sidesthe
minute he crosses, while he has not yet reassembled his forces and is il restricted to a narrow
gpace on the river bank. The battle of Aspern offers agood illudration. At Wagram the Austrians
had yielded to the French too much territory without the dightest necessity, so thet the
disadvantages inherent in ariver crossing had dissppeared.* 19

6. Mountains are the second obstacle which offers agood line of defense. There are two ways of
using them. Thefirg isto leave them in front of us, occupying them only with light troops and
congdering them, so to spesk, ariver which the enemy will have to cross. As soon as his
separated columns emerge from the passes, we fal upon one of them with dl our force. The
second isto occupy the mountains oursalves. In that case we must defend each passwith just a
small corps and keep an important part of the army (1/3-1/2) in reserve, in order to attack with
superior forces one of the enemy columns that succeed in bresking through. We must not divide
up thislarge reserve to prevent completely the penetration of any enemy columns, but must plan
from the outset to fall only upon those columns which we suppose to be the strongest. If we thus
defeat an important part of the attacking army, any other columns which have succeeded in
breaking through will withdraw of their own accord.

In the midst of most mountain formations we find more or less devated plains (plateaus) whose
dopes are cut by ravines serving as means of access. Mountains, therefore, offer the defender a
region in which he can move rapidly to the right or left, while the columns of the aggressor
remain separated by steep, inaccessible ridges. Only mountains of thiskind are well adapted for
defensve warfare. If, on the other hand, their whole interior is rough and inaccessible, leaving
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the defender dispersed and divided, their defense by the bulk of the army is a dangerous
undertaking. For under these circumstances al advantages are on the side of the aggressor, who
can attack certain points with great superiority, and no pass, no isolated point is o strong that it
cannot be taken within a day by superior forces.

7. In regard to mountain warfare in general, we should observe that everything depends on the
skill of our subordinate officers and till more on the morade of our soldiers. Hereit isnot a
question of skillful maneuvering, but of warlike soirit and whole- hearted devotion to the cause,
for each man isleft more or lessto act independently. That iswhy nationd militias are especidly
suited for mountain warfare. While they lack the ability to maneuver, they possess the other
quadlities to the highest degree.

8. Findly, it should be observed that the strategic defendve, though it is stronger than the
offensive, should serve only to win the first important successes. If these are won and peace does
not follow immediately, we can gain further successes only through the offensive. For if we
remain continualy on the defensve, we run the greet risk of dwayswaging war & our own
expense. This no sate can endure indefinitely. If it submits to the blows of its adversary without
ever griking back, it will very likely become exhausted and succumb. We must begin, therefore,
using the defensive, 0 as to end more successfully by the offensive.

3. Offensive

1. The drategic offensive pursues the am of the war directly, aiming straight at the destruction
of the enemy's forces, while the dtrategic defensive seeks to reach this purpose indirectly. The
principles of the offensve are therefore dready contained in the "Generd Principles’ of strategy.
Only two points need be mentioned more fully.

2. Thefirgt is constant replacement of troops and arms. Thisis easier for the defender, because of
the proximity of his sources of supply. The aggressor, athough he controlsin most cases alarger
state, must usudly gether his forces from a distance and therefore with greet difficulty. Lest he
find himsdlf short of effectives, he must organize the recruiting of troops and the trangport of

ams along time before they are needed. The roads of our lines of operation must be covered
congtantly with trangports of soldiers and supplies. We must establish military stations ong

these roads to hasten this rapid transport.

3. Even under the most favorable circumstances and with greatest mora and physical superiority,
the aggressor should foresee a possibility of great disaster. He therefore must organize on his
lines of operation strong points to which he can retreat with a defeated army. Such are fortresses
with fortified camps or smply fortified camps.

Largerivers offer the best means of hdting the pursuing enemy for awhile. We must therefore
Secure our crossing by means of bridgeheads, surrounded by a number of strong redoubts.

We must leave behind us anumber of troops for the occupation of these strong points aswell as

the occupation of the most important cities and fortresses. Their number depends on how much
we have to be afraid of invasons or of the attitude of the inhabitants. These troops, together with
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reinforcements, form new corps, which, in case of success, follow the advancing army, but in
case of misfortune, occupy the fortified points in order to secure our retregt.

Napoleon aways took great care with these measures for the protection of the rear of hisarmy,
and therefore, in his most audacious operations, risked |ess than was usudly apparent.

26

Remember, Principles of War (1812) isNOT a summary of On War (1832) but a distant and quite different
precursor.

V. APPLICATION OF THESE PRINCIPLESIN TIME OF WAR

The principles of the art of war are in themsdves extremey smple and quite within the reach of
sound common sense. Even though they require more speciad knowledge in tacticsthan in
drategy, this knowledge is of such smal scope, that it does not compare with any other subject
in extent and variety. Extensive knowledge and deep learning are by no means necessary, nor are
extraordinary intellectua faculties. If, in addition to experienced judgment, a pecid menta
quality ISrequired, it would be, after dl that has been said cunning or shrewdness. For along
time the contrary has been maintained, either because of false veneration for the subject or
because of the vanity of the authors who have written about it. Unpregjudiced reflection should
convince us of this, and experience only makes this conviction stronger. As recently asthe
Revolutionary War we find many men who proved themselves able military leaders, yes, even
military leaders of the first order, without having had any military education. In the case of
Condé, Wallenstein, Suvorov, and amultitude of otherst 20 it is very doubtful whether or not
they had the advantage of such education.

The conduct of war itsdf iswithout doubt very difficult. But the difficulty is not thet erudition

and great genius are necessary to understand the basic principles of warfare. These principles are
within the reach of any well-organized mind, which is unprgudiced and not entirdy unfamiliar
with the subject. Even the gpplication of these principles on maps or on paper presents no
difficulty, and to have devised a good plan of operationsis no great masterpiece. The great
difficulty isthis

TO REMAIN FAITHFUL THROUGHOUT TO THE PRINCIPLES WE HAVE LAID DOWN
FOR OURSELVES.

To cdl attention to this difficulty is the purpose of these cdlosing remarks, and to give Y our Roya
Highness a clear idea of it | congder the most important object of this essay.

The conduct of war resembles the workings of an intricate machine with tremendous friction, so
that combinations which are easily planned on paper can be executed only with greet effort.

The free will and the mind of the military commander, therefore, find themsdlves congtantly
hampered, and one needs a remarkable strength of mind and soul to overcome this resistance.
Many good ideas have perished because of thisfriction, and we must carry out more smply and
moderately what under a more complicated form would have given greater results.
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It may be impossible to enumerate exhaudtively the causes of thisfriction; but the main ones are
asfollows

1. Generdly we are not nearly as well acquainted with the position and measures of the enemy as
we assume in our plan of operations. The minute we begin carrying out our decision, athousand
doubts arise about the dangers which might develop if we have been serioudy mistaken in our
plan. A feding of uneasiness, which often takes hold of a person about to perform something
great, will take possession of us, and from this uneasinessto indecison, and from there to half
measures are small, scarcely discernible steps.

2. Not only are we uncertain about the strength of the enemy, but in addition rumor (i.e, dl the
news which we obtain from outposts, through spies, or by accident) exaggerates hissize. The
magority of people are timid by nature, and that iswhy they constantly exaggerate danger. All
influences on the military leader, therefore, combine to give him afase impression of his
opponent's strength, and from this arises a new source of in- decison.

We cannot take this uncertainty too serioudy, and it isimportant to be prepared for it from the
beginning.

After we have thought out everything carefully in advance and have sought and found without
preudice the most plausible plan, we must not be ready to abandon it a the dightest
provocation. On the contrary, we must be prepared to submit the reports which reach usto
careful criticism, we must compare them with each other, and send out for more. In thisway
fdse reports are very often disproved immediately, and the first reports confirmed. In both cases
we gain certainty and can make our decision accordingly. Should this certainty be lacking, we
must tell ourselves that nothing is accomplished in warfare without daring; that the nature of war
certainly does not let us see at al times where we are going; that what is probable will dways be
probable though at the moment it may not seem so; and findly, that we cannot be readily ruined
by asingle error, if we have made reasonable preparations.

3. Our uncertainty about the Stuation a a given moment is not limited to the conditions of the
enemy only but of our own army aswell. The latter can rarely be kept together to the extent that
we are able to survey dl its parts a any moment, and if we are inclined to uneasiness, new
doubts will arise. We shdl want to wait, and a delay of our whole plan will be the inevitable
result.

We mugt, therefore, be confident that the general measures we have adopted will produce the
results we expect. Most important in this connection is the trust which we must have in our
lieutenants. Consequently, it isimportant to choose men on whom we can rely and to put asde
al other consderations. If we have made appropriate preparations, taking into account all
possible misfortunes, so that we shdl not be lost immediatdy if they occur, we must boldly
advance into the shadows of uncertainty.

4. If we wage war with al our strength, our subordinate commanders and even our troops

(especidly if they are not used to warfare) will frequently encounter difficulties which they
declare insurmountable. They find the march too long, the fatigue too greet, the provisons
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impossible. If we lend our ear to dl these DIFFICULTIES, as Frederick |1 cdled them, we shdl
soon succumb completdly, and instead of acting with force and determination, we shdl be
reduced to weskness and inactivity.

Tores dl thiswe mugt have faith in our own ingght and convictions. At the time this often has
the appearance of subbornness. but in redity it isthat strength of mind and character which is
cdled firmness

5. The results on which we count in warfare are never as precise asis imagined by someone who
has not carefully observed awar and become used to it.

Very often we miscdculate the march of acolumn by severd hours, without being able to tell the
cause of the delay. Often we encounter obstacles which were impaossible to foresee. Often we
intend to reach a certain place with our army and fal short of it by severa hours. Often asmall
outpost which we have set up achieves much less than we expected, while an enemy outpost
achieves much more. Often the resources of aregion do not amount to as much as we expected,
etc.

We can triumph over such obstacles only with very greet exertion, and to accomplish thisthe
leader must show a severity bordering on cruety. Only when he knows that everything possible
is dways being done, can he be sure that these smdl difficulties will not have a great influence
on his operations. Only then can he be sure that he will not fal too far short of the am which he
could have reached.

6. We may be sure that an army will never be in the condition supposed by someone following
its operations from an aamchair. If he is sympathetic to the army he will imagine it from arthird

to ahdf stronger and better than it redly is. It is quite naturd that the military commander will
make the same migtake in planning hisfirst operations. Consequently, he will see hisarmy melt
away as he never thought it would, and his cavalry and artillery become useless. What gppeared
possible and easy to the observer and to the commander at the opening of a campaign is often
difficult and even impossible to carry out. If the military leeder isfilled with high ambition and if
he pursues his ams with audacity and strength of will, he will reach them in spite of dl

obstacles; while an ordinary person would have found in the condition of hisarmy a sufficient
excusefor giving in.

Masséna proved at Genoa and in Portugd the influence of a strong-willed leader over his troops.
At Genoa, the limitless exertion to which his strength of will, not to say his harshness, forced
people, was crowned with success. In Portugal he at least retreated later than anyone else would
have* 21

Mogt of the time the enemy army isin the same position. For example, Walenstein and Gustavus
Adolphus a Nuremberg,* 22 and Ngpoleon and Bennigsen after the battle of Eylau.* 23 But
while we do not see the condition of the enemy, our own isright before our eyes. The latter,
therefore, makes a greater impression on ordinary people than the first, since sensuous
impressions are stronger for such people than the language of reason.
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7. The provisioning of troops, no matter how it is done, whether through storehouses or
requigtions, dways presents such difficulty that it must have a decisive influence on the choice
of operations. It is often contrary to the most effective combination, and forces us to search for
provisions when we would like to pursue victory and brilliant success. Thisisthe main cause for
the unwiddiness of the whole war machine which keeps the results so far benegath the flight of
our greet plans.

A generd, who with tyrannica authority demands of his troops the most extreme exertions and
the greatest privations, and an army which in the course of long wars has become hardened to
such sacrifices will have a tremendous advantage over their adversaries and will reach their am
much fagter in spite of al obstacles. With equally good plans, what a difference of result!

8. We cannot dtress the following too much:

Visud impressions gained during actua combat are more vivid than those gained beforehand by
meature reflection. But they give us only the outward appearance of things, which, as we know,
rarely corresponds to their essence. We therefore run the risk of sacrificing mature reflection for
firg impresson.

The naturd timidity of humans, which sees only one side to everything, makesthisfirst
impression incline toward fear and exaggerated caution.

Therefore we mugt fortify oursalves againg thisimpresson and have blind faith in the results of
our own earlier reflections, in order to strengthen ourselves againgt the weakening impressions of
the moment.

These difficulties, therefore, demand confidence and firmness of conviction. That iswhy the
sudy of military history is so important, for it makes us see things as they are and as they func-
tion. The principles which we can learn from theoretica ingruction are only suited to facilitate
this study and to call our atention to the most important eements in the history of war.

Y our Roya Highness, therefore, must become acquainted with these principlesin order to check
them againg the history of war, to see whether they are in agreement with it and to discover
where they are corrected or even contradicted by the course of events.

In addition, only the study of military history is capable of giving those who have no experience
of their own a clear impresson of whet | have just cdled the friction of the whole machine,

Of course, we must not be satisfied with its main conclusions, and still less with the reasoning of
higtorians, but we must penetrate as deeply as possible into the details. For the aim of historians
rarely isto present the absolute truth. Usually they wish to embellish the deeds of their army or
to demondrate the concordance of events with their imaginary rules. They invent history instead
of writing it. We need not study much history for the purpose we propose. The detailed
knowledge of afew individua engagements is more useful than the generd knowledge of a great
many campaigns. It is therefore more useful to read detailed accounts and diaries than regular
works of history. An example of such an account, which cannot be surpassed, is the description
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of the defense of Menin in 1794, in the memoirs of Genera von Scharnhorgt. This narrative,
especidly the part which tdlls of the sortie and bresk through the enemy lines, gives Y our Royd
Highness an example of how to write military history.* 24

No battle in history has convinced me as much as this one that we must not despair of successin
war until the last moment. It proves that the influence of good principles, which never manifests
itself as often as we expect, can suddenly regppear, even under the most unfortunate
circumstances, and when we have aready given up hope of their influence.

A powerful emotion must simulate the greet ability of amilitary leader, whether it be ambition
asin Caesar, hatred of the enemy asin Hannibd, or the pride in a glorious defest, asin Frederick
the Grest.

Open your heart to such emotion. Be audacious and cunning in your plans, firm and persevering
in their execution, determined to find a glorious end, and fate will crown your youthful brow
with ashining glory, which is the ornament of princes, and engrave your image in the hearts of
your last descendants.

Remember, Principles of War (1812) isNOT a summary of On War (1832) but a distant and quite different
precursor.
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