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THE CAVALRY DIVISION AS A BODY IN THE FIGHT (Die
KAVALLERIE DIvisioNy ALS SCHLACHTENKOERFER).

By the Author of “ The Armament, Training, and Employment of
Cavalry.”?

Translated by permission from the German by Captain G. F. Leversoy, R.E.

Preface.

TuE following pages are intended for the German eavalry :—

It had not been my intention to Yub]ish them just yet; however, two
reasons have induced me not to keep them back auy longer :—

1. The exceptionally flattering criticisms with which my pamphlet ; “On
the Armament, Training, Organization, and Employment of Cavalry ” bas
been received, not only in Germany, but also in Austria, Switzerland, and
France.

2, Suggestions, coming from the highest quarters in the German Army
itself, to go on here and there with the matter which had been sketched out
in my former pamphlet.

I at once acted on this suggestion, the more willingly as it entailed nothing
more than sorting and arranging the matter, which lay in my dear old desk,
the repository of my joys and sorrows. I offer this, such as it is, to my
readers ; possibly its style may Dbe neither pleasant nor smooth; but it is
honest and strightforward, as it was thought out and produced.

The examples, quoted from older times, have been taken from reliable
sources, and have, 1n some cases, been more closely examined by reference to
the map; those quoted from more recent wars required several tedious visits
to the battlefields under consideration. 'When on the spot, a clearer insight
can always be obtained of the episodes of a battle, even if the historical narra-
tive of tijem is true, the accompanying maps are good, and both are before
the mind. I donot suppose that I have invariably suid and inferred the

1 Berlin, 188%.
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right thing ; but T have endeavoured to be truthful, and I beg of my readers
only one thing, which is, to exanine my statements seriously and fairly.

Introduction.

Alotto.~The reason why cavalry has only at times played an imporlant part on
the battleficld wust be adnitted to be due, less to the cxisting state of
the tactica of the different arms, than to the fact that but few “cavalry
lcaders ™ have cxisted.

We have a difficult task before us.  Yor the pen must obtain assent to
that which can only be verified under the sound of the catmon, and it must
try to carry conviction amongst nen, who have already heard our message
over and over again, but amongst whom we have found no believers.!

All controversies are irritating, but it is only in the arena of arms (in this
case of tactics) that every combatant comes to the melancholy conclusion
that he can never produce evidence of the absolute correctness of his ideas
and thoughts, at least, not with that exactness with which it is possible to do
so in other, or rather in cvery other, art,

An experiment, which i3 made as a test of a theory, always shows if the
latter is right or not, and its success is nearly always surety for the sound. |
ness of the manner of procceding adopted. With the soldier it is otherwise,
for though, to Le sure, no object has ever been attained in war by faulty
mceans, yet the soundest tactical ieasures have often met with no success.

In spite of the knowledge possessed by the commanders and the fitness of
the avmies, it is not possibTe to exclude chance from war, and fate may defy
the best tacticnl measures. This chance is inseparable from the soldiex]s
profession,

The art of war changes from oue war to another; thus, what is actually
right and new one day, may be quite out of date and wrong the next. As
a rule every war is succeeded by a somewhat lengthy spell of peace, and
Gocthe's words :—

“YWas sic heute gelernt,
Das wollen sic morgen schon lehven,
Ach, was haben die Armen
Fiir ¢in kurzer Gediirm! "

- must always re-echo as the torment of their existence in the ears of those

soldiers, who are capulle of nothing beyond a slavish fmitation of those
tactics, of which they themselves have been eye-witnesses,  We must come
to an understanding with these men, for they constitute the majority,

As soon as an army has brought a war to a conclusion, it finds that the
conditions of warfare at once become changed, and that only a few principles
remain as the skeleton of military science. And if a second or third cam-
paign were undertaken against the same nation, even against the same
Generals and weapons, and in the same theatre of war, we should never see
everything occur agnin exactly as it dil before, And yet the main task

-before every army 13 victory on the battlefield. An.army without siccesses

resembles an untested machine ; it is a system of tactics without victories, a
theory without value.

An army must needs have success, and must gain it with its own available
means by hard fighting in open battle, where nothing ean be hidden or mis-
represented, and where nothing can be undone. Many eyes may sce a thing

1 ¢ Die Botschaft hor, ich wohl
Allcin es fehlt der Glaube.”"—Gocthe's ¢ Faust.”
2 ¢Men, who hare learnt o thing one duy, want to rush off and teach it on the
worrow, What a quick digestion the poor fcllows must have!”
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at the saue time, yet there are aot ma;&y minds, that understand it or have
the power to iuterpret it correctly, and, of their own accord, to make one
succesa the starting point for a eccond. . .

“ From the moment t!mt the sound of the lfnst shot in a war has died away,
tactics enter the region of * the uncertain.”  Fifty years of “peace”
tactics tedch less than a fight of twenty minutes, and can also bring mis-
fortune on whole nations, as we are taught Ly the case of Prussia in 1806,
and of France in 1870-71, . .

After a war, those things which have been shown by the realitics of war
to be true, sound and necessary, and which have brought about success, are
carried further theoretically and worked out practically ; but theory and
«peace ” practice cannot alone be a complete guaraatee for the soundness of
any particular war tactics, because the test of this tactical problem can only
be made in actual war.,

Meanwhile, this or that condition of war is changed, and a new war upsets
all that prevailed before. In theory, that state which remains at peace the
longest ought to get most behindhand in the art of war, the military spirit
of its population would be damaged, and its_tacticians would lose sight of
corrcet tactics ; but, as experience shows, this is by no means the case, It
teaches rather that it is on wilitary genius that the essence of war really
depends, and that it is this, which, by its wide-scarching vision, can make
ancends for the want of war experience and can prepare future victories in
war. This would be impossible if, amid the conflict of hypotheses and
problems, which theoretical speculation matures out of the ground of war
espevience, there were not deduced some fundamental representation of facts
as they are, which genius recognizes, seizes on, and makes use of, while it
remains unrevealed to the masses.  Frederick the Great justly said that the
best talent bears no fruit without industry and work, and in this royal
utterance are summed up the secret of victory and the task of a ruler, as well
as of every genius and commander, while it also reminds every Officer in the
army of his duty. War, that is to say tactics, like all branches of science
and art, is only mastered by a few great minds, while the majority do not
get Leyond its routine, at which point they are quite content to remain,

Whoever may be at the head of an army must insist on unceasing zeal and
industry in that army. We by no means include under this head merely
the training of the whole machinery of an army, i.c., the efficiency of indi-
viduals as well as of the whole, or, in short, the power and knowledge which
every soldier requires; but the mechanical, tactical, and mental efliciency
must be the consequences of the perception of the commander, the result of
his knowledge and labours, all of which are *necessaries,” which may, in his
hands, be the means to an end in bringing about success. This has Deen the
aaclwith every military genius : take, for example, Frederick the Great and
William I. . .

The object of tactics is to create an “organism” which will satisfy all the
requirements of a fight, while the direction and employment of the organ-
isas, 7.¢, of the different arms, must be the duty of commanders, All great
masters in the profession of war, who thoroughly studied the nature of war,
laid the greatest stress on mental training, ‘They tried their best to ditfuae
the few fundamental ideas which they had formed on the subject of war, on
the object of battles, and on the means whercby to win them, At the same
time, {) means of organization, equipment, armament, and training they
raised the army organism to the highest tactical requirements of their day ;
they tested most exhaustively the working of the difterent arms, and inquired
moat carcfully into that portion of the military machine which, by its nature,
remaing unchangeable as an organized body, that is to say, man and horae.

Frederick and William did not drop down from Ileaven as finished
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Generals, but even they had to work and struggle for years to master the real
nature of war. When, as the result of their industry (deep. thought) and
experience, and of again weighing their expericuce, their views had become
clear to them, they at once set to work with full vigour to impart, what they
concluded to be right, to all who were anxious to learn.

In this way did these two monarchs frame the organism of their armies :
one bringing cavalry, the other infantry, in a tactical sense, to the zenith of
renowi.

The fundamental principles of tactics are unchangeable; it is only the
means of carrying them out which have constantly changed, and will keep on
changing. Cm’ﬁry and infantry have each in turn been *“the queen of
battles,” according to the condition of the art of war generally, and not
simply according to their armament. The nature of the 3iﬁ‘erent arms, too,
is firmly fixed and unchangeable.

All this needs no detailed explanation. Ience the tactical réle of cavalry
must likewise be unchangeable, and only its form, t.e, its manner of execu-
tion, or actual tactical system can change. It is not accidental, but rather
natural, that, from the earliest days in listory, infantry should have been
from the outset the principal arm. Like all human creations, armies have
developed ; starting from the simplest till they reached more complete and
complicated forms. And yet, even to this day, when our knowledge of
military history is over 2,000 years old, therc has never a )peare(i’ the
slightest necessity for creating any arm other than what existe(l 2,000 years
ago. The various arms have only been altered and perfected, according as their
real object was more definitely grasped, and according as the technicalities of
the arms began to have more effect.  For the ordinary objects of a fight,
infantry is sufficient ; but as the human mind began to see further into the
nature of the different arms, so did the objects of a fight become more
varied, and tacties become more complex.

Why did cavalry do so comparatively small service when commanded by

Generals who, nevertheless, are worthy of mention! Why was the nature of
cavalry, as a tactical arin, unscen to the last by the eyec of even a Julius
Cwesar 3 Why was not cavalry perpetual queen of the battle-field prior to the
introduction of gun})owder, firearms, and cannon, which might have been
able to destroy it before it was ready to commence the tactical fight1 Why,
even when fighting against the same arm, used cavalry to dismount in order
to fight on foot! Why used horse and rider to be so heavily encased in
mail, that the horse could, at best, move at a slow trot1 Why did the men
fire at each other when mounted? Why was all this done, even after the
cxistence of cavalry leaders (Alexander, Hannibal), who had acknowledged
and also made use of the law of speed as well as of shock.
_ Tt was not because the tactics of modern . arms enforced these (mis-)con-
ceptions, but rather because of the absence of any genius, #.¢., of any com-
mander, who understood the horse a3 an arm, or was capable of making the
best use of him as such. It was not only 2,000 years ago that it was the
case, but, even now, the supporters of that bastard arm, which eccentric
persens have tried to introduce under the name of “ mounted infantry,” show
that the lorse iz only looked upon as a means of trunsport. These errors
owe their real origin to the many blunders, deceptions, aud abuses to which
cavalry had, unfortunately, to submit at the hands of ignorant commanders.
People are apt to criticize and condenm, to lay down tactical laws, and to
set aside an arm, which, when led by cavalry *leaders,” has performned world-
famed deeds. This is a sign of the stupidity of the masses, and a proof that
ignorance is might ; for, so long as the law of speed exists, and so long as no
better means than the Lorse is found for applying that law, so long then must
cavalry, as a tactical arm, be capable of achieving success,
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If it is only since the intioduction of the latest imyrm’cmcuts in firearms
and the change in the course and character of modern fighting, that the
tactical action of cavalry has been looked upom only as a “superfluity,”
cavalry should then, up to that time at any rate, have always continued to be
the raling arm in battle! But such was, by no meang, the case. Infantry
andd cavalry were engaged in a perpetual struggle for the supremacy, and the
pre-eminence of either arm always _depemloa chiefly ou the quality of their
respective leaders.

11as thia been overlooked, or is truth so difficult to understand by reason
of its great simrlicily ! g

How is it that the real nature of cavalry was never understood until
_armies had become a relatively perfect instrument, or that Alexsnder the

(ireat made a difference in his various descriptions of cavalry, suiting it to
the purpose for which lLie wanted it, and that this difference has been pre-
served np to our days? )

How is it that, later on, another coutinent produced anather cavalry com-
mander, Hannibal, who was so great a master of the strategic aund tactical
umplny?ent of cavalry, that we can even now refer to his way of wsing
cavalry

How is it that. tn apite of this, cavalry invariably retired into the background
ou the disappearance of these great commanders?

The angwer is siinple enough, namely : becausc genius is rare !

Things were, more or less, as they are now, during cvery period of war
.prior to the introduction of gunpowder, and it is only owing to the want of
5l|istorica.l ~urces that we cannot refer mnre to those times. At one time it
was the E.ane, at another the Osmanlis, the Magyars, the English, the
Swedes, the Prussianz, the Austrians, or the French who bronght such
distinction on cavalry as a tactical arm, according as fortune happened to
favour one or other of these peoples with a cavalry leader, who understowl
the use of his special armn.

If, as theorists would nowadays try to make us believe, the tactical action
,of cavalry were mainly so very dependent on the condition of the armament
(of the other arms, cavalry could then never have achieved, what we know it
to have done, after fircarms had reached a comparatively high state of per-
fection, But it is not so, for the action of cavaliy depends mainly on the
ability of its trainer and leader,

1owever, it must not be imagined that the principdes for the employment
of cavalry disappeared entirely with the decease of the various great com-
manders ; for we can formulate most substantial lessons out of the few
ancient histories which hove been handed down tous.  Fven if we may have
our doubts as to whether the cavalry Generals of the Huns, Osmanlis, and
Magyars ever studied the writings of Xenophon, Polybins, Begetiug, &c.,
still we have no right to assume that the commanders of the civilized

Enropean nations read them. Surely, although we cannot deduce either a
tactical system, ag we understand it, or a reglﬁation from such a study, yet
we can borrow some idea or other from it.  Nevertheless, peoples of quite
ditferent tinies, who have in no way studied one another, and had possibly
uever eyen known of each other's existence, have discovered the very
principles, which had already been known at some earlier date in some other
eotntry, and have employed their cavalry in accordance with them. This is
a pronf -that truth and facts are indeatructible, aud that the intellect ix
inexhaustible. Of course, ane cavalry leader may have succeeded in employ-
ing his arm with more skill than another, and we cannot accurately trace the
progressive devclopment of eavalry as an arm further than from the days of
Gustavis Adolphus, Wallenstein, and Cromwell.
_ But althougL it must be presumed that, amongst more modein civilized

¥OL. XXX1V, ¥
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European nations, there existed a knowledge of the fundamental conditions
for cavalry, and although various armics made strennous effarts to raise the
status of cavalry, yet this arm, as a rule, remained in the Lackground. It
was only at times, that is to say, when it had a real Ieader, that cavalry came
to the front, and by ity successes filled the miilitary world with amazement.
This is the simple truth,

I1. Characteiistics of Armies and of the Combut in the present Day.

My statements may not meet with the views of some peaple, for every one
has his hobly, and man will sooner believe in 100 impro{mbxlities than in one
truth, however simple this Jatter may be, or however irrefutably it be proved
Ly history and fact,

- “There 1s one thing, however, which remains an undeniable fact in the
midst of all this confused mass of hypotheses and shams, and that is, that the
horse still possesses the greatest possible speed and power of shock, exactly
as he did in the days of Alexander, Haunibal, Bajazet, Charles XII,
Gustavus  Adolphus, Cromwell, Wallenstein, Frederick, and Napoleon.
ertainly our armies differ most completely from those of past ages ; the war
machine is built up of millions of short-service men, and, on account of the
mass of men passed through the ranks and of the shortness of their service,
no :arm can be brought to such a state of perfection as was the case in the
Jdys of Frederick the Great, and even of Napoleon I, up to the Battle of
Wagram. Many as were the nations of which the latter commander was
was'er, yet lie had lost so much in that battle (Wagzraw) that, in spite of his
vinceasing plans, he was never again able to bring the same tactical efficiency
into the field. Iis further wars and battles consumed too wany men, and
never ceased swallowing: them up. Consequently the war machine could
never regain its high degree of efticiency.

The immense number of horses which have to Le broken, and the short
time that there is for training horse and rider, necessitate moderation and
yeason. Arvmies, therefore, no longer contain so many well-broken horses
and firm-seated troopers as formerly. The perfect horsemanship of former
times has disappeared from every cavalry with the exception, perhaps, of the
Cossacks.  But the deficiency in technical avd tactical efficiency is, or at any
ate should be, compensated by the fact that nowadays the intellect is far
more cultivated, and that annies now receive a raw material whose mind has
heen much better trained.

Armies have changed just as radically in their training and manner of
fighting as they have in character and numbers. The avmies of former
times fought in more close and connected order, either in line or in column ;
Lut, owing to the destructive effects of fircarws, our aimies are, for the
most part, driven to fishting in exténded order. But this latter need not,
on that account, Le discounccted, although it is unquestionably looser than
the formation of earlier days. The soldier has to rely more on himself,
lines of battle are much longer and thinner, extending indiscriminately over
any sort of country and remaining stationary for hours, during which
neither opponent succeeds in gaining any significant advantage over the
other. The damage to the combatants consequently is not only material, but
is morally far greater than in former times. 'l‘fnose earlier and smaller
armies could, undoubtedly, be led in more united form, aud brought in a
compact Lody to the desired point with more mpiJity and precision.
Napoleon I put an end to this era, and yet in his new system of fighting he
did full justice to the tactical action of cavalry.

The great condition for the tactical success of cavalry, and one which can
never be neglected with impunity, is its adaptability to manccuvres of every
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kind. In the days of Cromwell and Frederick, when the opposing forees
were seldom stronger than 14 army cor[)s of the present day, the exccution
of mancuvres was easier 3 firearms did not then force cavalry generally to
keep so far back as now ; hut we must not overlook the fact that, although
the range of fircarms was Lut short, still the admirable Austrian artillery,
for example, always kept the Prussian cavalry Generals about 1,000 metres
from the fighting-line. At that time, too, fights took place from prefercnce in
perfectly open country ; but, after the Austrians had begun to study the
advantage to be got out of ground with cover, the Prussians found the
management of their cavalry more difficult, and their successes became less
frequent and important than before. .

1f, on the one hand, improved firearms comrel cavalry in open country to
yemain in more retired situations, from which it may come into action, on
the othier haud, the present intersected battlefields give oppartunities for
placing even fairly large bodies of cavalry comparatively near to the
tighting-line. Furthermore, the devouring fight lasts so long and remains
for many hours so stationary abont the decisive points, that cavalry might
keep for half a day in one position without being exposed to any danger, as
happened, for example, at Gravelotte. This is no disadvantage, but rather
1 decided advantage, of modern fighting for the tactical action of cavalry.
1 the last century, in which Frederick the Great showed cavalry the path
of success, a fight did not present nearly the same stubbornness and steadfust-
ness, as have been given to it by the present firearms.  After a short but
sharp fire an energetiz assanlt would be made, and during this, or after it,
the cavalry would deliver its attack, generally from the flanks. If the
attack succeeded the battle was, as a rule, decided. Battles such as, for
example, Vionville, Mars-Ja-Tour, and Gravelotte, in_ which_ the two
opponents, so to say, searcely moved forwand at all for six or eight hours,
are unknown in the cavalry’s century. All actions were then over more
speedily, ending eitber in victory or defeat.

The last century can hardly have seen infantry so morally broken, as
this arm cannot fail to be after any scrious action nowadays. - In fact,
infantry was then never charged except when it could be surprised and
taken in flank, as at Hohenfriedberg and Rossbach ; it was exbansted and
shaken at every opportunity, so that such a cavalry charge was never
without favourable results. But infantry is now far more exposed to the
decomposing power of the fire-action, amd the very circumstance that the
actual duration of a fight is attended with great fphysical exertion, must, in
comparison with former times, turn the scale in favour of cavalry. A man
has pretty well used up all his strength after marching under arms for eight
or ten hours in a scorching heat ; and he i3 practically exhausted Loth in
mind and body if he has been engaged in a fluctuating fight for six or eight
hours, if his nerves have had to stand the roar of the tiring for so long, if he
hiwself has all this time been filled with those strong emotious which are
produced by the phases and incidents of every bLattle, and if hie has had no
opportunity of fortifying himself, of recovering his breath, or of having a
moiuent’s peace during all these hours. Larger units fare no better.  Some
men are able to store up a surplus of physieal and mental energy, but they
are only the minority ; other troops, agin, remain more or less intact until
it is time to bring up the last man, but it is only a comparatively sn:all pro-
portion of the infantry which remains intact. It is true that the material
and woral loss of the infantry is not the same along the whole line, but
there must always be sections in which the infantry gets completely worn out,
aud it is here that the cavalry’s most favourable ficld Jies. Infantry will
very naturally sutfer the greatest material and moral losses in attacks or
forward movements across open ground, as happened, for example, to the

E 2
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33th Brigade at Mars-la-Tour and to the Guards at St. Privat, aid these are
the opportunities for cavalry coming into action in masses.  In one of these
instances three German squadrons partly succeeded in riding down aud
putting to flight a brizade of the enemy, although the line of advance was
full of obstacles ; and the panie, that resulted, was so great that a whole
division of the enemy felt. its eficet and was obliged to halt.

Let us suppose that, instead of .the short sighted French cavalry com-
wmanders, there had been enterprising men, who woull have known fmw to
employ the masses of eavalry at their disp sol at the mowent when the
attacks of the 38th Brigade and Guards were crushed. Great as our faith
in the endurance of our infantry is, yet we do not helieve that the Guards, for
instance, would have been able to stand against a well-directed, and ener-
getically and carefully delivered charge of Du Barail’s cavalry Division. It
was owing to the badly chosen time, to defective planning, and to insufficient
numbers that the advanoce,.attempted by one - regiment of chasseurs, was
broken up during the deployment ; Lut it must not be assumed from this
that a well and properly (lcli\'ere(l stroke would, or must, have ended in this
wiy. The reason why no advantage was taken of these situations was not,
that the cavalry was not equal to the task, but that there was a lack of lecders,
for we see hoaw the 1st Guard Dragoons and Bredow’s Brigade succeeded
under far more difticult conditions. It.may bLe that the French cavalry was
ust then altogether equal to such tasks, as may be inferred from Woerth,
V.ouville, Beaumont, and Sédan ; but the Germans were prepared for such
wa k, #s is shown by their twelve different actions against all three arms at
Vionville—Mars-la-Tour.

Iufaniry has not overthrown cavalry “for ever” in a tactical senwe,
although infantrymen, and especially tacticians coming from that branch,
have tried to theorise the downfall of cavalry. and cavalry has, unfortunately,
allowed itself to be partiadly theorised into defeat, and so cannot escape
veproach, It is no mere chance that this theorising has emanated chiefly
from Gertan fufantry tacticians ; for has not German infantry, in addition to
vesisting the attacks of French cavalry, also withstood those wmade by the
Austrian, at that time considered the best, cavalry in Ewropel  Just so, if
we do not examive the details too closely.  But at Langenhof-Stresetitz the
conditions were as unfavourable as they could be.for the Awstrians, whose
cavaley had no option, but was obliged to charge down on the Prussian
cavalry, and, in addition, on iufantry, which.was fresh with the intoxication

“of victory and was most certainly. unbroken. A marevere was out of the

question, and nothing remained.but to make a grand frontal attack, which,
moreover, had to be made on ground too cramped to allow of the deployment
of the masses.  And who now would wish to depreciate the charge of this
cavalry, knowing, as we did afterwards, how matters stood with the other
arms of the brave Austrian armny 7 Docs not the army owe its escape to
these heroicattacks 7 Did not they hring the whaole Prussian line of battle to a
standstill ¢ And wasnot the moral efect of this mighty chargeso great that
the Procsiims remained overawed on the Lattlefield instead of pursuing 1 Ix
not this cmploviuent of cavalry, as regards its success, worthy of being
recorded side by side with that of Napoleon I at Aspern on the 31st May?
Tn one case a beaten army was rescued, in the other Naypoleon’s army was
saved from defeat.  Both tasks could only be fulfilled by cavalry, aud the
results obtained were certainly worth the sacrifives made.

If cavalry had the slightest doubt as to the great moral impression whick
is wade on infantry by a skilfully and energetically delivered charge, it woul
have seized, and would still seize, on its opportunities for successful action
in quite another wuy. But the philosophy of loases stands in the way.

It cavalry knew how infuntry is consumed Ly a fire-action, if it but
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knew the A B Cof infantry tactics, or if our whole cavalry had seen the state
into which exhausted infuntry falls, it is quite certain that the saying *the
action of cavalry on the battletield is a superfluity” would never have heen
tolerated.

Personally, I have not seen many cavalry attacks, but these which I Lave
seen have strengthened me in the belief that the action of cavalry in Lattle
cin be crowned with great successes if, as the result of erganization, training,
and good commanders, the arm feels that it can say : Jwdl risk it, and [ will
o it. 1 have also seen infantry which was quite played out ; oue squadron
would then have been enough to ride down and settle the remnauts of a
whole brigade, while a whole division could, without ditticulty, have ridden
right up to the ‘)ositiou of the Commander-in-Chief, aud- might, perhaps,
have decided the lLattle on this flank.  Bat this division was not there. 1s
the action of cavalry on the battletield, therefore, to be condemned Lecause
such situations have not been turned to account ?

Nearly the whole of the modern tactieal literature is a glovification of
infantry, but, while we unreservedly aseign to this arm the place of honour
which it occupies, we know perfectly well that it requires great courage to go
single-handed in orpositio’n to the general current of opinion, I say single.
handed Leeause, relatively, there are only individuals who do so.  Amid the
mazs of tactical books on infantry we only now and then come across a
Kachler, a Walter, or a Widdern ; and even the Iast mentioned inan infantry
man.  In the company, in which they are, they look like wanderers, Mean-
while, our cavalry has got.new regulations, and will perhaps receive a
general increase in numbers and a sounder organization, at any rate, in the
East. 'Lhat i3, certainly, one step in the right direction, but to leave off here
would be equivalent to abandoning the fight and giving it up as lost, for the
seed requires nourishment to enable it to bring forth fruits.

Cavalry must not allow itself to be regarded as dead, either Lefore “the
otfensive or the defensive” action of modern tirearms, in the future; it may
s'rike its flag, only when facts have condemucd it to hand over the battle-
field, once for all, to the other arms, or whenever its best friendssay: “It
is all up with us.” 8y long as these words are not spoken let it trust to its
own sword and its own bruins. Strange to say, tactical bouks say little or
uothing about the demoralising effect of the present firearms,  Why is this
not taught ! Yet it is an undisputed truth ; and may it not be included iu
our instruction ! Not till then will the inevitable consequences appear.
Now, it is not an uudisputed truism that *“ the action of cavalry on the
Lattlefield is a superfluity.” This is a hypothesis, and one that is taught.
Is any further evidence wanted of the ready way in which (infavtry) tac.
ticiaus change to the order of the day, when treating of cavalry, or of the
fact that cavalry is delivered, neck and crop, over to their doctrines, Lefore
it has been given a chance or before actual facts have had theirsay | ’

Frederick made it a rule to post his cavalry on the flanks of his infantry,
and his reasons for this are well-known. Since the time when Napoleon
breught tactics ont of their infancy, we find cavalry posted wherever it wus
provable a field for its action would present itself, either on both flanks, or
on one, or else in the centre. But Napoleon invariably brought it up to
that point, where he wished to Lring about the decision, cither to preparve the
victory (a8 at Wagram), to prevent the enemy driving him back (as at
Aspern), to bring it into action for the decision (a8 at Borodino), or to have
it at his disposal for the decision of the battle gas at Jena and Ligny). 1f
Napoleon decided to break the enemy's centre, he kept his cavalry massed
opposite that point ; if he decided on a turning movement, he posted his
cavalry opposite the flank that he intended turning. ‘The tactical motives
for thesz di~positions were the outcome of his strategical objeet. Unlike

’
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this, the posting of cavalry masses on modern battlefields is most often done
without any special idea. The cavalry is told to follow the other troops,
because no one seems to know what to do with it, and it is quite a rare
occurrence for the cavalry commander himself to Le allowed to sclect a suit-
able position. This is what has happened, over and over again, in quite recent
times in the case of every nation, with the exception of the Austriang at
Custozza, and, perhaps, also at the commencement of the Battle of Koenig-
yraetz, Everywhere else, if we look round, we find that the cavalry was
placed without any refevence to the points intended to be decisive. Of course,
it is true that in recent years we can only record three pitched battles,
Koeniggraetz, Gravelotte, aud Sédan, and even in these, except Stdan, the
position of the cavalry did not correspond with the tactical situation. We
will not go wore fully into thisz subject in each of these battles, because our
doing 8o would lead us too far, and it is sufticient to state that direct profit
was not deawn from the tactical suceess, because the cavalry was in the wrong
place, or because it clung obstinately to these places in spite of the change in
the course of the fight, or because it generaily xc:\che({ the battlefield too
Late. This is the real reason, the fortresses in rear of the beaten army bring
mere “alleged ” reasons. .

Even at Vionville— Mars-la-Tour, the position of the cavalry, until late in
the afternoon, was not atall suited to the tactical objeet, nor was it at all the
ontcome of the strategic situation. The only reason why this was not the
ciuse of a disaster, was.that the great extent of the battlefield admitted of
the manceavring of cavalry. in large masses almost everywhere, But, in
ovder that the cavaley divisions may be at the right places during the battle,
they must know these places beforchand, and their action must be the prelude,
of the battle.  They must forcibly get touch of the whole line, obtain «
thorough knowledge of it, and report their observations to the Commander-
in-Chief, who would then be able to tell the cavalry off to positions, from
which its action can assist the tactical object.  Asa rule, faulty dispositions
can never be rectitied during the course of a battle, and even the mobility of
cavalry cannot entively undo a fault, once” committed. No example shows
this more clearly than the position of the Austrian 1st and 3rd Reserve
Cavalry Divisions and the Saxon Division at the Battle of Koeniggraetz. The
greatest care must be taken not to erowd masses of cavalry together, as at
Koeniggraetz, and so deprive them of a clear field of view and freedom of
movement.  Both of these are as essential to the success of cavalry, as food
is necessary for men to support life.

A whole host of tacticians have based their judgment almost entirely on
the principle of the .Wicy method, anil still we are for ever talking and
writing about the value of moral qualities, about the importance of * terrain »
and of commanders, and about the co-operation of the various arms. I will
resist the temptation of calculating how many horsemen can be shot down
by 2 battalion in a minute, or how much greater the velocity of a bullet is
than that of a horse. The only value of the results, obtained with so much
pains on the ritle-range, is that they teach every leader, and consequently every
cavalry Officer, the destructive effect of the preseut firearms, so that he
miy not be led away into rash actions. If bLattictields were simply rifle-
ranges, then the effect, o generlly attributed to firearms to-day, would be
due to them, and there would then be an end to all tactics. Battlefields,
however, are not rifle-ranges, but a confused mass of heights and valleys, of
fields and ravines, of wouds and villages, &e., which give to each arm a field
for its action, provided, of course, that the arm is capable of manceuvring in
such country.. Moreover, the battlefield is the scene of numerous mistakes,
which the tactician can at once turn to his advantage.

I am quite aware that the certain approaching arming of the great

)
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Luropean armies with magazine rifles will be brought forward Ly th,
opponents of cavalry as a further argument for running down cavalry aud
its importance in battle. But even repeating ritles will not do away with
cavalry.  Every lattlefield atfords opportunities of taking up positions and
wlvaucing more or less under cover, and of manceuvring.  Every battlefield
also shows now, just as much as formerly, the inevitavle conacquences of :
stubborn fight, be they disorder, confusion, and the cousequent tactical
crrors, or want of watchfuiness, or be they the fact that the power of the
infantry has sunk into complete apathy in consequence of the physically and
wentally wearing effect of a long continued ftire-action.  The moment wiil
come in the future, as it did in the past, when one of the opponents must
give way, and—leaving out of cousideration its numerous opportunities
during the fight—this 13 always the time when the cavalry should win i
Lsurels at a smudl cost, provided it follows up the progress of the battle su
an Lo be in the right place at the decisive moment, and provided masses of
cavalry charge iuto the disordercd enemy. This is for the leader to see t,
and the caviiry would find nothing to check it unless the enemy werve able
to briug up reserves, or had the steltering walls of a fortress cluse in rear,
In the War of 1870-71, we might frequently have shown the importance of
cavalry if it bad been in the right place at the right time, and it there had
Lueen enterprising, bold, and energetic “sabreurs ” at the head of it.  There
wae never such a chance as wfter Woerth, and, from a tactical point of view,
it is aud always will be the severest criticism on our cavalry leaders of that
day that the defeated French Army was able to reach the Vosges pusses. A
pursuit, resulting in the utter rout of the enemy, would have Leen easier
lLiere than it was after Waterloo.
A modern battle is, certainly, mainly a fire-action, and the fact that this
action clings to the same line for hours, of itscll causes the truops to fall .
into thorovgh confusion. "The best tactical formations are powerless to alte.
this. At the end of half an hour or an hour, the majurity of the Otticess
are either Killed or Aors de combidt and the troops themselves are left to
their own fudividual resources.  They fight on and on in their bloody daty,
they wait aml hold out to their Jast breath, Meanwhile, the gaps are con-
tinually being filled up from the rear, the fighting line s as become a coufusad
medlcfﬁ of furmations and troops, and this confusion is most marked at the

maost decisive points 5 here it is that the waste of strength and the disorder

are greatest on both sides, and that most of the commanders are missiny !

Accordingly, & mass of envalry should, as soon as possible, be dirvected there,
in readiness to dash forward the moment that the enemy gives way and the
confused rewmnants, breathless and exhausted, begin to retreat.

At this mnaent, 1t s yuite w matter of indifference whether these remnants
curry & repeating-rifle, a gling musket, or @ pitchfork, for the men's nerves arc
overstrained, and their weapon counts for nothing.  This moment, certainly,
dous not last for ever. A few minutes suffice to get these remnauts out of
the zone of their enciy'’s fire, and for them yradually to recover their
Lreath and to get fresh life ; a new allowance of strength returns, and once
more reinstates the munlerous weapon—for a time useless—in its terrible

wwer,  If the cavalry allows the enemy to make use of these few minutes,
1t deserves to be dismissed from the battlefield with disgrace and ignominy ;
but, if it makes use of this time, it is doing no more than its duty, and does
x0, unquestionably, at no great sacritice.

This is as truthful a8 possible a description of the combatants immediately
after their defeat, and every @valry Officer should be thoroughly impreased
with it. T have drawn it from facts, and it will apply to the armies of all’
nations in any hard-fought battle. Cavalry, provided it instantly seizes on
the moment of the enemy’s discomfiture, can dash right up to his artillery
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positions, and turn infantry and artillery into one confused mass. With older
tactics this was not passible to anything like so great an extent, for the 1out
of the defeated enemy never reaclied such a pitch as it does now, his mor:l
strength never got 8o low, as it necessarily must now when the decision is
fought out for so long, and the troops never lost such a number of leaders s
they do nowadaya.

Frederick used to try to Lring on the decision by crushing one of the
enemy’s flanks, on whici his cavalry would charge. The armament of to-day
directs the assailant to make a turning movement ; and this, whatever may
be adduced against it, is the hest voad to victory, provided a sufliciently
strong front is also kept. This is only returning once more almost to
Frederick’s tactics, but employing other formations aud larger masses.  For
the cavalry division the resuit is just the same, while the divisional cavalry
has suflicient opportunity for action agiinst the cnemy’s front.

It rests with those who lead the army to direct the cavalry masses towands
the decisive points from the very commencement ; but they can, certainly, not
do more than this, and the cavalry conuuanders must themselves seize upon
the moment for independent action. This determination must come from
personal ifuspiration and not from superior orders, or else cavalry woull
always arrive too late.  If we compare the events of our battles, in 1866 2
well as in 1870-71, with these demands on cavalry, we shall then sce what
we yet have to learn,

IIL. Can the Cavalry Division still be considered « Fiyhting Unit?

Before going further, I must put the above question, which, awccording to
some, should naturally be answered in the affirmative, aud, according to
others, as decidedly in the negative. But, in spite of the danger that my
statements may be “ well-known” facts to some of my readers, I will discuss
the subject.

The majority of modern tacticians speak of the action of cavalry in
Lattle as of something secondary. They vow that cavalry can no longer
decide the day, and that, consequently, its réle on the battleficld has prac-
ti(l:?.lly ceased to exist. The arguments of these prophets are principally as
follows :—

1st. The impossibility of posting large bodies of cavalry (cavalry divisions)
s0 closo to the fighting line that the right moment for a cavalry success could
be seized upon with certainty.

2nd. The difficulty of bringing up large masses of cavalry towards their
attacking point, owing to the long-range and quick-firing arms, both of
artillery and infantry, even if the cavalry recognize this object, and charge
down on it at once.

3rd. The intersected nature of madera battlefields ; and

4th. They declare most emphatically that, under existing tactics, cavalry
has no “marked objective,” by overcoming which it could have any decided
influence on the course of the battle.

T admit that there is a grain of truth in all this, but it is 8o small that no
principles for the tactical action of cavalry can be based onit. One thing,
moet certainly, is true, namely, that the lungs and muscles of horses are a
given defiuite quantity, which cannot be worked beyond a certain limit, The
sjuestion resolves itself into this: was thia limit reached in 1870-71, was it
wenerully known then, is it known now? Is it allowable to evolve tactical
principles now out of the decided shortcomings of the “instrument,” shown
n 1870-711

Artillery and infantry fire carry further than the lungs and wmuscles of
horses. ‘That is trne, but not invariably, for they do so only when the battle-
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field partakes of the nature of a perfect plain, or when it approximates to
lm;,:w:n in olden times cavaley was only ordered to cross, what was then, the
sone of fire in cases of preat emergency; why then should it be required
10 do this under present conditions { .

The perforntances of General Schmidt, however, have proved that cavalry’s

wwer of mobility (endurance and speed) bas increased considerably from
what it used to be, and this, added to the fact that modern battlefields, to a
certain extent, atford ore opportunities than before for finding compara-
tively sheltered positions and approaches, shows that there is not the least
trath in that absolute snperiority, so often proclaimed, of infantry tire over
cavaley mobility.  “This superiority is relative, and the degree of this
wpelativeness” can vary as much as the tactical conditions themselves,

Nevertheless, it has become alivat a dogma that cavalry divisions mnust-
be kept at such a distance from the battlefield that they would always be
boumi to miss their favourable moment, and that, should they attack, they
cannot help fuiling. What proofs are there in support of this dogma?
Where has a German cavalry division Leen employed as a fighting ‘unit?
Has it ever done anything greater than deliver charges, which, owing to the
g-neral situation and special dispositions, were from the first certain to fail,
and which would have failed at any period?  Of course, if the command of
this seusitive arm, and the solution of the always difficult tactical problems,
which are set to it, are entrusted to men who are not equal to their position
—as was the case with all the cavalry division commanders in 1870-71-—
then we must not be surprised at a flusco.  On the contrary, it would have
been a matter of great surprise if, under these conditions, more had heen doue.
‘I'v have to call up the 6th Cavalry Division at Vionville so as to bring it into
action, sounds—to put it mildly—like a tactical monstrosity; and it was
equally monstrous to call up the Ist Division under impossible couditions at
Gravelotte.  Call up cavalry! that surely i3 an undeserved hit at its nature,
Ts it supposed that, because this is publicly taught, cavalry does not feel it?
A cavn*ry,\eader must, of all things, aveld being like a statue, and if the
commander of the Gth Cavalry Division at Vionville had himself possessed
the mobility necessary in every cavalry man, and the tactical knowledge
indispensable to every General, he would have followed up the course of the
fight of his own accord, even if a few troopers had been shot down on the
way ; and then he would have been in the right place at the vight time. We
must, therefore, first take care to have good Generals, and, to go a step
further, to sce that only such men are put in command of our cavalry
divisions,

With the best will, I cannot, for the life of me, understand on what special
cases or events, or, in short, on what grounds the impracticability of
employin§ the cavalry divisions on the baitlefield conld be assumed in these
days. Where, except in the cases already quoted, has a cavalry divizion been
wen] Has a division been engaged anywhere in accordance with our present
ideas and requirements for its tactical duty? Why then expect so littlc from
the action of the cavalry division on the field of battlel The engagements
yuoted (at Vionville and Mars-la-Tour) were fought between brigades at the
momt ; but cavalry divisions were not employed in any of them.,

The wars of 1870-71 and 1877-78 furnish very few positive lessons. It is
true that nearly every intelligently planned attack of the Germnan cavalry
met with more or less success ; but these attacks were of no great size, and
eould not be planned on a large scale, because there was an absence of all the
essentials, comnmianders, as well as handiness of the * instrument.”

On the other hand, the lessons and proofs as to the possibility of achieving
great cavalry successes, are to be found in what was not, or was fncompletely,
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carried out, and in the opportunities that slipped by without being
utilized ; and yet tacticians are very divided in their opinions about the
direction to be taken by cavalry. Some entively reject the cavalry division
as a tighting body, Liecause, as they say, it is obliged to take ur its position
s0 far trom the fighting line that the favourable mowment would have paseel
before it could reach the right place, and because cavalry can no longer decide
2 battle, since it never has auy “marked objective” under existing tactics.
This is the “Nihilist” class, which draws simply false conclusious from
positive facts ; but that is not all, for this class would appear to look upon
our former cavalry organization, trining, and leading as normal, and quite
sufficient for all requirelents, whereas, as a matter of fact, the exact oppo-
site was the case in those respects,  The real truth is this : that our cavalry
arrived too late because it found itself at wrong places, because it was too
clumsy for mobility, and because it suffered srum a want of good com-
manders, or else that it would really have Leen diflicult for it to take
any part in such battles as Colombey, Gravelotte, aud Sédan, cases such as
have oceurred in all ages.

What, now, can be the meaning of the phrase, “ the decision und abzence of
¢ marked objective’”? Can any one arm decide a battle by itself in these
duy.;sl? Can infantry—the queen of battles—do it alone now, or cn
artillery ? )

Did the infantry decide St. Privat by itself 7 Who would wish to make
that statementt  Without the powerful support of artillery the infantry
would hardly have held out, and Woerth and Vionville were similar casea !
It i3 quite certain that no one arm can now decide & battle in the way in
which 1t could in the time of Frederick the Great; why, this was no longer
possible in Napoleons days. ‘Tactics have now emerged from their infancy
and grown into the tactics of all arms combined ; but even if these tactics
saw a falling off in the artillery and cavalry at one time (as in 18GG), or at
another in the cavalry (as in 1870-71), it proves nothing against the particular
arm in question, but mther that the various arms were not equal to their
tagks. A\ battle may be decided if the ditferent arms are used, as they were
by Napoleon I at Wagram, by the Austrians at Custozza, or Ly the Germans
at Viouville, But what decided these battles? Was it one arm alone?
Certainly not ; it was the three arms combioed in the hands of their Com-
wander-in-Chief, .

And what about the * marked objective”?  1u the time of Frederick
the Great the cavalry was from one-third to one-fourth of the total numbers,
now it is one-eighth. The fighting strength of his armies was equal to
that of 13 average army corps of the present day. Omitting }ohen-
friedberg and Rossbach, fmw many battalions were affected all at once by
the shock of a charge ; how many felt this under Napoleon T at Aspern,
Wagra, Somwo-Sierra, aud Borodino? It is true that the objectives of
charges are nowadays scattered, as compared to the long lines aud deep
columns of the past ; but they are not all scattered, Cavalry does not tuke
long to get past the line of skirmishers, and up to the columns themselves,
43 was shown by Pulz at Custozz and by Bredow at Viouville, How many
Lattalions felt the effect of those charges? A whole division, or about
one-third of the total infantry that Frederick could bring into a battle.
Can it then still be seriously asserted that there i3 no “marked objective”
fur cavalry 7 Should not the inference rather e that the seven-eighths,
helonging to the other Lranches, must, of necessity, present such objectives
to it far more readily than these arms did formerly, when they only amounted
to two-thirds or three-quarters? And is it ouly the enemy’s infuntry that
can present a “ marked objective”?  May not the other arms do ro just as
well, as artillery did at Tobitschau, Vionville, and Orléaus, and cavalry ut
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Vionville? Weissenbourg, Spicheren,Colombey, Gravelotte, Noisseville,S(dan,
Le Mans, Hallue, and the Lisaine all oflered few or no chances of succeess to
our cavalry ; but, on the other Land, golden opportunities were just as often
let slip at Woerth, Viouville, Beaumont, Orvléans, Beaune la Rolande,
Amieas, and St. Quentin.  On each occasion sufficient cavaliy was on the
spot, and there never was any lack of opportunity or of “ marked objectives,”
but there always was something wanting in the leading. How can people
conclude from such simple facts that ¢ the action of cavalry ou the battlefiekl
is a ‘superfluity’” ?

Next to these * tactical Nihiliats ” comes the class of “tactical Liberaly,”
who do not subscribe to the List sentence, but modify it, while consenting to
listen to arguiment. They do not deny historical facts ; but would that
they would only draw proper conclusions from them. The relatively great
successes eatned Ly *“zugs” and squadrons in many battles (Vionville,
Auwiens, Bapawme, Orléaus)—we might also include the success of General
Breduw’s six squadrons here—induce this class to advocate that cavalry
should be placed in folds of ground, but in small detachments, and dis-
tributed as much as possible ichin(l the whole line of battle. But they
forzet one thing, which is, that the divisional cavalry, in its present strength,
is quite sufficient for that.

These men are opposed only to the employment of cavalry in * masscs,”
on the ground that it would be too diflicult to post and bring them up under
cover. They thus admit, witbout a question, tlmt the nature of cavalry is in-
destructible ; but, iu the heat of the argnment, they forget that their proposals
are mere makeshifts, resulting from the waut of cavalry leaders. Why,
then, should it be impossible to do with a division, what ts wdmitted to Le
possible with “zugs” avd squadrons?  Undoubtedly, smaller detachments
will be able to come into action in many places, and, perhaps, even mure
frequently ; and they will be able to win many minor successes ; but these
tacticians mistake the essence of the subject, that is, the reason why masses
of cavalry must be engaged, namely : to win a greut stake, as was done in
recent times by Pulz at Custozza and Bredow at Vionville.

Next to the *Liberals”. come the * Absolutists,” who are simYIy for
charging down on everything. We may pasa them by, only we should like
to keep their pluck, for these “ Alsolutists” will achieve more than the
% Nililists.” It i3 possible that the former may sometimes charge in wain,
Lut they will, at any rate, be successful once; the * Nihilists,” on the other
land, will do nothing but say “no” to everything. Those, who haveno faith
in the action of cavufny on the battlefield, will neither consider, nor dave toact.

Opposed to all of these come the “tacticians,” who follow nothing but
empirical teachipgs, and differ amongst themselves in only a few minor
points. Thus, some exert themselves mainly in favour of charges not being
made in too broad a front, but they insist that charge should suceeed charge
uutil all opposition is broken, while others, on the other haud, recommend
chaiging down in as broad a front as possible on the longest possible line.
We do not propose to lay down any principle for this, for cavalry must be
able to do both, and their leaders must know when they can best derive
mlvantage from one or the other method of attack. Fields for the charge of
oue or two deployed Lrigades are not Ly any means so very rare in most
wodern Lattletields.  Wherever it can do so, cavalry must attack in the
lougest possible line, for it is only its fimst shock that takes the enemy
wnayvares, and every subsequent one is no longer a surprise. The longer the
euemy’s line that is surprised, the better ; auﬁ, to complete the vout of these
troope, it may be suflicient if a second or third charge in squadron ov “zug ”
frmt Le made simultancously on two er three points, provided the stroke is
vigorously delivered,
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Custozza shows that it is not an easy thing to carry out an attack with
several brigades, even when the ground, over which the attack is to be made,
allows ample space for deployment.  Hence the cavalry unit (the division)
must be trained in peace time to the highest possible degree of cohesion and
perfection in maneeuvring, and the advance to the charge must be made in
perfect order, in close formation with the preseribed distances and intervals,
as well as at the requisite degree of pace, so that the effect may Le like that
of “ wave upon wive pressing on each other,”!

The above will always remain a law, and that side, which delivers the last
blow, will lreak the oppusition.  Any one, who has seen a successful cavalry
charge against infantry, must have furmed the following impression, viz :—
the wfantry at first eutively loses its head (compare Grenier’s Division, the
Vith and 1Ind French Corps}; it forgets that it carries a ritle, is seattered
in all directions, by which it exposes the artillery (Vionville), and carries
disorder into the rear lines, and its streaming baclicards {nterferes with the
fire of these lines.

There is a favourable chance for cavalry in this, the first moment. In the
sccond moment the infantry begins to recover from its panic and firex,
though more fiom fear than with deliberation, and therefore mostly withont
effect ; it next halts and rallies so as to form scine sort of barrier.  We will
not go further, for this is enough. This is not werely an impression formed
on ourselves persounally from seeing the French infantry ; but, according to
wany unanimous reports, it was just the same, if not even worse, in the case
of the Italian infantry at Custozza.

What has now been stated is alone sufficient answer to the heading of this
chapter.  The second mowment must be staved off ; and it is only possille to
do 50 by means of a suflicient breadth in the attacking cavalry iiue, and hy
a second, or even a third, attack.

Nearly everywhere we sce our charges against breechloaders in 1870-71
successful ; however, they frequently resulted in no direct gain, because of
the waut of forces to sccure what had been vion, and to push on further,
‘This can only beattained by having Jarger formations capable of wanceuvring,
and the cavalry division is this formation. :

Formerly cavalry was mainly required to be able todeliver a wide blow in
one long live; that was all that was generally necessary in Frederick's
time, the object of the 2ud lires being merely to provide wing or flank.
ing cover. But a change set in already in Napoleon’s time, for he found
that he could no longer do with only onc charge against the deep formations
of the tactics of his day. Ie hid to make several charges, and thus we
see his cavalry, formed into a division, advance in three or four lines, one
behind the other, until * wave upon wave ” had broken all opposition.

1f cavalry is to be successful against infantry in these days, it wust make
the most of the moral effect of its charge, and base ita plan of attack
thereon.  Cavalry must especially bear in mind the condition, in which the
infantry of both sides is after being under nindern rifle fire for five or six
honrs. * No tactician makes a point of thie, aud yet we are thoroughly aware
of it after the first battle. At this time the infantry of both sides is unable
t» advance any further unless it is possible to bring up fresh troops;
Woerth and Vionville are goad exampllcs of thia, "The rival “infantries”
can no longer gain any advantage over each other, for they have spent
their strength; it is true that they still keep up a brisk fire, but the firerx
have changed from men capable of being influenced, into machines. Thix
state of affairs is repeated n every fight nowadays, only no notice is taken
of it, because the exhaustion ie alike un both sides ; but it is a fact, all the

¥ Schiller's ** Taucher”—Tr.
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ame, and any reserve of infantry or smart aud mpi«] detachmieut of cavalry,
(hiat Tiay be near, will be able to drive through this * cardboard-like wali*
with comparative ease. . . .

1f thiugs have happened in'this way, the cavalry gains what we have shewn
{o be the consequence of the first shock, and, heve and there, perhapa cven
nore markedly than we have made out. ]{encg other forces must Lc kept?
in hand for a §ecoml bLlow, to keep off the rallying moment, to increase the
gap amd confusion, and fo produce real panic and rout. The way in which
ihis 2ud line should act ia shown by Pulzs brigade at Custozza, where the
charges of the two attacking brigades (PPulz and Bujanovies), led by him,
were carried through with the utmost vehemence ; hence their great success,
which would bave been much more complete aml immediate still, if the 2nd
tine of Pulz’s brigade had Leen 800 instead of from 200 to 300 metres off.
'his would have prevented the enemy rallying and recovering from his
terror.  This was really the Austrian General's intention, but he did not
succeed in carvying out hin idea.

Although the course of such a tactical action is rapid, yet this rapidity is
only relative.  Looking at ths matter practically, an attack like this by, ‘say
two brigmles, will take half to three quartersof an hour, and if these bn’gadcs
are succesful their formation is sure to be broken. Now, here is the dan-
serous moment for the cavalry, and it can only be got aver by having a 3rd
Tin(-, under the protection of which the two first can rully, or which will
eventnally have to hasten to meet any powible hostile budies of cavalry,
(Sce the counter-attack against Bredow’s Brigade at Vionville). The 3r.l
line must therefore be somewhat further from the 2nd than this is from the
1=t; how far must be settled by the commander. Thus we sumn up: The
cwvalry division is tactically the wost suitable fighting unit ; its formation to
e in three lines and each line to be as nearly as possible of equal streneath ;
with regard to its employment aud the result of its action we may lay down
the following :—

Ist. For cavalry, which really has to drive the attack home, there is
now, as there was in the past, a “marked ohjective,” the only difference
Lieing that this objective is of greater depth than that offered by the line of
the Jast century,  We need only refer to Pulz at Custozza, the Ist and 3l
Austrian Reserve Cavalry Divisions at Koeniggraetz, and to Bredow, Barby,
and Schidt at Viouville.  The tremendous effect of a vigorous cavalry charge
ui a deep formation is shown by Pulz on the left and’ Bzchtoldsheim on fhe
right wing at Custozza. Had the Italians beendrawn up in one or two lines
thia cavalry would sim{»ly have ridden through them and have made a gap.
But, as it was, the cavalry drove the lines peﬁ mell into one avother, and n
that way produced a coufusion, out of which it was not possible to restore
onder, It is, thercfore, by no means an idle question to consider whether
cavalry can produce the most lasting effect when acting against a line, or a
deep formation. ’ ’ ’

2nd. Even if there might not be space enough to bring up twenty or more
squadrons iu one line, as was done in the 18th century, atill a glance at the
lattlefields of the latest wars will show that half of them affouded oppor-
tunities, in many places, of posting brigades under cover at 1,200 or 1,500
metres from the firing line, of bringing them up to this in comparativeshelter,
of allowing line to be formed and of charging successfully. But that which
two brigades at Custozza and one at Viouville were able to do, might have
been earried out with three brigades just as easily.

3rd. The suceess of cavalry, which is well led and attacks with vigour,
speaks for itself, after such examples as Custozza, Koeniggraetz, and Vionville,
sa impressively, that there is no reason to doubt sinilar successes being won
inthe future. There will be less reason for such doubt, the more the cavalry



Downloaded by [The University of Manchester Library] at 14:03 24 January 2015

62 THE CAVALRY DIVISION

division is trained as a fighting body in peace time, the more the co-operation
of the three arma is studied and practised, and the more the speed and
endurance of cavalry are developed.

4th. If the cavalty division is prepaved in this way, and is commarvded 1y
cavalry leaders, it will then satisfy all requirements at once : against infantry,
cavalry, and artillery ; it will, however, have to improvise the best means of
attack every time it meets the different arms, as was done by Bredow at
Vionville and Auerswald at Mams-la-Tonr, Tence it follows that experience
is the best school for the cavalry General, as it is for every tactician. By means
of empirical study he can form his ideas and develop himself after he has
mastered the essence of tactics, However, empiricisin properleaves off where
war beging. If, during peace, the experiences of war are neither forgotten
nor mistaken, and if the * organism” is traiued to preserve the incoutestible
facts established by experience, then peace has fulfilled its mission.”

Just as we have done in tactics generally, so have we speculated too much
about the rile of the cavalry division; we have overlooked the simple
and eternally immutable laws of the nature of the various arms, we have
ccone roundabout ways to get at that end, which lies straight before us and
11 pointed out by experience, aud we have forgotten that cavalry is momnted.
Intellectual speculation is very good in its place; but it is bhetter left to
transcendental philosophets. The soldier should confine himself to the earth,
on which he lives and fights, and to the experiences which it provides for
him. As a tactician he should Le both empirieal and realistic, and in this
way he will get on just as well as men of science have doné by empirical
means ; facts must be hix guides, and nothing more.

We will now sce how we can turn these facts to account.

1V. Considerations as to the Training of Leadeis in Peace Time.

The success of cavalry in hattle depends on the efliciency of its leader and
on the moral condition of the arm, as well as on its opportunities ; naturally,
weven an eflicient leader will not be able to do much with a cavalry which is
not up to the necessary tactical requirements of the day. .

In order to be clear on this efficiency of the leader we must explain what
we understand by it.

Leaving out of consideration the indispensable meral qualities of every
cwalry commander, his “cavalry nature,” and his skill as a horseman, the
most important thiugs about him are his tactical qualities, and the fact, that
their cultivation has been for the wmost part either entirely disregarded or
too little attended to, is the chief reason why cavalry has only gained great
siiccesses occsionally, that i3 to say, only when Providence has, so to speak,
provided a ready made cavalry leader, a cavalry genius, which developed and
perfected itself all alone. .

Natural disposition as a cavalry soldier, that is talent, is by no means sufti-
cient by itself ; in order to get the most out of its special arm, talent can as
Jittle afford to do without practice as without experience, it wnst thoroughly
understand the arm and must know what it may claim {rom it, and the arm
itself mnst feel confident of being able to satisfy all requirements. The
cavalry leader must know the strong and the weak points of the tactics of his
own and and of the other arms, that is to say, he must be a tactician.
Without doubt more such tacticians have existed than are recorded in
military history. Wiho knows how many of our bLest men have had to pine
away in peace time, how m:m{ have hoped for a chance, which they never got,
of showing what they could do? )

To drill a regiment and a brigade wel! requires nothing more than a well-
trained “organism,” the commander canunot show more here than that he is
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well up in the regulations : he only requires pains to master them, and by dint
of a certain amount of routine, naturally resulting from practice, and, being
siven sufficient time for training, he becomes one of those “eflicient peace
savalrymen,” of whom we have so many already.

But he has not in hitn more than the mechanieal part of his profession, and
what he manages to do could be done without difficulty ly every willing in-
Jividnal, who was a sufficiently good rider and had been through safticicut

ractical routine. Special abilitics, or even rerious study and extraordinavy

characteristics, are not essential for getting so far, and yet a cavalry General
must possess & liberal :}llowance of these. three q‘u:\llﬁs::mons. If ‘outw:!nl
appearances are the things towar«.ls getting on in this branch, in which
wgpit and polish,” and even a certain amount of swagger, have without doult
repeatedly played no small part, then intellect and inner qualities are made
suboridinate to forms and outward show ; and in an arm, which is as costly
a3 it i3 necessary, intellect will be turned in directions where tactics will
unfortunately be forgotten, where only technical skill and accomplishments
prevail, and where, instead of rearing tacticians, we get sportemen. This is
exchanging the ends for the means, because the spirit of the sportsman should
Le innate in the cavalryman before he puts on his spurs ; and if, from that
moment, hie were led away to become the firgt sportsman, but no tactician, he
would then not have advanced one step, but would only have Lecome a
sportswan in uniform, with the privileges of an Officer.

There is no doubt that all armies have had, have, and will have amongst
their cavalry Officers a greater or less number of sportsmen instead of tacti-
viaps. In all countries there, of course, are men who have been well favoured
by fortune, who wish for life and enjoyment, and only find life aud enjoy-
nient in such, so called, noble passions.  For these men the profession of arms
is little more than a means to an end, and the one great requirement, just
Iaid down Ly us, namely, that every cavalry Officer should devote his whole
mind and existence towards becoming a good tactician, would be absurd if
there were no such sportsmen. A high degree of outward show in conformity
with circumstances, has always been associated with cavalry by all nations;
but, if 2 mean is not struck here, a cavalry, which should be trained to be ready
for any sacrifice, soon becomes a trou()c de liere, which is satirically dubbed
«gpur clinker” and “sword clanker.” Of course a taste for splendour, luxury,
and colour can be quite consistent with efliciency in a cavalry General, as
Murat, for instance, proves. This parade was distasteful 1o sensitive men,
and King Frederick William TIT showed that he knew when to apply the
right word in the right place by the nickname of * king of the rope-dancers,”
which he gave to Murat, as well as by so many other of his sayings. Another
clans of cavalryman has all the ambition, but not the stuff, to make an eflicient
tactician, and yet another class confines itself entirely to its rontine: this
class is admirable at stables or in the riding school, {)ut its membars have
mistaken their vocation, and should have been riding masters instead of
Officers. T will not enlarge any further on the general standavd of training ;
a higher standard i3 no absolute necessity for a tactician ; yet, what may
reasonably be blamed is the insufficient tactical training, which gencrally
prevails in cavalry. Heaven forbid that any one should take this as a personal
remark | .

How is it that infantry is always pleased when a General comes from the
cavalry and gets command of a diviston or even an army corps? Is the joy
mere accident ?.- By no means, for the infantry knows then that a good time
i8 in store for it ; the uew General is very likely an admirable ¢ cavaleyman,”
but Le probably is also just as bad a *“tactician” Generally then, he will
oven go so far as to be lenient, because, being a cavilryman, he will not like
4o judge too severely, or he will depute one of his subordinate (infantry)
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Generals to carry on, *and he will, as a rule, find nothing more to add to this,
Ofticer’s procedure.”

How i3 it that, in peace manceuvres, such remarkable clumsiness and inde-
cision, T might alto say ignorance, is sv often displayed in their tactical
dispositions, and in their leading by cavalry Generals, who are entrusted with
a command? Why is it that the infantry will, as a rule, even before he has
bad time to show, even in a general way, what be is capable of, judge of such
a General as follows :—* To-day we have a cavalryman at our head, =0 we
shall be licked?” It is needless to say that this is often quite uncalled for,
but it is, unfortunately, just us often too true. Why among the cavalry

generally, in all grades, does so limited a degree of security for right tactical

judgment prcv:li’f, why i3 the nature of the infantry fight for the most. part
terea tnecgnite to them? Tt is not to individuals, but to the system and to
the narrowness of their tactical training, that blame must be attached.
Besides the above-named classes, which fortunately are only a mincrity
among the whole body of Oflicers, even the majority cannot wmake the pro-
gresz that it would so gladly do.  'When he is at the War school the eavalry
Officer scarcely becomes acquainted with the A B C of infantry tactics ; he
is unable to learn more there, because the time is so short, becanse a young
man with only one year’s service is not yet sufliciently prepared to be able to
take in more, and becanse, afteir all, the elenients of the tactics' of his own
arm are the most important thing.  After this time, in which the cavalryman
may perhaps have learnt what a company-column is, he returns to his
regiment and, if he does not of his own accord carry his studies further, or if
he does not go through the * Kriegsakademie ” (Staff College), his ouly chanee
then is at the manceuvres to sce, here and there, the © smoke-clouds,” certainly
nothing more, of an infantry fight. How and whence, then, can a cavalryman
=0 grasp the nature of the infantry combat that, in a real fight, he may know
when the time for action has come ¥ Teet us, however, be just, every man is
not a genius, although required to be such under our existing system. I

“wonld not be sn discursive on this subject were it not that cavalrymen them-

relves have come to me with their grievance, and were not truth, as was
statedd near the lLiegioning, so often overlooked owing to its very simplicity.
Certainly the cavalry Officer of the present day can derive many little bits of
information from the dismounted action of his'squadron, but this is too little,
Where is the remedy, and how is improvement to be made? .

No one has ever tﬁought it in any way ridiculous for infantry Officers to be
attached for duty to cavalry, artillery, “juegers,” and pioneers; or for
artillerymen to be attached to the cavalry, orr cavalrymen to the artillery.
This, a8 a rule, is even some mark of distinction for the individual, a recogui-
tiont of liis relative efliciency, an incentive for him to labour on for the gowl
of the army. Sometimes, too, it happens that an infantryman suddenly hits
on the idea of spending a year's holiday with us; but we are, of course, not
speaking of S‘l(:fl gentlemen.

Now, what is the reason why, so far, a cavalry or artillery Officer has never
been seen with an infautry regiment? Because they would have to do too
much duty on foot ! Can that possibly be a reason? How many men of both
services are excellent pedestrians and goud sportsmen 1 And ought they not,
therefore, to be able to do infantry duty so as to learn to know the form aml
nature of the method of fighting of the principal arm. which infantry, after
all, is?1 T have a certain presentiment that this wish will not only be
scorned by the cavalry, but that it will Le ridiculed by the infantry. But

1 T know very well that the term “tactica® properly only spplics tothe combined
action of the three arms ; nevertheless I usze the werd here and in other places for
1) sake of br. vity.

:
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that is of no consequence ; if men will only get accustomed to the idea then
it will be otherwise, It may not be pleasant for a man to have to get off
liis horse, but, if he wishes to get on in the service, he must not allow himself
to be put off by that, Besides, we kuow that it is the wish that, for instanc,
infantry ofticers should beattached to cavalry ; —why then, not wish what we
vish?

' Naturally we do not suppose that infantry is suddenly to become the
s :hool of inatruction for cavalry ; but, after pa.ssinF through the * Kriegs-
akademie,” Officers should, as far as possible, go through a year’s practical course
with another arm, aud it should be insisted upon that cavaleymen should do
duty with infantry ; there is some seuse in this, but we are unable to sce for
what reasons *jaegers” are nowadays attached to infantry, and iufautry
ofticers to “jacgers.” If our wish were practically examined, it would bu
soen that there is nothing out of the way in it. The preliminary drills, in-
cluding battalion drill, would of course have to be done on foot; at field
exercises the cavalrymau could be mounted, but at the manceuvrea he would
have to go on foot once wore.  Of course peace caunot give anyone a perfactly
¢xact idea of the destructive effect of a fire-nction ; but it is a ditferent thin
Jearning at 30 years of age to what it is at 20. At 30 nearly everyone hus
given up his youthful frivolity, many have become serious and pensive
through the experiences of 10 years, and the proverb that #a Suabian do:s
not arrive at the age of discretion till he is 30” may, from my own experie.ce,
be applied to all men in general.  For my own part I can asaert that th nuy,
which bored meat 20 years, now afford me material for a whole day's
reflection.

Moreover, at 20 years a man rarely quite kuows his own mind ; he, there-
fove, learus * War school tactics” with no higher object thu to learn just
cnough to get through the examination ; a man of this age seldom aiws any
higher.

“After that, the Lulk of cavalrymen, as a rule, learn nothing more about
infantry, and vice wersd, the latter learns unothing more about the former,
B:tween 20 and 30 man settles down, he solves himself, so to say, and for the
tirst time finds out what his powers are. But how mauy arve there, who
leave the army in this time, becauss, they say to themselves : after all I am
uot qualified to be an Officer! During that time man discerns his object
more clearly ; noble sentiments, which are the tirst crowning of Lis position,
arise anud develop in bis soul ; he has left his immature and unruly nature
Lehind in the storms of his younger days; the illusion is gone ; many fancies
have been torn asunder and yet he is atill discontented ; e turns away from
the outer world, holds communion with himself, and puts the first nolle
questions to himself, the answer being : In myself ouly do I find real solace.
His intellect begius to work in a more conuected, regulir, and serious
manner ; the brain, created for thought, can no louger do without thought,
and this inner life of reason and retlection is supported by a character, now
become firm. He once more takes up with the “acquaintances” of former
years, having perceived that life is nothing, that all is vauity, and that only
one thing gives rear and lasting satisfaction, namely, work ; and now that he
is a man, his wings begin to tlutter with that noble manly virtue, which we
call ambition. Ambition to Le something, to do something, to live for an
ideal, with which the man identifics himaelf, and which, with a soldier of
these days, cun only be the cndeavour to become a General. At this age
li: can see the gap between theory and practice, between kuowledge and
power ; the gaps in his knowledge always force themselves on him uncalled,
and no sooncr is one stopped up than a new one opeus out. ‘Ihis is life, and
out of this self-contemplating activity springs up knowledze awl love of
work, of struggling and of living, for life is both work and struggle. A man

VOL. XXXI1V. ¥
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who has reached this stage of understanding and maturity, will learn tactics
with success, and will learn them quiekly, for now ke is following a detinite
object. But, once he is launched in the battle of life, he no longer gets rest
or quiet ; every day produces a new phase and, if he does not wish to give
up the fight (.., life), he must fight out these phases.

1 have spoken to cavalrymen, who were very hard working and enthusi-
astic for their branch, and their confession was without exception : ¢ If we
ouly knew more about tactics and especially about the infantry combat !”
IHHow mauny good cavalry “elements” fail in the “ Kriegsakademie” exami-
nation, simply Decause these examinations show that infantry tactics arc
almost an unknown world to them ! Is not this result discouraging in these
days? Where can our present cavalry Officer learn to know the infantry
combat ; how could he determine its weak points beforehand, and all at
ouce take advantage of them? Let us be just; he canmot know infantry
tactics, therefore he cannot be a peifect cavalry soldier. Every tactical
success of any one arm depends on a kuowledge of, and the taking advantage
of, the weak points in the other nrms, ie, it depends on the momentary
superiority of the one arm. Tais Lnowlsdye must be acquired, and this teling
advantage must be practised ; they are Loth the means and the end.

It will not do to suppose that it is of little importance for x Commander-
in-Chief to be a tactician, but for those who actually lead the troops it is
indis) ensable. A Commander-in-Chief makes his army fight with the idea
of sonee definite object, he ascertaina if he has the necessary means at hand
for the fight and if, from its position, the field of bhattle gives hopes of as
complete suceess as possible.  These consideratious belong alost entirely to
strategy., Dut during the fight, the Commander-in-Chief cannot, and must
not, allow his view over the whole to bLe troulled by attention to tactica!
details. He gives orders for this or that ; but the way in which they are to
be carried out i3 the business of the tactician. Every cavalry leader, even if
hie Le as great as Seydlitz, is, on the battlefield, nothing but a tacticiau ; in
every fight his duty is to take advantage of momentary situations ; but when
does he learn what a fight is, and where does he even learn to put together
and employ his instrument ?

The cavalry Officer, who has risen to be a geneml Officer, hasseldom, or, at
all events, insufficient opportunity for this. The older he gets and the
larger the forces under his command, the less assurance will Lie have as to
how best to employ them and as to the co-operation of the three arms, or, in
a word, as to tactics, Hence the impossible orders and dispositions, or,
what is just as common, a laiszer fuaire et laisser aller, e, a want of general
direction, and unsuccessful fights follow as a natural cousequence.

Ini modern fire-actions, which Jast =0 long and are physically and morally
so destructive, there are many chances of successful action for cavalry, but
certainly not for cavalry that considers its highest aim and object to Le,
simply to ride to a straight charge ; but any lot of grooms, collected at
random, can do this, and such a charge iz as useless in its effect as a goad
volley fire? in the air by infantry.

But cavalry, that is tactically trained and commanded by tacticians, will
meet with successes, and, sooner or later, the day il come, when cavalry will
understand what a field must Le offered to it by the long, thin and, as it were,
disconuected lines of infantry, which in a hot, paralysing and nerve-shatter-
ing fire-action become powerless; and the longer the infantry is forced to
liold out in the fire-action, so much the better for the cavalry, and so much
easier is the task of the latter. The German cavalry, and the French too,
might frequently—even in the battles of August, 1870—have been able to
find quite suflicient cover for a whole cavalry regiment at 1,000 metres from
the enemy. The conditions, as compared with those of the 18th century, are
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therefore not entirely ditterent, for whilst the large masses of eavalry used to
be required for charging successfully on the strongly welded together masses
of infaniry, one or more squadrons are l}owa,.days suflicient for relatively
great Succescs, as we are taught by Vionville, Amiecus, Bapaume, and
Orltans ; the conditions have thus oul{ chauged relatively, and have even
,';,;proz'cd for cavalry, :1.m] cavalry must know what these are, so that it may
shape its action acconlingly.

Carveful training of horses, good horsemen, good armament, riders and
liorses capahle of endurance, smart amd rapid movements, a bold and daring
spirit are all fine and good things, bgt we must not be d_cccived by thew ;
they are nothing more than the indispensable foundation of all’ cavalry
tactics. They are the elements, and no doubt all this is important, but it
can only coutribute to success when employed in the service of the intelleet,
for tactics Lelong to the intellect, which must be cultivated, and must
thoroughly know the nature of a modern fight ; this is truer for cavalry than
for any other arm, for in its case it is always a question of seconds.” The
foregoing applies to the other arms nlsn,‘more than tacticiana seem to insist
on, but still not to so great an extent as in the case of eavalry.

Generally speaking, German cavalry Officers may be said to have been given
suflicient knowledge ; Lut of course they are not wanted to be professors, but
Officers. In the cavalry there is, besides, a proportionately large number of
deeply read Officers, whose general knowledge far exceeds the necessary
average. Further, there is such a fresl_mgss .'L})out cavalry literature, that in
this respect it is wost advantageously distinguished from all other writings.
That enables us to cvnclude that the organis is sound.

The relations in the ranks of cavalry are, as a rule, more free and less
constrained than in the other branches, a fiact which, indeed, is consistent
with the grand art of riding and the varied emotions, which the noble Aorse
affords.  This freedom from constraint is not Ly any means a thing to be
found fault with ; it is a eavalry characteristic, whiclh is to be found in that
arm among all nations. A sour-looking man, such as York, who was hard
as steel, could hardly have come from the cavalry ; the devoutand self-reliant,
though somewhat hard-headed Ziethen, the light-hearted, daring, clear-
minded, and noble Seydlitz, the frauk, enterprising, amd undaunted Blucher,
are all types of cavalry leaders ; and this list might Le continued down to
Schill and Platen, and, still further, to V. Bredow, Auerswald, and Schmidt
in our own time.

It is undeniable that the noble characteristic of frankness is extremely
prominent in cabalry ; it, in fact, seems to Le the expression of a cavalry
wind, and yet in the same heart therve should be the cunning of the fox, In
addition to these diametrically opposite scusea we require the cavalry officer
to have the most heterogeneons quaities: deliberation and daring, cool
caleulation aund emotion, calmness, endurance, perseverance, moving mapidiy
lere, there, and everywhere ; a cavalryman niust sit in his saddle and always
be fresh, enterprising, and daring. Of course he must be thoroughly pro-
ficient in riding, otherwise the word *cavalry” would le out of plice.
Hand in hand with these characteristies must go those moral and equally
important ones, which can be included in the expression “grasp ot the
situation,” in Loth a strategic and a tactical sense.  Further, the sharp-
ness of the senses must be very highly developed, the sight and lLearing
must be capable of detecting the most minute occurrences, and all this
must Le enclosed in a constitution of iron. The cavalryman, as he sits
in his saddle, is a free man Lelonging entirely to his own head and heart ;
for him there should exist no situation, into which he caunot enter or
from which he cannot extricate himself, and to this end must he be trained.
The scientific as well as moral status of our cuvalry Officers must Le con-

r 2
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sidered as a good and perfectly sufticient one, so that, with sensible tactical
training and exercising, an excellent result must necessarily Le produced.
It is not easy to decide if the characters of our great cavalry Generals are
sufliciently studied ; but such study can be strongly recommended in the
history of cavalry, just as it can ‘be throughout history. Whatever may be
said to this, it i3 a fuct that nothing mrges us on so much asa kindly con-
templation of the great figures in histery ; for the deci-ions of the maun, and
his boldness in carrying them out, must ever e the most important objects
of consideration, .

Starting from this point of -View, it might perhaps not be without good
rvesults if the biograplies of great cavalry Generals were written as prize
€ssaY's, 80 as, in this way, to place an indispensable meuntal food before our
young cavalry Otlicers ; what we pos<wss up to now in this respect is ex-
tremely defective and, at any rate, insufticient. It is evident that the
qualities and talents, just mentioned, caunot be found to an equal extent in
each one of a number of individuals. A serious consideration of the frailty
of Luman nature can rather prove that very many men-do not possess them ;
but this is not the case with cavalry dlone. Now, in addition to all these

reat human qualities, a cavalry leader must have just & important military
tactical) ones. Hence, it is needless tosay anything more to show that cavalry
leaders are but rare gifts of Providence.

Let us suppose, now, that in the cavalry there exists enough individual
study, and that it is familiar with the theory of the co-cperation of all arms;
but even all that will be far from suflicient. It is nothing more than know-
ledge, unthing but the prelude to the power of action. The organization and
wethod of truining and jvstruction-of -cavalry Officers must bemore practical,
nore tactical, and more ‘in accordance with the conditions of war. The
long wars of past -centuries cannot occur again with onr armies of
willions of men ; and €he best nchool—war —slips by so quickly that, he who
would wait for it, would never be inttime.  The principal work must there-
fore be done beforehand, and this is very difficult, because it is carried out in
peace time. This is all the more reason for the work being serious, for
thinking everything out exactly, for a careful.method being adopted, and for
unhesitatingly making use of every means,.which can remove -cavalry from
drill-ground tactics to the true spliere of its'field of action,.andwhich tends
to the quickest possible traiving of horses and men. .Allithis.is:a matter of
practice, :

V. Necessity for Haneurres'by Divisions.

In the century of cavalry it was not .the practice to leave everything,
coming under this head, to war, for peace labours had to «do their share as
well. The cavalry leaders-of Rossbach and Zorndorf (Seydlitz), and Torgau
(Ziethen), who knew how to mancuvre and attack with sixty or seventy
squadrons, are different figures to themen of Hohenfriedbierg and Czaslau.
Between the sccond and ithird Silesinu Wars there intervencd ten years of
peace, which had been the real school of the tactics of the great King. Even
his great masters were not “ Heaven-born,” but were olliged to work hard ;
+ud in those days they were seusible enough not to expect a cavalry leader
to be able, in war time, tohurl sixty squmfrons swiftly and unawares on the
enemy’s Hank, without giving Lim opportunities in peace for learning how to
move such masses. Books are mowadays written to blame our peace-
trained cavalry Generals (who had, at the utmost, previously handled a
brigade for a fow days) for uot Laving succeeded off-hand in commanding a
division. How unreasonable this is! By all means blame the system, but
not its victims. Even if the cavalry Generals had themselves possessed the
necessary cfliciency, we should still fiave had 2 failure, because a division in
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three lines, cach two regiments strong, will not lead itself all alone. To Le
alle to xu:\nn{e thia sensitive organism requi.rcs many years of careful tl?in-
ing in all ranks.  Even the best eavalry regiments, if suddenly collected into
a division, will, under the most favourable conditions, asquit themselves
indifferently so far as manceuvring goes, becanse the organism is an untrained
one. In thephilosophical century they were not so hilogical as to expeet this,
it was not till the technical century, in which men have learnt to.calculate so
acenrately by logariths, that this occurred.

How, then, have our cavalry Ofticers been educated, and how are the majo-
rity of them still brought up?  There can be but little question of tactics or of
the co-operation of the different arme, as we have already explained. But
that is not all ; they have had no opportunity (and this is the case now more
than ever) of seeing, and still more of leiling, large masses, or in other
words, they do not get the instrument of war at thenr finger ends in peace
tine.

The bulk of the German cavalry has, so far, during peace time scen no
larger unit than the brigade, and then at manceuvres it performs. the duties
of divisional cavalry ; it is only the minority, about one-seventh or one-
eighth of the cavalry, that practises in divisicns.

What a remarkable thing it is that an infantry division on war strength
has to manage with four squadrons (a very liberal allowance for that unit),
while at peace manccuvres such a division has ten or even more squadrons!
Have men then, really, never perceived what ix contrary to all tactics and to
the requirements of war in our system? And do they not see that, owing to
this false numerical proportion of the arms, infantry and wetillery also are
wisled in their ideas of the true character of a fight? What is the cause of
our not makiug progress?  The war of 1877-78 has not taught us a single
new thing ; what we now know and labour for was advocated” by intelligent
men immediately after the war of 1870-71. We have had experience, but
foreigners have derived more profit from it than we ourselves have. Look
at the French and Russian cavalry. We have Leen writing and talking for
more than ten years ; all that we urge is acknowledged to be good, proper,
right, and necessary, and yet everything remains practically in its old state,
Where is the obstruction to be found 7~ When so little intelligence is shown
about cavalry, how can we be surpris.d that even suldiers should recommend
the suppression of cavalry 8o as to have more infantry in its place ! Reports,
ta be sure, can be made with velocipedes, and there is no further need to
talk of cavalry tactics because, in the opinion of such men, cavalry is super-
iluous ou the battlefield. It is sad that this evil has been able to take such
deep root that every means of resisting it hias been neglected, that men have
remained silent and asked for nothing, and that a feeble effort has, at the
aost, been miade in the defence of this arm. Is it supposed that cavalry,
when it has to beur such things and is looked upon as little better than a
1ifth wheel to a coach, can continue to exist and develop ; or that the arm
can be self-reliant, and that the vigorous and enterprising spirit, without
which it is nothing, can arise and spread 7

Whence is its moral encrgy to come, then? You poor quill-drivers, what
is the use of your thoughts and efforta? 1 will tell you. You only pro-
voke fresh opposition from these who simply pass over cavalry and go by the
ideas of the (Lly. Thie conviction that, as a conscquence of the physically
and mentally exhausting and destroying nature of a fight of brecchfoaders,
cavalry can play a tactical part, has not become at all general, in fact we
must, unfortunately, admitl that even with the cavalry itself matters are not
generully better.  And we can scarcely think ill of cavalry on this account,
for it hias very rarely really seen infantry that bad been in a fire-action for
five or six hours, But still, should not the superior Generals, who have them-
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selves come from the infavtry, ask thewselves whether such iufantry could
not be ridden down, and whether they themselves are not the very men whu
should consider every cavalry question most scriously ¢ For the weak points
of the modern fire-action cannot possibly be unknown to them. Yet the great
influence, that infantry tacticians, and the small influence, that cavalry
tacticians can exercise, is the chief cause of our making progress so slowly.
Cavalry can decide amongst themselves if the conversion into Uhlans aud
Dragoons is the most judicious and best, as is recommended in the paml)hlet,
“On the Arming, Training, Organization, and Em{)loymcni of Cavalry,” orif
it is preferable to still retain Cuirassiers as well, depriving them of their
cuirasses and arming them with ritles ; it is a matter for argument whether
pointing are better than cutting weapons, but it cannot for a moment be
doubted that our two-handed “stde-avim,” made for both pointing and cutting,
s the greates: conceivable mistake. It may further be argued whether lance,
ritle, and sabre are not too much for our Uhlang, because our men are too
clumsy to acquire the necessary skill in handling these three weapons, and
Lecause, after all, the extra weight has to Le taken into consideration as well,
The lance is a first rate weapon in the hands of a skilful man, but in the
hands of an untrained man it does more harm than good.  Frederick’s
cavalry, the Turks, and Arabs (once the best cavalry) were unacquainted with
the lance ; the Poles alone possess the natural skill for acting as lancers, and
the Polish Ullans were Napoleon's Lest cavalry. Why do we not form our
Poles into nothing but Uhlans 7 The Turks, Arabs, and Huvgarians carried,
and still carry, cutting instead of pointing weapons. All these things—with
the exception of the necessity of arming troopers with rifles—are questions
of secondary importance ; but, on the other hand, there can be no ditierence
of opinion about the principal arm, the Aorse. If we think consistently a
little further and keep in view the mission and employment of cavalry in war,
in the way that this subject was worked out in the pamphlet just quoted, the
consideration, for the tactical training of cavalry in peace and its tactical em-
ployment in war, will Le self-evident. Then it will no longer be possible to
cuntest the absolute necessity for permanent cavalry divisions of the proper
strength in peace.  But to organize them will not do alone ; an organization
without tinining, practice, and suppleness is & machive ; but the cavalry
division must, on the contrary, be an organism.

It is everywhere acknowledged that its strategic employment is the prin-
cipal field for cavalry’s action, and all armies have so constituted theircavalry
as to be able, more or less, to satisfy the requiremeuts of strategy. The
necessity for the establishment of the requisite cavalry divisions in peace
follows so clearly from what has been said, that we need not say anything
further about it.

But why not at once seck the tactical consequences?

As a ruls the cavalry will make its appearance alone, in advance of the front
of an army, and will there find an enewy acting in the same way. Itis im-
possible for it now to move, see, or get information without fighting ; it will be
absolutely necessary for it_to break through the enemy’s cavalry screen by
foree, and cavalry engagements of more or less importance must take place
Lefore the main ariuy can come into action. These: engagements canunot be
avoided, especially by the offensive side, It cannot be argued against this,
that such engagements were avoided by Napoleon I, the great master in the
stiategic employment of cavalry, or that they were unnecessary for the
Germans in their march on Sédan.  In both cases there was, 50 to say, no
enemy 3 in Napoleow's time the enemy’s cavalry was split up and, besides, was
deficicnt of any talent for leading it, and in the operations against Sédau the

! Berlin, 1883, Frederick Luckbardt,
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French cavalry was on the wrong flank. But a General, who wishes to figlt
with thé bust chance of success, st be well served with informativn by his
cavalry. It was beeause Napoleon never neglected this, that his manner of
conducting battles carried with it a condition of security, which has since only
been equalled at Sédin.  As this way of employing cavalry will in future be
found, not only on one, Lhut on both sides, it follows that au absolute separa-
tion of its strategic and tactical action caunot be brought about, ¢ven for «
whole day. The independent cavalry hus to carry out strategic duties, bue
cannot do this without recomse to arms, without itself coming into action
every day. In these activns it must get the upper hand of the eney’s
cavalry, and it has therefore a quite distinct mission, from which must result
an equally distinct way of training it. It would be supposed that everyone,
even a laywman, would understand this, but, of all habits, men stick most of all
of that of *looking uver the simple truth ;” and this brings us to that stage,
to work done during peace, which has at all times botne, and will bear fruit,
aurd to which Frederick’s cavalry owed its laurels, namely, * exersising Com-
waunders in cavalry tacties.”

1t is strange that while they put aside what is nearest, and what admits f
no question about what is necessary and the possibility of currying out
what is necessary, as if the way to command a cavahiy division coutd be
taught by itself ((fo even the higher infantry units teach that of themsclecs 2),
men rush madly on to ground which is far more ditlicult to cultivate in
peace time, namely, that of the strategic employment of cavalry. The most
important coudition, which comes in liere, does not exist and never can be
introduced in peace time, it is the uucertainty about the paosition, strength,
and intentions of the enemy, in fact, all that relates to the wilitary measures
taken by him. The communication that takes place in peace tiwe canuot be
su cut off, that oue side would Le unable to find out everything necessary,
without even sending out a single treoper for it. I do not meun in any
way that strategic cavalry manmuvres are not generally desivable, but only
that exaggerated hopes should not be founded on them. The employment
of cavalry in peace time can be of great importance, from a strategic point of
view, in that it atfords to the commanders opportunities for learning to
1cconnoitre a wide frout, and to arrive at a definde fmportant military
point, in doing which they will Le obliged to employ their forces in many
ditferent ways. The cavaley itsell may in this way become acenstomed to n
certain amount of endurance, and even if the individual trooper loses this
again, still the cavalry Officers learn in this way how much can be claimedl
from the arm as a mass; and this is not without importance. Strategc
cavalry mauwuvres, as they have been hitherto cairied out, have misse:d
their priocipal object ; we should like to see them curied out in com-
Lination with the other arms, as opposed to the narrow system hitherto in
force. . .

tustead of allotting two cavalry regiments to every infantry division at
our autumn manauvres, we ought to be satisfied with one per division, o, i
sottie cases, still less, as, in fact, is the rule in war; and the remaining
cavalry, with the addition of the spare regiment of another division, should be
tuken towards forming cavalry divisions, of which each corps should have one.
In this way we should be acting, iu principle at least,ason active service ; but
the actual situation n:ust, of course, always be more or less different to what it
i*in war, For if, for example, the IVth and XIth Corps are acting against
one another, the cavalry Geneials at once know one important fact, which is
that they will have to look for each other in Hesse or Saxony, and that they
are sure to be there.  They also know each other’s strength, or at any rate
the marching-out strength, and that_is again mueh, Tle strength may, of
ceverse, undergo change while the manwuvres are going on, but any change
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can scarcely remain quite unknown to the other side. If the cavalry
were employed in this way, far more progress would be made than has been
hithertn, more especially as it wonld Jead to a proper tactical use of the
large cavalry units at the moment of the collision of the main forces. From
all appearances it will be quite poscible to keep up, and develop further,
maneuvres of this kind, notwithstanding the adverse experiences that they
afforded at first in France as well as in Germany. Even if the cavalry
divisions are not tactically engaged in mass every day during the manwuvres
of the main bodies, still there will undoubtedly be many opportunities,
before the collision of the main Lodies, when the rival cavalries must fight
cach other in mass, and if, during the fight between the main bodies, the
cnvalr{ commanders only once get an opportunity of taking part in the fight,
enough will have been gained, provided they make good use of this once.
Certainly  Seydlitz made two attacks with masses at Zorndorf, and
Napoleon I made three at Aspern (21st May) and Wagram ; but the usual
record of bLattles is only one great cavalry attack, either at the opening stage of
the battle, or after the other arms have so prepared the attack, that the
cavalry can break throngh, and thus make the victory complete. Why
should it be otherwise at manacuvres ¢

Cavalry Geunerals (ie, cavalry commanders in general) should learn
in the combined activn of the three arms to know genemll{ their
opportunity for tactical action against the various arns, and therefore
cavalry divistons should always be attached to the avmy corps at mancuvres.
And it dves not matter very much if one manceuvre passes off without giving
this opportunity, or without its being turned to account, for all will be
learnt in time, and another manwuvre, richer in these opportunities, will
follow,!

Infantry and artillery on their side will have to watch, and the eavalry
itself will learn what an amount of attention and calmmess are required for
success in taking advantage of a given situnation. But this will not dismay
cavalry leaders; on the contrary, it will urge them on to greater moral
etticiency, for men will go heart and sonl at what is difficult, and most ditti-
cult ; this cxeites them, spurs them on, and creates a lovging to fight,
whereas daily routine makes them apathetic. Maneuvres, that are cnrried
ont in this way, certainly require one condition, namely, power of the com-
bined cavalry mass to manceuvre in a body. I purposely say to mancuvre
and not to drill ; for drill ought to end with the regimental inspection, and

} These statements had been a whole yeur in print before they could be published.
At that time the addition of tho cavulry division in Germany and France had not
rcalised the expectations entertained, and the general verdiet was : * Cavalry divi-
sions are supertluous ; they are only spectators, as there is no opjortunity for their
action.” 'This work was originated b]y the impression of this verdict and directed
against it. Meanwhile my idcas have been strengthened by facts. At the
manceuvres of the IVth Army Corps a lurge cavalry mass was improvised under the
cvommand of General v, Schadow. It consisted of the Tth Curassiers, 16th Uhlans,
12th Husenrs, and a combined cavalry regiment. On the 15th S=ptember General
v. Schadow launched this mass agninst the enemy, at the mwoment when the latter
was beginning to retrest, and on all sides this attack wus noted as having decisively
broken through the cnemy. It is curious that this happened on the very field which
liad formerly been the scenc of Seylidtz’s greatest achicvement, and was the work of
tbose very regiments which lw.{ carned for themsclves imperishable renown at
Vionville. And why was this a great tactical success? Because General von
lllumenthal was a man who knew how to employ caralry, and General v. Schadow
was 8 man who knew how to command it. May this peaceful Rossbach of 1853 be
the cradle of fresh exploits for the German cavalry.
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it should be a principle that “ From this time forth the combined cavalry
Jould be exercised against an actual, aud not an imaginary, oppunent.”
71‘!10" the exercises will naturally develop into manwuvres. .

Hitherto this has not been generally required.  With the exception of one-
seventh or one-cighth, the German cavalry know, the brigade ouly as the
largest exercising unit, and, should a war break out, then six-sevenths to
seven-eighths of the cavalry will have had norecent experience of being formed
ju a division, they will not have any contidence in the line tactics of the
division, and commanders, such as these tactics require, will not be forth-
coming.  Even nowadays, six-sevenths to scven-eighths of the German
cavalry learn nothing beyond the requirements of divisional cavalry ; this is
lad, Lut not accidental ; in fact, this state of things is far more the sure sign
that we are not aware of the tactical importance of cavalry.

If this importance were generally recognized, then there is no doubt that,
only so much cavalry would be employed as divisional cavalry at the
autumn munwuvres as is actually required ; the remaining mass would—to
long as there do mnot exist sufticient cavalry divisions ready organized in
wace—be combined iuto independent cavalry divisions, in which it would
wactise manccuvring as much as possible against a real opponent.  These
manccuvres would scarcely cost a penny more than those that have hitherto
taken place, whereas men and Officers would be instructed in their true
sphere; and these exercises would have to be so arranged that the whole
German cavalry would have manceuvred in divisional formation once in
every two years, i.e., regiments, which are divisional cavalry one year, would
b put into the cuculry division the following year, and 30 on. One day, when
1 was explaining these ideas to a distinguished cavalry Officer, he remarked,
with a smile, * You forget that we are Germans.” 1 could not quite giasp
the meaning of his objection, and asked for a further explanation. Lhe
cavalry Officer said : “Our national tendency for stickling at everything is
the chief opponent to these ideas : for, in our country, before a man has had
his say others break in with ‘ifs’ aud ‘ands,’ which stand in the way of
decisive action.” What is the use of cavalry divisions if there are no
leaders 1 Munccuvres, it is true, are necessary, but what will Parlinmeny say
to them, z'/ they cost more than previous ones? And if they turn out a

1at will the crities say } and so on, Yes, and what wifl the French,
Ruseians, and Austriaus say 1 And why is there a dearth of leaders? We
have every reason to assume nowadays that, if it hiad unfortunately to do
80, our cavalry would take the field with infinitely better “tacticiaus” than
it did formerly. But, if we had adopted vigorous measures and manceuvred
in this way ever since 1871, the failure and the pence would long since have
Leen forgotten, and the cavalry would have at its disposal a considerable
number of reliable Officers fit for the Ligher commands. It would most
i:robably occupy that tuctical position, which was formerly reached by
‘rederick’s cavalry Lefore the third Silesian War. We must make up our
minds to one thing or the other: cither cavalry divisions are necessary (and
who would still argue that they :re not?), in which cuse a sufficient
number must be established, and their commanders must Le practised, or
they are wnnecessary, and in that case it is time to discontinue the half
measures hitherto taken, for they are fragments, not a whole. But it is not
possible to insist on the “either—or,” because the correct views have not yet
made sufficient headway. We understand well enough that the old style
does not answer any louger, but we are still uncertain whick new style is the
correct one,  On that point it may be said : the ideas propounded by us will
still be of uee, even if it comes to the worst, and they can never doharm ; they
may, perhape, inspire sone men with over rash hopes, and sometimes the
wished for success will Le wanting—was not this wanting at Breslau?
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But it was not wanting at Rossbach, Zorndorf, Aspern, Wagram, Custozza,
Koenigaraetz, and Viouville.

It must not be at all imagined that the Prussian, Freach, and Austrian
cavalries found their successful attacks such easy matters, as men make out
nowadays, The attacking wall of cavalry was pretty often blown to pieces
by infantry fire, even in those days, and, when the attack did succeud, it
usually cost so much blood, that a genersl shudder would be raised Ly it in
these days.  Hence Frederick, especially, Jaid all the more stress on rapid and
precise manwuvring and ou tlank attacks,

]

VI. Some ftemarks on the Cuvalry dttacks of Frederick the Great and
Napoleon 1.

The main strength of Frederick’s army did not by any means lie in his
cavalry at first, notwithstanding Hohenfriedberg and Czaslau.  But the
Great King made good use of his eyes for sceing, and what he had scen to
be right in the first Silesian War, becatue the basis of his cavalry instruztion,
organization, training, and employment. At fivst the infuntry was Frederick’s
main strength, and it was ouly after the second Silesian War that cavalry
came on the world as an arm which could decide Lattles.

At Mollwitz a well-delivered attack of thirty-six Austrian squadrons fell
chiefly on the Prussian infantry ; at Lowositz, this model bLattle of the
18th century for the employment of cavalry on both sides, the Prussians had
a total of sixty-nine agaiust seventy-one Austrian squadrons.  In this battle,
which was pre-eminently a cavalry fight, superiority in manwuvring and
weight of charge gave the victory to the Prussians. At Prague the Prussian
cavalry cleared the way for the infantry, cighty Prussian fighting againss
seventy Austrian squadrons. At Kollin Ziethen's attack with sixty-five
slqundrons against sixty under Nadasdy was unable to alter the fate of the
aay.

At Rossbach Sevdlitz routed the whole of the enewy’s line of battle by his
masterly flank - ..ck with forty-three squadrons. At Breslau the attack of
the Prussian .valry was wrecked before the .lustrian grenadiecs tn line. At
Leuthen Driesen with sixty squad:ons came down on the flank of the hitherto
successful attack of eighty squadrons, commanded by Lucchesi, and finally,
Ziethen was once more unab.e to gain a victory at Hochkirch, where sowue
forty-nine squadrons were engaged on Loth sides,

Do not these examples furce us to reflection? Ilave they not their well-
detined cause and etfect §  What cavalry commander to-day knows how tu
work forty to eighty squadrons together 1 It is true that these squadrons were
about one-third weaker than those of the present tiwe, but still they were
formidable masses. And it was just in peace time that the cavalry com-
mander had been practised in the management of this *instrument.” But
where bave we an instauce in our days of a eavalry General having in peace
time attacked with forty or sixty squadrons in attack formation? How is he to
be capable of doing this in war? Before he is cxf)cctcd to do it he should Le
given ample opportunity for it in peace time. Modern lattlefields certainly
give little opportunity for concentrating forty to sixty squadrons at 1,000
metres from the line of battle.

If such masses have never been engaged in later battles (excepting in
Napoleon’s time) by anyone but the Prussians and Austrians at Koeniy-
gractz, and the French and Prussians at gVionville, it is not so much on
account of the configuration of the ground and character of the fight, as of
the fact that there has been a dearth of cavalry leaders o the stamp of
Seydlitz, and that all araies have sutlered from the same want since hisday.
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Napoleon himself fully recognized the value of the action of cavalry on the
battletield, and had therefore given to it the formation which we bave now
adopted again, namely, divisions of 16, 24, or 30 squadrons with 2 or 3
horse artillery batteries ; and when he wisked to attuin some definite object of
the battle with his cavalry, he engaged these divisions with even less lesita-
tion than Trederick II had done before him., IHis cuvalry conmuanders,
Bessiéres, Nansouty, Kellerann, Murat, &c., were, with the exception of the
Iast-named, but mediocrities ; up to Aspern his cavalry could, in a way
perhaps, be considered equal to that of Frederick in mﬁ)idity:\nd maneuvring
sower, but, after that time, it could not ; and, after his entire cavalry had
Lceu ruined in the Steppes of Russia, Napoleon's newly-formed cavalry
always was a tactically inadequate tnstrument.

After that, it never got back to its old tactical efficiency, and since, in
consequence of its defective tactical constitution, it could ouly attack at a
trot and in column, and since it had even to some extent again taken to firing
volleys {’rom korschack, the successes of former years were not forthcoming,
even when the cuvalry wus dirceted by the great Master of Lattles himself, and
with the sume gifted coup’ dail as o{' old. ~ There is no arm in which tactical
elticiency must be so decided and of so thoroughly and uniformly a high
order as in cavalry, and our forefathers did quite rigi)lt, in a tactical sense, in
giving the most distinguished position in the army to the cavalry General.
This was not due solely to the numerical proportion between the infantry
and ‘cavalry, but it had a proper tactical motive.  But, although Napoleon’s
cavalry after 1812 was decidedly indifferent and numerically weak, yet the
Allied cavalry, which was twice as strong, could not get the upper hand over
it in the days before Leipsic (R1th to 14th October) ; the former held its
own with 10,000 sabres under Murat against 30,000 of the Allies. It must
not be supposed that this was because the latter had shown itself tactically
ineflicient, but simply because, on the Allies’ side, there was not a single
General who £new how to lead the combined mass at his disposal.

The * instrument,” with which Napoleon I fought his battles, was entirely
ditferent to that of Frederick the Great ; the former had emancipated him-
self from every cut-and-dried plan, and improvised the tactics of each Lattle
out of the inexhaustible sources of his brain. e did not adhere to any
general rule, and it is not true that he showed a preference for any particular
plan of attack, as has so frequently been asserted with reference to his babit
of breaking through the enemy’s line. All the same it is going much too
far to assert that—hecause Frederick IT adopted a particular method for his
line of battle—the tactical employment of his cavalvy was always on the same
model, aud that this cavalry acted only from flanks and against flanks. Fre-
derick the Great himself recognized the formation of cavalry in two lines, the
second overlapping the first on both flanks, as the best ; and, even without
making a study of tactical regulations, we yet know that there are many
clear-headed cavalry Officers, who even now consider this fcrmation the most
suitable for the maneuvres before, during, and after the actual attack.
Certainly the formation of Frederick’s cavalry in battle never—so faras I
know—took this form; the form, which the King used, was nearly always
exactly the same, yet he used it when stavting from the flanks as well as
from the centre, in short, when starting from any point, from which he wished
to win his tactical object ; in this respect Napoleon was not a hair’s breadth
above him as a tactician. At Kollin the cavalry was employed to save
what was still possible, just as was the case with the Austrians at Koenig-
graetz ; the same thing happened at Hochkirch. And although a charye
against unbroken infantry did not promise any suceess, even in those days,
yet the Great King did not Lesitate for a moment to attempt it, when it was
pwssible for him to further the main object of the battle by so doing, us, for
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example, at Breslan,  And this cavalry shed its blood on the field of lattle
in quite & different way to the cavalry of this century, without the * philo.
sophy abont losses™ ever putting its veto against engaying cavalry when the
object of the buttle imperatively demanded it,” Napoleon acted in exactly the
same way, and every tactictan will do likewise, the best firearms ULeing
l)owcrlcss to effect any change here.  That cavalry will, in such work, now
03¢ more fuen is certain ; ﬁut the soldier is present so that he may be
engaged when necessity order3~it, and when the object of the fight requires
it it is this object that decides hisfate. Thus we sce Napoleon engaging his
cavalry with still less consideration for it than Frederick II had done before
Lim ; with him the objcct of the battle was everything, hence his cavalry
didd not wait to come on the scene only when the other arms had been broken,
On the 21st May, at Aspern, his infantry was in a decided inferiority ; he
had no reserves to fill the gaps, and a hostile counter-attack would un-
doubtedly have brought ruin on him. He then Jaunched his cavalry against’
the enemy : 5,000 Cuirassiers attacked the firm Austrian lines three times;
they did not break through a single battalion, and they left 3,000 troopers
ou the field, which is more than any other cavalry attack has ever eost. Vet
we have never seen it stated that Napoleon discarded the action of cavalry
in battle on that account. He blamed the defective plan and the bad
delivery of the attack; he could not indeed have put himself at the head of
the cavalry, and he had only inditferent (cavalry) tacticians, yet the events
of this battle prompted him to demand more from his cavalry than béfore,
For he justly reasoned that if an attack, seen coming long beforehand, can
give this result in spite of bad carrying through, then the action of cavalry
m battle, under more favourable conditions, cannot fail to be much more
successful still.  With these 3,000 troopers, Napoleon hwd gained his object,
the Austrian offensive had been stopped, aud in the night of the 21st—22nd
May he was able to bring up reinforcements, which improved his chances,
At Wagram, on the 6th July, he made his cavalry attack over and over
again, without any consideration for it or any delay ; this time he did it 80 as
to get sufficieut space for the deploymeut of his army.

And Wagram Is just what ougfnt to be seriously studied, because it is
perhaps the battle, in which the action of the thrce arms combined is most
completely represented uuder the master hand of Napoleon I. Never has
a General engaged all at once, as Napoleon did here, a mass of 60,000 men ;
the counter-attacks of the Austrians on Chlum and the attacks of the
Germans on St. Privat are all that can be in any way compared with this
case, But Napoleon I was not equalled, at either Chlum or St. Privat, in the
preparation of his attack and the tactical considerations, according tv which
the individual arms were employed. Napoleon I wanted to break through
the line of the Archduke Charles, and afterwards to roll up the separatel
portions. To this end he ordered the mass of his combined cavalry, 10,010
men strong under Bessicres, to make repeated attacks from the centre against
the Austrian infantry and artillery. The great Master of Battles was well
aware that the fight would require many victims, but he saw that this use of
Lis cavalry was the ouly tactical means leading to his end. Tt is true that
the Austrian lines were not ridden down, but their entire action waa so taken
up by this cavalry being let loose on them, that Napoleon I was able to caury
out the projected advance of his 100 gun battery to within close range of the
Austrian position. Certainly the battery lost nearly all manceuvring power
in this position, but from here it waa able to prepare both of the next main
infantry attacks, by which the enemy’s line was broken. After this had been
done, Napoleon’s cavalry was, it is true, not in a condition to win further
successes, but when cavalry has acted tactically, as it had done here, it haa
fulfilled its nissivn. At Somo Sierra (1808) and Borodino (1812) Napoleon [
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went a step further; for the cavalry there undertook the duty of the infautey.
It attacked over open country, so that by its rapidity it might spare the
infantry from waking an attack, which would have entailed great losses, and
have Leen fruitless. At Borodino, the Freuch cuirassiers even captured
closed redoubts.

Waterloo shows that charges could fajl without gaining their object, and
chiarges badly planned and executed took place even under Murat’s command.
At Krasuoé (1812), Neverovsky’s Russian Division, only 7,000 strong, wie
able to resist more than forty charges of Murat’s cavalry, thirty-five regiments
strong, with a luas of only 2,000 men and-eight guns. This was due to the
disconnected way in which the charges were ddlivered, for no great success
can be secured witheut a great stroke !

Since that time, fighting has changed very much indeed ; firearus now
sweep infinitely more ground ; but, at the same time, there has arisen a new
field for the tactical action of cavalry as & consequence of the iutimate con-
nection between the arms and ground, for on this the power of modern
tactics depends so much. It would be againat all laws of logic and the actual
requirements-of every deacription of combat, to discard dighting tactics on
account of improved firenrn and altered tactics. It is not only an unsuc-
ceseful cavalry attack that costs a deal of ‘blood nowadays, for infantry can
tell the same tale; Lut :has any (infantry) tactician ever asserted, for that
reason, that infuntry attacks are a “superfluity” in comparison with fire
tuctics 7 Has any one tried to abolish attacks on that acceunt?

Modern fighting mows .down on .all tides, and mows down everything
without distinction ; .this requires cavalry to improve its tactics to the
utwost, f.e., its speed and manceuvring pewers, as much as po:sible, so a8 to
Lie able to act by surprise. Its success has always depended on this, and it
will be possible in.the future, as in the past.

To rc}uee any action in battle to (:\vnllry amounts to robbing the fight of
its true nature.  Since the time when infantry took its satand on an equality
with cavalry, the latter has never brought about the decision in a fight in
auy other way than by a ssurprise.  Neo period establidhes the truth of this
more strongly than that of Frederick ; and, when not acting in this way,
cavalry has iuvariably only been able to prepare, hasten, and make good use
of the decision. But every battle affords opportunities now, as in the past,
for a surprisc ; although it may be more di}ﬁculb to take advantage of this
than used to be the case, yet it is a duty that no arm but cavalrd can carry
out ; therein lie its imperishable nature and imperishable tactical action, and
this has always been its tactics and its glory. Cavalry only requires to be
made perfect in form and nature for it to be again held in esteem asa tactical
arn.

The snccess or failure of cavalry attacks has always depended more on the
lrading than on the effect of the weapone. On closer study this is sern to L
the lesson taught by every action. The friends and foes alike of cavalry, it is
true, attribute the blame to the effect of the weapons, while the tactician
makes defective leading answerable for it.

A cavalryman must never forget that he is the first, and therefore the most
exclusive representative of mor: energy,'tlmt the success of his arm always
depends on 1ts moral constitution, provided, of course, it is engaged under
tactical conditions, which are in other respects right.

The brecchlvader makes a fight wore bloody at the decisive points, but it
does not alter man’s morul constitution, nor does it give courage to the
coward, Hence cowardice and panic will now be, as they were formerly,
the inevitable atteudants on every fight. We know that careful training
can raise the moral powers in individuals, and that all arms, not only
infantry, derive benelit from that. However, it is only Ly cavalry that

R
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cowardice and panic can be thoroughly taken advantage of, Bwing to that
rapidity whicl is pecaliar to it.

YII. Conanection betrreen Strategic and Tactical .1ction.

In old days infantry was regularly brought up in terror of cavalry ; now
it is almost the other way, for cavalry is brought up in fear of infantry,
But it has been carried too far in both cases. )

Perhaps some tacticians of the present day may dispute this sentence. So
much the better, for then some effort towards improvement might result
from it.

1t is a fact, that before nearly every war there has reigned a dread and
suspense concerning the enemy’s cavalry, and this has existed on both sides,
0 that the cavalry has remained behind instead of being in front.

Moreover, even strong minds have been unable to suppress a certain fear
of the enemy’s cavalry, T may cite Napoleon'’s feverish suspense about the
meeting of his troops with the Prussian cavalry before Jena; and Frederick
the Great, too, was full of apprehension about the Austrian light cavairy,
which was so good at reconnaissance and petty warfare. The same thing
happened again in more modern times. In 1839 the Franco-Italians did not
dave to place their cavalry in front; they, from the very first, dreaded a
defeat at the hands of the Austrian cavalry. The Italians did not act any
ditferently in 1866, nur did the Prussians during their entry into Bohemin in
the same vear. Thesame fear was shown by the French when opl;osed to the
Germans in 1870, for a very great part of the disaster of the French arms
must certainly be traced to their fear of the German cavalry. These state-
ments do not in any way imply thas the several arma themselves were afraid
—for not one of the regiments was wanting in courage ; it was far more the
Headquarters that were always uneasy, and the employwment of the arms
was dictated by the faint-heated spirit of routine.

This can be accounted for, since the strategic employment and tactical
leadiug of cavalry are extremely diflicult, and an efticient bedy, commanded by
a good man, may lose its very existence through a moment of inattention,
The strategic as well as tactical duties of cavalry require a constant
straining of the nerves, a continual being on the alert ; conditions which ean
naturally ogly be satistied by exceptional men. The feeling of apprehension
before, aud also during, a war is more or less permanent as regards cavalry, and
it is casy to understand how the strongest minds have Laboured under it
(¢ g., Napoicon T), for they know the strong aud weal points of this sensitive
arm and follow 1t step by step in their minds, without being able personally
to dircet ils employment and leading at every time and in every place.
Buth must be entrusted—far away from them—to individuals who generally
lack assurance at the commencement of a war, ‘Talent for bLoth strategy
aud tactics is only to be found in a man who is a born Commander, and,
seeing that any independent cavalry commander may be put to the test
any day in some strategic or tactical duty, every one of them ought, properly
speaking, to be a Commander. It is not necessary to be a pessimist to arrive
at the couclusion that, out of ten or fourteen independent cavalry com-
manders, who, in the event of war between Russia and Gcrm:\ny or between
France and Germany, would be employed ou cither side, the majority would
not Le equal to what was expected from them, Hence it follows that the
greatest importance should be attached to their training, and that the efforts
of all, from the troopers upwards, must be continually directed towards
moral qualities. The cavalryman must be callous to all feeling of apprehen-
sion, and whatever he does must be done with resolution and thoroush
energy ; his coufidence in his korse and sicord must never be shaken, for he

Id
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would otherwise injure his cause at once. Fven when cavalry has fonaht
under unfavourable eonditions (Cnstozza) its energy and vigour have reaned
great successes. However multifarious the duties of cavalry in its tactical
action may be, the first duty of all cavalry is, and ever will be, to overpower
the enemy’s cavalry, and it must do this in the first place during its
strategic action. Tn no arm, in fact, if properly employed, is the conncction
of s]tmtegy and tactics so continnous, so frequent, and so direct, as in
cavalry.

In .:‘t former pamphlet we laid stress on the necéssity of equipping all
cavalry with a rifle, but not in any way with the objeet of turning cavalhrv
into a mounted infantry. Every trooper ought to be able to shoat and
handle a rifle, and the instruction that he gets shonld he thorough, for ¢ halt
measures are no measures.” He must be well up in dismounted action, and
be able to advance and retire properly in skirmizhing ovder ; he must also
he thoroughly proficient in the use of his rifle from behind cover; in faet,
cavalry mnst have confidence in the effect of firearms, and when once it
attacks or defends itself on foot it must do so with all its might, with the
eneray required for gainivg the object. We are of opinion that the Russian
regulations, which direct their cavalry to practise the attack on foot, sworil
in hand, and many other ‘things, go too far. However, it is necessary to
know something of the sort in order to be prepared for it. Tt is not time
that is wanting for realizing what we ask ; it would be better for cavalry to
learn musketry and skirmishing drill than to devote precious time every
year to uscless dismounted exercises on the barrack-square. I have, on more
accasions than one, scen drill evolutions practised on foot with a thorough-
ness and a zeal as if it were a case of tmining infantry. A sanadron has no
business to waste a whole afternoon in going through changes of front on foot ;
that would be mere killing time.  If, then, there ought ta be no lack of time
for learning the necessary portions of dismounted action, there ought still
less to be any want of time for training Officers and wen in larger forma-
tions. This is, and ever will be, the main thing in cavalry tactics, and, with
our generally sufficient individual tmining of horse and rider, we cm
probably do more in these tactics than any other army. Let us consider for
a moment what the strategic employment will be.

All armies have devoted great attention to cavalry, and, in ease of war,
part of this arm will act in independent divisions in advance of the front of
the army. The advantages and disadvantages of the different methods of -
grouping the forces in advauce of this front line may be disputed, but the
same extension will, as a rule, be given to this screen on Loth sides; and
consequently it will break through in one place and be broken in another.
If it were merelv a question of putting the areatest possible number of
cavalry in the field, then victory would rest with him who had the greatest
number of troops in his command. However, it does uot depend on that
alone, althongh it will not do to let the numerical proportion he distinetly

_unfavourable ; but the tactical ¢fiiciency of the wckole cavalry will determine

the success. If the strategic employment is to rest on the surest possible
Lasis, then the tactical efficiency of the cavalry must be besond question.
Tt is true that the independent eavalry is not always sent out directly and
continually with a view to fighting, for it can also bring Lack important
information without any such occurrence ; but this will be the exception,
and will only happen under conditions, such as, where there is no adversary
(March on Sédan in 1870) or against opponents who do not understand the
use of their forces, a3 was the case with the enemies of Napoleon I, Iad
Napeleon I been opposed by cavalry as well handled as his own, he would
have had to make cfforts, very different to those that he did make, in order to
plan every battle with that certainty which has, up to the present, only been
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amain equalled at Sédan.  We are not the ouly pcople who have profited by

his instructions on the strategic employment of cavalry ; for they are now
common property ; they are studied by all, and all armies will endeavour to
apply them properly. Hence the result must be a protracted struggle
lietween the cavalry of the two sides, before and during the operations.
Each side will want to conceal its own dispositions and to discover those of
the enemy, and each side will therefore be foreed into an action, without
which this two-fold duty cannot be carried out. Thus the first importance
ust-be attached to mouunted combat.

Cavalry must Le able to surmount obstacles, and be able to exccute
precise and rapid movements and to charge with dash and daring. It must
kuow how to manceuvre smoothly, be capable of being swung round half.
right or half-left with ease, and of then wheeling into Tine and falling on
the enemy’s flank, while it must be able to rally quickly after its charge, for
the disorder attending this is one of the weak poiirts of 1its manner of fighting,
Whenever cavalry has beaten the enemy's cavalry it has always been the
resilt of some tactical superiority, of greater rapidity or of greater precision
in mancuvring ; it was on this aceount that Frederick devoted so much
attention to the annual manceuvres of his cavalry, and it was because he nat
only criticized, but also gave instruction and advice. that the Prussian cavalry
of those sdays in particular earned a tactical reputation, of which Napoleon 1
still stood in awe, even after the victories of this cavalry had been historical
fucts for fully fifty years. We must now strive togrin, not only as much as
that, but still more, not mercly because the cavalry of all armics is better
than it was in the eighteenth century, but also because, when it is acting in
combination with the other arms, its superior dexterity and speed, in which
lies its power of effecting surprises, has become far more difficult to take
advantage of, and the larger the masses tobe moved, the greater the difticulty,

Cavalry can only cover the operations of its own army when it is master
of the enemy’s eavalry, and its own army will only be able to move with
freedom and security when it has a clear road in front of it. This makes it
imperative that one or other of the cavalry divisions should work
through the enemy’s cavalry sercen and break the front lines 50 as to fall on
the main body of the opposing cavalry, defeat and scat!>r it, and then to
push further forward so as to get right -up to the hostile avmy and, if
Jussible, spread terror and panic in its midst.  Of course this i3 no easy
duty, and oune that a cavalry General will ‘but rarely accomplish ; but it
must be the object of the tmiuinlf in peace-time to ensure such missions
being earried out, and the spirit of dash und enterprise being pushed so far.
If we bear this in mind we shall have grasped the one means which permits
of actions of this kind, provided they do not, at the outset, contain the germs
of a defeat, from which nothing is gained ! "Thismeans is to be found in the
tactical efficiency of the mass, m the clear-sightedness, and in the knowledge
of his object on the part of the commander, und in the ¢ go,” pluck, and devo-
tion to the greai cause, in all ranks.  And, intruth, if we have remarked the
cl:oery spirit of sacrifice of our cavalry, its love of enterprise and adventure,
in spite of the imperfect peace preparation of former days, then are we
justified in confidently entertaining the lope that it will master such duties
when it has mure careful peace-training and thorough tactical iustruction.
It will not do this without losses, for such cavalry can return by the way
that it has advanced, only if its opponents are not wide awake ; vet any
apprehension about losses must certainly be dismissed from the method,
The method jtelf must be Lold, and then those who carry it out are swie to
be like it.
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VILL Ts there an y Norinal Fighting Formation for the Cavalry Division ?

Every form is a means, not an cnd, 2.e., the means to commanding and
managing the “organisme” But successes are not won by any form alone,
for the form is here of sccondary importancey~itis the mind that plays
the principal Lmrt. . . . .

There can be no question atout this. Notwithstanding the loosening
character of the modern combat, neither the tacties of infantry nor of
any other arm have ULeen able to throw off certain definite forms; for,
if they had douc so, the logical consequence would be, that they would
surrender their hold over the troops. Certainly the condition of existing
tactics, includiug the cut-and-dried portion, is relatively higher than
it ever was before.  In peace time we practically use our troops as balls to
play with; we nix them up in confusion, regandless even of their units, and
then we still require from this outer shapelessness a definite form, namely,
the fighting form, by means of which we wish to gain our object in battle.

However thie form must give to the tactician an important further means,
nawely, that of seeing and taking in everythivg, of enabling him always to
cstimate numbers so as to be able to properly counteract any deployment of
strength, &, To cusure this we now form * zugs,” squadrons, regiments, &¢.,
and so as to employ the different fractions tactically, t.e., in keeping with the
everchanging situation, we draw them up alongside or behind one another.

The whole formal theory of tactics has improperly received the name of
tactics ; but it should Le sechanies. In the co-operation of the arms real
tactics only commence when a definite idea is laid down as the foundation of
the exercise, and when some distinct fighting object has to be gained by
means of the forms used.

In order to be able to fight for a definite tactical object, the corps destined
for it must first fulfil certain conditions: it must be supple and must be
capable of executing rapid and sure movements, in short, it must be thoroughly
able to do what we call * exercises.”

Accurate drill is the essential condition of every manccuvre, and without
skilful and rapid manauvres there can be no cavalry success. Drills and
manccuvres go together; by means of them both the troops must not only
learn to see their way in every situation, and to conclude from every situation
what will be the proper fighting tactics for that moment, but the commander
must also> learn from them to command his instrument in such a manver
that, in action there may arise no situation for him in which he might not
be able to make full use of the strong points of the tactics of his arm.

Every kind of tactics must struggle in this way, and, in order to attain this
end, the arm concerned must constantly practise its principal fighting form
and be complete master of all means (movements), which must precede the
tactical deployment of strength. It is because the German infantry has
continually kept this in view that it has reached its high state of manauvring
power and the readiness of being able to improvise the precise fighting tactics
required for eack case. Cavalry must act in exactly the same way, and then
the general opinion will be, that there is no normal fighting formation for
eavalry divisions, just as there is no sucn thing for the infantry brigade. Of
course that cannot be called “want of system and arbitrariness;” it is rather
reaching such a point by means of system, order, and practice, that, for every
case of actual fighting, the tactical forms should come naturally, as it were,
while the security of the organism must not be injured by auy one of these
forms. Naturally it is here supposed that there will be no want of space for
the deployment and action of the cavalry ; but even this does not imply that
thie space must invariably be equal in extent ; it is rather the organism that
must be capable of adapting itsclf to it, 80 as to act tactically with success.

YOL, XXXIY. G
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The tactical forms of cavalry must, of course, vary according to the arns
against which it has to fight. It can arrange its forces in any number of
different ways for fighting against cavalry ; onithe other baud, it will choose
extended lines with advantage against artillery and echelons against infantry,
at Jeast when it has to fight against Jarge masses of cither of the two last
arms. However, that i3 only one way of Jooking at it, not a law that will
hold good under every condition. But since the action of cavalry during both
its strategic cnployment and the battle, is naturally, first of all, dirccted at
engaging the enemy’s cavalry, its fighting tactics azainst its own arm must
always be of first importance. In this way we shall Be following the road to
success if the cavalry division i3 trained alove all as an cvolutionary body, so
as to regulate its movements, to accustom it to the greatest possible rapidity,
and to train the commanders of the various lines. All this can ouly be
secured by making a start when the divisions are first formed, t.¢., from the
moment that a unit suitable for war exists. During this time the cavalry
division must learn to be perfectly steady, and to charge in each of the
following formations :—

—_— .2 = 3 = 4 _= s ——

6 — 7= 8

— — 9 = —_ 10 _ ——

-Only after it has lenvnt to keep direction and intervals, to wheel into
line or deploy (the latter is more diflicult) with piceision, and to come into the
new line properly closed up, in order to deliver the actual charge at once, aml
to rally quickly after it, then, and not till then, will this large unit be ready
for the last stage. . This stage consists in changing the drills Into manaeuvres,
and the means for doing this is supplied by an opponent, in the selection of
which there will undoubtedly be some difficulty at the outset, from the fact
that there must be a beginning to everything; and at first there will be a
great dearth of commanders, who understand how to manccuvre against one
another. This condition can only improve with time, with the increasing
nuwber of qualified men, with more carcful training of commanders, and
with sufficient practice. But such practices require much time, and must be
based on detinite, though simple, plans.  Operationsagainst an adversary are
the only portiun of cavalry tactics which in any way approach the realities
of war; and they will show if theve exists tactical intellizence, in addition to
the routine required for.commanding the units tcchnicaﬁy, and if the mind
is able to muke the most of the form. A test can then be 1ade, not only of
accurate wheeling and deploying, of commencing and carrying through an
attack, and of rallying after 1t, but also as to whether everything happens at
the right time and place, whether every advantage is taken of the ground (as

-was done by Bredow), whether the lines perform the tactical duties assigned

to them, as to who brings up the last reserves and who is to be declared the
winner, To be sure, the * finale” is wanting here; the actual shock is pre-
vented, and its real effect is not secen, but all the same a very fair. estimate
can be formed of what it would actually have been like—especially by those
who have fullowed out the manceuvres as they developed and proceeded from
start to finish—if one side has succeeded in reaching the flank instead of the
front of the enemy, or if (and this should be the highest tactical ambition of
cavalry) one of the opponents has been so fortunate as to surprise the other
before he is deployed for action. "

It is only when they are carried out aguinst an opponent that there is any
vigour, meining, and object in the tactical operations of eavalry divisions, aml
that the talent and efficiency of the commander and the real capabilities of
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the organism can be seen in their true light. Then only will men cease to cling
to any normal fighting formation, but will learn to improvise the best forma-
tion for each case, as has been learnt by infantry—though not without rough
experience. If the German cavalry is worked in this way, so that the whole of
it goes through a course as divisional cavalry and in the cavalry division
once in every two years, the arm will then make important tactieal progress;
we shall be training, and shall now discover, leaders ; and a eavalry, in which
mobility and an ambition to effect surprises have been pushed on to the
highest degree, will also possess the essential qualification for acting success-
fully ou the battleficld against infantry and artillery.  For, to 1ecapitulate,
cavalry has always gained its successes by rapidity and surprise, and, as thesc
attributes are peculiar to it, the tactical value of cavalry is still the sane as
ever, and canuot dizappear, any more than any other force can dizappear ofl’
the carth ; it can only vary. That this change may not become a deteriora-
tion i3 the business of the cavalry, as i3 its striving after tactical eflicieney
and the maximum mobility and rapidity ; to honour and Lring honour to
tactics is therefore nothing more than a question of will.

IX. Stetck of some of the most Lccent Cavalry Engagemsents.

Although the manceuvring power of the cavalry of onr days is inferior to
that of Frederick the Great,although rceent military history has not pro-
duced on cither the Austrian, German, French, or Russian side a cavalry
leader cqual to Seydlitz, and in spite of improved fircarms and a'tered
tactics, yet this history coutains unanswerable proofs of the imperishable
tactical value of cavalry. I will not describe these, because that has been
faithfully and folly done elsewhere, but will only sketch them so far as they
are of importance to this work, yet they ought to Le thoroughly studied by
cavalry Ofticers. :

If battles were fought out in a uniform and norimal manner they would
then always be apened and concluded by cavalry.  Any opportunity, that may
crop up in the meantime for the eavalry, is too much the action of a moment
for anything definite to be said about it.  As a fact, however, cavalry bas
just as often, or just as seldom (whichever way we take it), not opened and
concluderd the action, as it hag done so, and the fault has nearly always been
due to the defective use made of it (i, the way in which it was' employed
and commanded). . .

No modern battle can be compared with Custozza for the tactical action of
the cavalry in the preliminary stage. There we sce the Austrian cavalry,
divided into unequal portions on both flanks of the deploying army, on
the right in a close country with three “2zugs” of Ublans, on the left in
the plain- with 15 squadrons (2 brigades of unequal strength),” fall on
the enemy as he was in the act of passing from the orvder of march to
order of battle and had partly formed up. All eavalry should try hard to
succeed in this way ; for this is the most dangerous time for infantry ; to do
this, however, it is necessary to be in the right place and to have an able
commander. Four years later, when a similar chance of success was open
to the French between Verneville and St. Privat, the separate German
columns, marching aloug the French front, were quite uumolested because the
French had not been on the ook out.

The Austrian cavalry was certainly not opposed to breechloaders at
Custozza, hut it would Le wronz to reckon the Italian infantry at a low
tactical valnation because it was defeated.  In both cases the attacking fislds
were anything but favouralle ; the Ttalian infantry was formed in several
lines, the sccond certainly still in column of route, against three-quarters of
a squadron of Uhlans., However, all the Austrian leaders, both on the right

¢ 2
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and left, showed the same nerve, the same praiseworthy anil admirable dash, in
fact, the true cavalry spirit. On the right flank three-quarters of a squadron
of Uhlans rode through the fighting line, and fell so impetuously on the
column of route, which was in rear of it, that this brigade was kors de combat
for the rest of the day. Onthe left the action was certainly faulty in its
disposition, in so far that the attack of Pulz’s brigade was divided into two
gronps, of which the second could only follow the first at an interval of
800 metres. However, the charges that now followed were delivered with
such energy, that the Italian corps of 30,000 men, which was attacked in
this way, was kept throughout the whole day at Villafranca, at a distance
from the battleficld ; and this cavalry displayed this impetnosity in spite of
having Leen much harassed by outpost duty. The three “zugs” of 'Uhlans
only numbered 17 sabres on rallying ; their loss was afterwards put down
at 2 oflicers, 84 men, and 79 horses. Colonel Pulz’s squadrons suffered a
loss of 19 officers, 339 men, and 487 horses. Cavalry can thus tell us of its
losses against muzzle-loadera also.

No doult tacticians (theorists) will say ¢ if this Austrian cavalry had been
engaged at the end of the battle—as the Austrian Comuander-in-Chief had
certainly intended—it would perhaps have done as much with less Joss.
I doubt it ; it should rather be said : had the Italians been able to send
into the battle the 35,000 or 40,000 men, who were kept far away from the
scene of the fight by the Austrinn cavalry, then the Austrians would
probably not have gained a victory. The tactician must scize his moment
and profit by what lies in front of him, applying the whole energy of his arm
in doing so. 'This is the only certain part of his work ; all that may happen
afterwards is quite uncertain. Cavalry which has fought, as that just
mentioned did, will not be able to do much more after the battle; that is
quite true. And the General who engages it during the action, may find
himself without it for the pursuit; but the results of its eurly use may
possibly far exceed those obtained in the pursuit. Such was the case, in my
opinion, in this battle, and we should not perhaps be altogether wrong were
we to attribute the great tactical shortcoming of the ariv on almost every
awodern battleficld to the idea of “ not using cavalry until after the battle.”
¢ Keeping it inreserve ” has in that way become almost amania. God forbid
that we should advocate the blindness of irrationalism ; Lut Llindness has
generally prevailed amongst eavalry leaders, who would not gce what was
offered to them, and waited instead for something better, which was never
to turn up. This has been their game all through history ; hence the
general neglect of cavalry tactics. Thinking (i.c. waiting) is equivalent to
doing nothing, if it docs not lead to immediate action.

In the other theatre of war in 1866 the Austrian cavalry was at the head
©of the army from the outset. This, however, is the very campaign which
should show conclusively that it is not enough to scttle on correct priuciples,
but that they ruust also bie carried out.  What good did the Austrians derive
from sending the 1st and 2ud Light Cavalry Divisions up to the enemy’s
frontier ?

The army headquarters were certainly right in their intentions here, yet
not oue of the Commanders of this independent cavalry fulfilled the duty
entrusted to hin,

The Prussians suceceded in breaking through the semi-circles formed by
the mountains which shut in the Boliemian theatre of war, aud in crossing
the Iser, Aupa, Trotinka, and Elbe without ever being discovered by the
Austrian cavalry so early as they should have been. Apart from these
faults, which come under the head of the strategic employment of cavalry,
we cannot help being surprised at the inaction of the Austrian cavalry on
the 3rd July, 1866, until the battle had been decided ; and, when we compare |
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this case with the sketeh just given of the successful action of the Austrian
cavalry at Custozza, we sce how important the quality of its leader is with
cavalry, and how much depends on the cavalry being distributed by the
Commander-in-Chief, not according to some fixed rule, Lehind the flanks and
centre of the line, but at the places which are tactically right. o

Faults, alveady committed in the assignment of the position of the cavalry
way lead to such disastrous consequences that they caunot be rectitied in the
coursc of the battle. This is shown by the position assigned to the Austrian
cavalry at Koaniggraetz. The disposition of the six (tTle Saxon division is
jucluded here) available cavalry divisions at the commencement of the battle
wust, it i3 true, be considered on the whole judicious. It was as follows : =
The Ist Light and Saxon Divisions on the left flank, front towatds the
Bistritz, the 2ud Light on the right, front towards the Trotinksa, the 2nd
Reserve Cavalry Division in rear of the centre of the line, in the valley south
of Briza, ready for any emergency, the 3rd Reserve C:u'airy Division behind
the Xth Corps, the 1st behind the ITIrd Corps.  The two last were tlie only
divisions which did not belong to the positions assigned to them. Heie thay
remained wedged in on all sitfes, too intent on the tight of the front line, and
this fault, taking into consideration that Jiere was no cavalry with the
several army corps, cannot be excused.  This could easily have been remedied
on the battlcﬁe(d .by detaching regiments; however, instead of making
tactical use of these masses in accordance with the course of the battle, they,
with the exception of the 1st Light Division, stuck to these places during the
whole day, almost without moving, unti! the time for successful interference
had passed by, and nothing remained for this really exeellent cavalry, but to
go in and save the Leaten army. The Commander of the Ist Light Division
understood his duty, but he was called away from the left by a distinet order,
at the very moment when he might have struck in with success against the
victoriously engaged 15th Prussian Division. Then, when he arrived in rear
of the centre, the fight had already been lost there, and the order had been
anticipated Dby circumstances, and although General v, Edelsheim im-
mediately turned abont to come into action on the left, it was then too late.
The 16th Division had reached the woods of Hradek, and of Ober. and
Nieder-Prim, in which it was safe against the cavalry; but with what
success might not the Ist Light Cavalry Division have acted from Boliarna-
Radostow against Kuncitz, and from Radikovitz against Neu-Pri, if it had
been in the right place at the righe time ! It is fpossible to say what turn
the Lattle might have taken for the Austrians on this flank in this case, It
may be assunied, however, that the 15th Division would have found itself in
difticulties in spite of the needle gun ; reference to Custozza is suflicicot to
show this. However, a far hewvier puuisfiment awaited the Austrians on
their right for clinging in this way to their original positions, regardless of
the progress of the battle.

The struggle about the Swiepwald had drawn the IVth and ITud Corps out
of the lines of defence previously assigned to them, These corps had
gradually assumed the oftensive, had abandoned their original front facing
north and east, and had wheeled round towards the north-west. ‘This was
the momentary favourable time for the Austrians. Had they acted on it,
and made use of their whole available cavalry, the battle might, at about noon,
have turned to a victory—whether a lasting one is an open question, But
the offensive led to ruin because the cavalry was iynored as a tactical ari, On
the Prussian side—although the leading of the cavalry was anything but
worthy of imitation—we, at any rate, see Bismarck’s cavalry brigade brought
out on the left wing to stay there in readiness for anything that might turn
up, while nothing similar was done Ly the Austrians.  But, if by its attacks,
the comparatively weak cavalry at Custozza was alile to keep 35,000 to 40,000
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men at a long distance from the Lattleficld, why shoulld the same or a similar
success not have been carned at Koeniggraetzt  And yet the late attacks of
the 1st and 3rd Reserve Cavalry Divisions showed clearly that this cavalry
was nade of the right stuff for doing great things. Yrom the monent when
the Austiians assumed the offensive on the right flauk, the 1st and 3rd
Reserve Cavalry Divisions ought to have been pushed forward towards the
Trotinka and posted thus: the 3rd at Gross- and Klein-Biirglitz, and the
18t at Jericek-Luzan, with the 2ud Light Cavaley Division in prolongation
between Racitz and Tortina. The 2ud Reserve Cavalry Division should
have followed as reserve from Briza as far south as Wrchowitz, the Saxon
Division woving into its place,

The Commanders of the cavalry divisions could not, it is true, do this on
their own initiative. Their divisions were partly (the 1st and 3rd Reserve
and Saxon Cavalry Divisions) so shut in between the corps whirh were in
action, that they were unable to get any view of the course of the battle ;
but it was the duty of those at the head of the army to have supplied those
cavalry divisions with Lrief instructions as to where they might move to and
what they should do; for which there was plenty of time. The penalty
followed closely on the hecls ¢f the omission. The 1st and 3rd Reserve
Cavalry Divisions had been advanced, in a tactical sense, too close to the
fighting line, and were, besides, badly placed in the line. They would have
found 2 better position alongside the 2nd Reserve Cavalry Division at Briza,

Without advancing unrcasounable suppositions, it may safely be asserted
that these cavalry masses would have given a different turn to the whole
battle if an attack had been mwade half as energetically as that at Custozza
against Villafranca. Even if the Prussians had been able to deploy south-
west of the Trotinka as they advanced, they would not, in any case, have
turned the battle on the 3rd July into a victory, for they would have arrived
too late for that. The victory could, probably, only have been won on the
4th ina fresh battle; but the enemy could have mude such far-reaching
changes in thie meautime (vide Napoleon I at Aspern) that the Prussian
attack on Chlum might have been impracticalile, :m(r then the decision must,
most probably, have taken place beyond Problus.  Iut those at the head of
the Austrian Army had not heeded the lessons taught by Napoleon I at
Aspern, and the cployment of cavulry for gaining time was unkunown te
thewn.  Instructive as itisto follow out wore fully such tactical “hypotheses,”
we will, however, not do so. But Koeniggraelz is the battle which ever)
(cavalry) tactician should study; it is more instructive than Custozza and
Vionville together, and not least so on account of the errors committed in
not using the cavalry to oppose the advance of the TInd Prussian Avmy.

At noon on the 3rd July, oxLy the Austrian cavalry had the power of
giving a more favourable turn to the day ; no other arm was in a conddition
todo it. Owing to its speed, the cavalry could bave reached the above-
mentioned places, aud could have kept the Prussians back by impetuows
attacks, such as those at Custozza ; and in a ease like this everything can be
won by gaiuing time, as was done by Napoleon I at Aspern on the 21st May,
and by Bredow at Vionville on the 16th August. The fact that the battle of
Koeniggraetz was finally won with so little trouble on the pavt of the Prussians,
is, and rewaing the fault of the Austrian cavalry. The offeasive strokes made
by the Comwauders of the IVth and IInd Army Corps, aud the consequent
imperative change of front, might and should have been turned to successful
account by the cavalry, But this did not happen, because there were no
tacticians present who could have thrown over the regulation form and risen
to the level of true tactics, Ze¢., ¥ of making prompt use of any good chance.”
If there had been such men on the spot, then the 3rd July would probably
have been a cavalry battle, and it may be safely assumed from what it did at
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the end of this battle and also at Custozza, that, uuder these conditions, the
Austrian cavalry, if well led, would have done great service.

As soon as this battle was decided and the leading Prussian cavalry, which
was taking up the pursuit, appeared, the 1st and 3rd Reserve Cavalry
Divisions, which were in the act of retreating, fronted in order to charge
down on the enemy in two groups. Even when riding to the charge, all the
lines were cxposed to a flank fire, but the Commanders did not waver for
4 moment. ‘The ranks remained closed, the Prussian cavalry, which had
spread out in its advance, had to stand a sharp fight, the Austrians re-
wained in possession of the field, pressed on up to the Lattalions of the IlIrd
and IInd Prussian Corps, and even as far as somne isolate.d groups of the
14th Division, compelled these to form squave, and only after this did they
begin to ride back again.

It is Leyond a doubt that this cavalry knew the fate which awaited it, sur-
younded as it was on three sides by the fire zone of brecchiosaders. It
was sure to be defeated at last, but the well-delivered stroke had a tremendous
tactical effect. It relieved the pressure on the retreating aviny and saved it
frow the utter rout, which would undoubtedly have followed, if the Prussian
cavalry had remained master of the field or had not been attacked as it was,
This 13 not a case for flattering national sentiment, but for reviewing the
cvents calmly, truthfully, and justly, and any one, who considers the attacks
of this Austrian cavalry in this way, will unhesitatingly conclude that it
carricd out wmost successfully onc of the most diffcult tuctical duties, whick kas
ever fullen to the lot of caralry. Cramped and shut in, it attacked the
Prussian cavalry, in spite of a ceaseless flank fire of brecchloaders, forced its
way right up to the infantry line of an army already intoxicated with the
assirauce of its great victory, and brought the whole Prussian line to a
standstill. Who cun deny these facts? Surely the deeds of this cavalry were

reater than those of Ziethen at Kollin and Hochkivch! Did the Lreech-
onders keep it from charging, or break it? Certaiuly not., Cavalry, then,
can still go uliead even under unfavourable conditions—if 1t wants to ; if it is
tactically trained, if it goes in for the maximum specd—even without effect-
ing a surprise—if it is commanded by tacticians, which, however, these
Austrian cavalry Generals did not once show themselves to Le. "The Prussian
cwalry leaders were still less tacticians, otherwise they could not have failed
to reappear immediately after the Austrian cavalry had been sacrificed, and
to pursue the enemy to the last breath of horse and rider. Nothing of the
sort actually occurred, and, to be sure, it did not beeause such a vigorously
delivered cavalry stroke—as that of the Austrians—is far more important
in its moral than in its material effect. The moral effect, within reasonable
limits, is a peculiarity which will always belong to cavalry alone, and a
cavalry General should never disregard this advantage of his wrm, This
\\}o;nl.cll be equivalent to being doubtful of success, and so supplying a cause
of failure.

Now to review the total result : Were the 72 Officers, 1,258 men, and 1,903
Lorses of the two Austrian Reserve Cavalry Divisions uselessly sacrificed
Can they uot boast of the same success as that which every tactician awards
to the 5,000 French cavalry at Aspern on the 21st May 7 And can it still be
asmserted that the action of cavalry on the battleﬁefd i3 a “superfluity”?
Why, that would bea denial of military history. And, with this result before
ux, can anyoue still doubt that this cavalry would have met with correspond-
ingly great success if it had fallen on the advancing columns of the IInd
Prussian Army? Tere the cavalry was nursed during the lattle, just as
our fashionable “tacticians ” would wish ; but, aftcr the battle, the Austrian
cavalry was only able to protect its army from complete rout. ~ Had it been
used, as I have suggested, during the battle, the 3rd July could with difficulty
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have ended in a defeat for the Austrian Army, The dogma of veserving
cavalry is a false one ; nothing but the situation can decide when it is time
for this arm to cowme into action. . .

We will now take a third example : In 1870-71 we had not a single
cavalry General ; some had learnt a good deal from the war of 1866, but what
they had learnt had not given them power of action; our method had bLeen
too deficient, Nevertheless, what a brilliant geneml result was that at
Vionville! It is true,there is no need to show that the 5th and Gth Cavalry
Divisions might have opened the bottle in quite a different way to what
happened. . The conditions for this were far more favourable than at Cus-
tozza, Neither need it be shown that, if it had been commanded by a Schmidt
or a Pulz, there would have been no necessity to have had to send for the Gth
Cavalry Division (which naturally caused it to arrive too late); nor, that
even Bredow's brigade conld searcely have been better led, but that jv might
have been better supported ; that the 5th Cavalry Division might have worked
better together at Ville-sur-Yvron; that the German cavalry siiould have
been employed quite differently after the battle, and that the leadiug of the
1st Cavalry Division at Gravelotte showed how cavalry should 2ot Le emplayed.
To waste a word over this would be waste of space. Bat it is with perfect
conviction that I set myself against the “ extraordinary” method, which hax
deduced principles for the action of cavalry in battle out of these verects, and
which is officially offered to, or forced upon, our cavalry Officers as tactical
“food ;” and so long as I am able to wield my pen, I will fight against this
state of things, which is so pregnant with destruction, for it systematieally
undermines the cavalry spirit. There is no alternative for us, and we can
only fight by pulling ourselves together so as to see where the method must
lead us'to.

Vionville contains the germs of the suceess or failure of cavalry, according as
we look closely into the events of this day in their true nature and conneetion.
By this battle cavalry either learns everything, or else it yields uncondition-
ally, .That is the question which we have to decide, Of course, so long as it is
written and taught, and cavalry Officers have to learn, as follows : That the
5th and Gth Cavalry Divisions fulfilled their missions at the opening of the
battle ; that the attacks of Bredow and of the 1st Guard Dragoons, and, later
on, of the Ziethen IMussars and 16th Hus:ars, have shown that cavalry can
never again attack infantry successfully ; further, that because the 6th Cavalry
Division, after being successfully brought up, arrived too late, cavalry can
therefore always be fetched up, and consewuently would never meet with
success ; and that cavalry, which is used in the battle, cannot Le available for
pursuit, because, on the 17th and 18th August, it was not understood how to
use the eavalry, which had been very astive in the battle, but the greater part
of which had remained effective.  With such methods of instruction we in-
evitably court the decline of cavalry, instead of raising it to the level of its
tactical efticiency ; and we have already gone terribly far in that direction.

Let us veturn to onr subject.  'We certainly practise attacks in three lines;
but the outer mechanism lacks its true idea; it is a mechanisin, not an
organism. That is the case because the seed of unbelief in cavalry success is
already spread at school in the heads and hearts of future young cavalry
Officers ; this sced will not take root in every case, but it will unfortunately,
as a rule, because the majority of men are mediocritics.  All these “ifs ” and
“ands,” this quackery, which cannot even scpamte the consequence from the
cause cr distinguish Letween them (whether from ignorance or ill-will I don’t
know), must be exterminated. And when, I wonﬁc:-, will some cavaliyman
break the magic spell in soe such way as this:—

“ Away with you, J will malke the arm?! You have had your day. JYou
have reigned too long and have pushed your pedantry to its utmost limits.;
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-on have brought doubt instead of belief into the arm. My business is a very
simple one. jie ride and drnll‘and manceuvre with our eyes open, and with
« REART which valucs men at their true worth,  What I require are ‘ sabreurs,’
those men, with whom fault has till now been so unreasonably found, men
who bave confidence in themselves and their arm. I will be responsible for
rest.” :

th(i have written this down exactly as I dreamt it ; all at once I saw every-
thing different and transformed. What a life, what a land of freedom for
cavalry ; but I did not understand it any more, the spirit of the moment
(nightmare) bore so heavily on me. What grand figures of cavalrymen?
What eyes brimful of confidence, what cunning about those lips! 'Thesc
were cavalry Ofticers, light-hearted and without care ; and the love of adven-
ture shone from their countenances. Truth scared the vision away. Great
Dante! How did I then, in this shabby, prosaic world, feel that grief, which
thou once wast sensible of, when theu clothedst it in the immortal words:
Neasun majore dolori, &c. :

‘This miserable state of things must disappear, we must escape from these
disorders, and we must make up our minds as to wiat we want. Ideas are
diametrically op]l‘»osed to one another ; some swear blindly by the prophets of
the strategic, and others equally fanatically by those of the tactical action of
cavalry, May they always fight against each other, it will do both sides
good. ~ As far as cavalry in general is concerned, all that is required is that
proper courses should be followed for its instruction and training.

We wish neither to praise cavalry above its due, nor to blame it without
reason ; all we want is that focts should be taken as they are. The attack
of the 5,000 Cuirassiers at Aspern has already Leen mentioned. Now,

rhaps, the six squadrons of Bredow’s Brigade accomplished more.t Riding
off to the charge at the moment when the VIth French Corps was
about to assume the offensive, to which the German Commander-in-Chief
was unable to oppose any more fresh infantry, these six well-led squadrons,
through their powerful shock, brought the fighting line of the centre to a
standstill, and, so great was the moral effect of this, that no second attempt
at the offensive was made lere. But, whereas at Aspern not one of the
5,000 cuirassiers succeeded in getting through the lines of the Austrian
Grenadiers, this German cavalry rode through several lines and artillery, cut
down the gunners, forced (as even the French admit) a square, and had then
to stand the attack of the French cavalry, which dashed on them in superior
numbers (two divisions, Forton’s and Valabrigue’s, 3,100 strong, according
to French accounts). Butif it was possible to gain such a great result—
under unfavourable conditions—against a steady line of battle, then further
evidence is unnecessary to show what cavalry can do in battle, if it has made
up its mind to sacrifice itself in case of necd, as it must do in suck circum.
stances. 1 said that the resull was great ; great it was and ever will be,

At Aspern, Napoleon I would have been ineapable of continuing the battle
without reinforcements. 1n order to bring these up he had to gain time;
and for this, having no more infantry, he made a virtue of necessity, and
sent his cavalry into action. The case at Vionville was identical. The
eavalry attack took the place of the absent infantry, broke the enemy’s
offensive stroke, and gained time for us to bring up reinforcements, with
which we were able to renew the fight. This is the tactical point of view.
The cavalry fight at Ville-sur-Yvron was equally decisize for the issue of the
battle of \;ionvillc. The victorious German regiments in that action were

! Out of this brigade the 13th Regiment of Dragoons was on duty on the west of
the Trouville copses, and the 3rd equadron of -the 7th Cuirassicrs with tho 1st
squadron of the 16th Uhlans had been sent on reconnaissance. :
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the real cause of the divisions of Cissey aud Grenier discontinuing their suc.
cessfully commenced offensive and retreating to their main position, so as to
be safe against an attack from this cavalry:i)y occupying this ground ; and
arc we to say that the action of a body of cavalry is a “superfluity ” on the
Uattleficld, when, after overthrowing an cqual force of the enemy’s cavalry,
it can paralyse a corps of 30,000 men ? .

FPut let ug give up trying to be clever. Otherwise we should find ourselves
admitting, defending, and trying to prove a thing to be right to-day, which
we had repudiated as wrong yesterday. That is how the Greek magicians
(rhetoriciaus) formerly Lielped to ruin the Roman State; the tactical magicians
might ruin our cavalry in the same way to-day. We do not. wish to fight
for the sake of applause, but we do want to see correct conclusions drawn
from simple facts. We, in fact, want nothing but simplicity, sc.that, putting
aside everythinyg extrancous, the logic of the facts may Le heard, .

Still further proofs might be adduced to show the possibility of reaching,
riding down, and breaking infantry, even if it is armed with breechloaders
(e.g., 1st Guard Dragoons, Zicthen Hussars, and 16th Hussars in the same
Lattle), and yet the infantry of the French Empire was better trained in fire
tactics than almost any other. .

Now, if such tremendous success could be gained iu those emly days, when
the cavalry had hardly any idea of the tactics of three lines, when it had
never maneenvred as a division, when the commanders had absolutely no
training and not much tactical judgnient, when movements were far from
reaching the present degree of rapidity, and the manwuvring powers were
slight, there ° then only one demand which can be made with fairness,

- naweely :— oo .outn cavalry to the highest possible deyree of speed and maneu-

ering power, for it is only by surprise that 1 has attacked with decisive cffect,
and by thus it will mcet with 1ts successes tn the future.

‘Out of an effective of 800 horses the six squadrons of Bridow’s Brigade
lost :—

7th Curasziers, 7 Ofticers, 189 men, 209 horses.
16th Ulhlans, 9 , 174 ,, 200

Total, 16 362 409

that is to say, one half ; which is cértainly not much, if we cousider that,
without their action, the village of Vionville would in all piobability have
Leen lost, not to mention the other misfortunes that would have resulted from
it. Did not tlie French cavalry leave 3,000 out of 5,000 men in front of the
Austrian lines, when they were opposed by muzzle-loaders? The explana-
tion of this is, that the French attacks at Aspern were unskilfully led, while
Bredow’s gencralship at Vionville deserves to Le cited as a model of impro-
visation. That is the very reason why this attack is so instructive, if properly
investigated.’ X

Fur&cn‘, as this example teaches ug, cavalry also has opportunities of care-
fully reconnoitring the ground during the exhausting infantry combat, which
keeps swaying to and fro for so long over the same points, and so in that way
it finds « means of coming up comparatively sercened. 'Why should not other
cavalry Generals earry out successfully what General Bredow accomplished
80 ably, that his brigade leading deserves to be put on a level with Seydlitz’s
approach at Rossbach I This manccuvring skifl m the ficld verily encourages
ws-and inspires us with hope, for Bredow would have been able to send
twenty-four squadrons forward, if he had had them at hand, just as well as
the six which he brought against the enemy here. Thus cavalry should not
look out for a drill-ground for its wanceuvres in large units, but for some
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district, in which it can learn—and infantry should learn this as well—the
art of making use of the grouund for covering its approach. How many caralry
Generals would have been unsuccessful if entrusted with the same duty,
awing to their minds being insufliciently developed in a tactical direction for
deriving every advantage from the situation!  We ouglt, therefore, to insist
on tactical training and manacuvring power. And may we not confidentl
assert that a General, who dared at_peace manceuvres to deliver an attack
acaiust an intact infantry line, as Bredow did here, would Le done for
and put out of action at once? IHow can a cavalry General possibly form
himsclf under these conditions 7 Is it not natural that such a man would
mather make three attacks in war than one at manacuvres? Such is the fear
of criticism, : .

Opening out the squadron columns to full interval and deploying into line
of brigade in the presence of infantry is a mancuvre, which, as a rule, is
considered impructicable,  Nevertheless it served the purpose here, which is
a proof that there is no normal fighting formation for cavalry. ‘The way in
which the line will be re-formed must be left to the judgment of its com-
mander. In this cliarge it was evident at once that cavalry can ride to a
charge over a distance of 2,400 metres. Our old peace cavalry soldiers,
whose pride consisted in well-fed horses, would tear their lLair at such
“knacker's work” if they were to risec up out of their graves. But our
cavalry is not intended fora royal mews.  Itismeant to beanarm possessing
the maximum power of action ; when it is that, and not till then, it will repay
its cost.

We owe much to ' - spirit of devotion, shown by the German cavalry at
Vionville—Murs-l. _ ... It saved us from a defeat, and the battle fully
deserves the name of a eavalry battle. Cavalry opened it and cavalry carried
the other arms safely through the crises of the battle in twelve more or less
tough engagements ; it was the cavalry too, which wound up the battic and
waus still charging down on the enemy’s masses in the evening darkness, and
it was this arm whose triumph it was to hear as its final reward of victory,
« Sauve qui peut !”

I am well aware that the whole party of (infantry) tacticians, that body of
military Nihilists, who swear that the action of cavalry on the battlefield is
a thing of the past, will be down on me. But I don’t miud that, and follow
my conviction, only asking that, if it is severcly, it may also be fairly and
seriously criticised.

“We” repulsed the French charges at Woerth, Vionville, Beaumont, and
Sédan; “we” never once formed square ; “we” never lost a single man.
That ‘is all very fine and true; but it will not do to go to sleep on these
laurels. -

‘These repulses show nothing beyond the faulty disposition and execution,
aud the poor tactical ability of cavalry leaders of the stamp of Gallifet ; and
vet even these repulsed charges were not entircif' without effect. They, at
least, postponcd the defeat or ruin for a further short period, and tactically,
too, they were not worthless. Dut, should it ever happen that our infantry
has to measure its strength with a cavalry, as skilful as the German cavalry,
then the result might be different, and the cavalry may then again have to
stay the assault. The method of fighting of cavalry is, of course, a very
simiple one and always the same, t.e., the attack ; butit must not be forgotten
that this can be its ouly course in a hundred cases as wellas in a single one ;
and, ou the day of Vionville, there might have arisen some of these Twndred
f_\aes, which’ would have handed the fame of cavalry down to the most distant
Himes, : :

Why was the mass of the German cavalry not sent on to the strategie, or
left, flank of the battle from the very first? "The 6th Cavalry Division would
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have been ample for the centre and right; the 5th, and also a large part of
the divisional cavalry, should have Leen taken to the left flank, and their
duty should have been to act from this position and cAcek the deployment
and prolongation of the French line. This was theiv foremost tattical object
as soon as it was known, as we did kunow for certain as early as 10 o’clock,
that we had to deal, not with a French rear-guard, but with the whole army
of the Rhiue.

What might have been done if this cavalry had come on the scene under
the command of a Leader? How much bloodshed would have been spared,
and how much greater would our successes have been? This German
cavalry was not wanting in ecither courage or contempt of death, but was
deficient of judgment and the skill necessary for its employment. We had
practically learnt uothing from the shortcomingsof the Austrians at Koenig-
graetz on the 3rd July, :ﬁthuugh we liave Leen studying, and, to some extent,
criticising them very severely (at the Kriegsalademie) for four years., Under
far more favouralle prospects we committed the very same mistakes, even
after the cavalry divisions had stopped the enemy. Had the German cavalry
come into action in mass on the left wing it would probably not have been
required to undertake “ death rides” later on, and we should just as probably
know notling of the drama of the 33th Brigade, and it may safely ULe
assumed that the IVth French Corps would not have reached the battle-
field. Look at Custozza, Strategically and tactically the Dattle woulil
have followed a ditferent—and a better course. Certainly the cavalry did
excellent service within a limited area later on ; but, in spite of all sacri-
fices, it was not capable of undoing the greatest fault of the day.

‘We have given this sketch, because one of the foremost duties of cavalry
always is that of delaying troops in their advance by means of repeated and
vigorous attacks, after the manner of Colonel Pulz at Custozza. Ilercin lics
its decisive action on the battlefield.

X. The Cavalry Division in Purauit.

Any layman can preach along-winded sermon on the capability of cavalry
for carrying ou a pursnit. The human mind perceives the possibility for
this, in the very great rapidity and mobility attaclhing to cavalry above all
other arms.  That being the case, everyone concludes that this arm must
always deal the finishing stroke to an army which has been erushed on the
battlefieldd, for they say : The other arms have Leen exhausted by the battle
itself ; as soon as they change from line of battle to order of march there are
certain to be checks amongst the exhausted masses; a long line of Lattle
becomes a far longer line of march ; now, as the horse can move faster and
for longer than infantry and artillery, cavalry must therefore put an ary,
which has been overthrown on the battlefield, to complete rout,

Such are the words of wisdom spoken by anyone who has shouldered a
musket ; and, in fact, there would be nothing to say against thiem, if there
were no such things as tactica.

Before guing further we must consider two facts : 1. Inall ages and with
all nations there have been extremely few very profitable pursuits ; 2. For the
basis of our considerations we can only take t!xc tactics of the present day,
the composition of our armies, the character of modern actions, and the nature
of our civilized countries.

From the former it follows that the law of pursuit is, in general, difficult
to cury out, even if its importance is fully recognized. The latter points
generally to the increased difficulty of a pursuit when comparing with former

ges, )

We should gain uothing Ly ecriticising the shortcomings, which have
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attended the eml)loyment of cavalry as the arm of pursuit, in the most receat
wars. We should be putting established facts in another form before the
initiated, while our statementa would be of no use to the uninitiated. It suffices
to say that & pursuit, in any degree noteworthy, took place after the battle of
Philippopoli alore, In other cases—and, indeed, in those in which an ener-
getic pursuit would have anuihilated the enemy, as happened to Na})olcon
Tu days goue by after Waterloo-—namely after Koeniggraetz and Woerth,
1o cavalry was sent out with orders to pursue up to tbe last breath of horse
and rider. . .
" 1t would be easy to'elaborate criticisms after the events; but this is not
our way of looking at things, We suppose the faults committed in those
situations, to be known, and desire nothing more than to sharpen the sword
of cavalry for pursuit by means of instruction and peace excreises. Here we
are at once confronted with the question : Is it then possible for cavalry to
Ve trained in peace for its action in pursuit? The essential point depends on
the answer to this question; and,as a rule, the reply is, Mo ; however it
would be more correct to say Yes. :

By dint of industry and practice Frederick the Great raised his cavalry to
thie highest degree of tactical power ; to this Napoleon I added an equally
areat strategic power.  To which of them does skill in pursuing belong 7 To
rategy, as far as its object is concerned, and to tactics, as far as the means
for gaining the object are concerned.

For any cavalry to be skilful in pursuit it must, therefore, be a most
tlnorou"hliy trained arm, and its commanders must have the talent of seeing
lhrougfx the chaos after the decision of a battle, so as to fix on a further, a
strategic object, namely : to keep on the heels of the enemy day and night
without resting, until the enemy disperses, till his organism crumbles away,
and until his army ceases to be an army.

Great commanders have had this strategic object in view in every decisive
action, but it is onlf' necessary to know that it was gained by Napoleon I
only once, and by Blucher, at the most, twice, in order to understand that ita
execution must possess its own special difficulties.” There is no doubt, too,
that the commanders at Kocniggraetz and Woerth recognized the resem-
blance between the situations in those battles and at Waterloo ; they also
wanted to do what was right for making the most of their victories, but . . .
Yes, this “ but ” can be acquired in peace time to a certain extent, mainly
by putting good-sized bodies of cavalry at the disposal of the corps com-
manders at manceuvres ; and it is therefore an absolute nceessity to have
them on both sides. These bodies of cavalry must arrive at the right places
in the course of the manceuvre, and it can only be proved during the actual
manceuvre if they have done so. For although the nature of the country is
of importance, yet the decisive point is the “situation,” of which the ground
isouly the basts. This control over the position of the cavalry divisions
during the (peace) fight, over their actions, their intentions, and their way of
following the progress of the manceuvre, in fact the constant state of readi-
ness—niturally at distances suited to real warfare—is the first and chief requi-
site for the immediate employment of the eavalry in the decisive stroke, and
for the actual pursuit. This apparently seclf-explanatory view was, so far as
Iknow, first applied with skill and success at the manceuvres of the IVth Army
Corps this year ; so far it has not received sufficient attention, in foreign
countries as well as our own. If a permament interchange of ideas and plans
18 to exist anywhere, it must be between the Commander-in-Chicf and the
commanders of cavalry divisions. The communications between these two
authoritics must be of a permanent and direct nature, Between them there
must be no tntermediary, and the existing ideas must be known by, and the
situation must be clear to, both. In-every situation, before, during, and afier

4
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the fight, the Commander-in-Chicf and the comwanders of cavalry divisions
musf, so to say, be one being; they must be at one in their plans and deci-
sions, and the army itself must move on the broad and sure bLasis of this
system, .

3 A battle, which has been properly led up to by the cavalry divisions—of
comrse with the full knowledge of the Commander-in-Chief—should take
place just where they have brought the enemy to staud, as at Vionville—
Mars-1a-Tour for example; althongh there our condition was certainly not
fulfilled ; and the battle would have to be birought to a complete end Ly
them, as was the case at Vioaville,

Iowever, every victory does not necessarily lead to the break up of the
cuemy on the battlefield. Out of a goodly number of battles in 1870-71, we
can really only quote two of this sort, viz, Woerth and Beaumont ; the
capitulations of Sédan, Metz, Paris, and Poutarlier do not come under this
head. Such events will probably repcat themselves, but the break up of an
army on the field of battle will perhaps Le still more the exception than it
was in 1870-71.

Thus, if the most recent military history proves the rarity of the break up of
an army on the battleficld, we must base our criticism on it, that is to say,
we shall then understand that cavalry—even if it had followed the whole
progress of the battle in sufficient strength and in readiness for action—
could still only have played a sinnll and flecting part as a pursuing arm.
Hence, our first endeavour must always be to win a decisive victory, as, for
example, at Woerth ; during the struggle for victory the cavalry must keepon
the look out with eagle cyes so as to dash in when the battle edifice gives way.
Had it made its appearance here and at Koeniggractz in sufficient strength
at the right time and place, and prepared by the necessary tacticul training,
it is certain that history would record a second and third Waterloo,

Hence the’ coadition for any pursuit by cavalry is—after a successful
break up of the hostile army—the tactical and strategic ability of its com-
mander ; when this exists, and the structure of the fizht begins to crumble
away, then the cavalry divisions, trained according to our modest ideas, only
need the 11/l to carry out what is required. Then will the tactical cfficicney,
suppleness, and mauceuvring power of the cavalry divisions pay ; then will
the muscles. and lungs of the hoises, the spirit of sacrifice, imtiative, and
dash of the rider, now, just as in the past, deprive the defeated army of all
chance of recovering its breath, and sweep it off the fickl. But this result
must not be expected from every battle ; 1t can only be exzpected from those
—and they are rare—which ean be ranked with Waterloo, Koeniggraetz,
and Woerth. Thus, if we would rightly estimate the action of cavalry in
pursuit, we should, above all, first estimate the course of the battle itsclf.

The imaginary picture of the enemy's flecing infantry, cavalry, aud artil-
lery, the wild pell-mell of the exhausted arms, madly struggling with one
another, are not the result of every battle, and it has satisfied the greatest
Generals if they have once come up to this standard. This iy the truth, and
we should teach it. Then will Genemls and cavaliy be shiclded from unfair
eriticisin ; then shall we stand on the ground of what is real aud uscful
We shall not be fecding the imagination on delusive pictures, nor exposing
soul Lrought up in grand dreams to the rough and painful undececiving,
which every soldier must experience who has entered the profession of arms
with too lLigh aspirations. i o .

Cavalry, which is intended for pursuit, must be on the spot and have the

oucr to do what it 1wcants. Pcace offers plenty of opportunity for practising
oth of these. ‘The tactical efficiency of individual regiments leaves little to
be desired, yet we must endeavour all the more to make sure that the
cavalry, from the General down to the last diagoon, clearly knows that its
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mission is to be the first and last engaged with the enemy. If it is conscious
of this, the pursuit itself—if tactically it is at all sible—ia no longer a
question, but will follow as a matter of course, provided th: mar does not fail
in the soldier, as, assuredly, may happen from many familiar and unfamiliar,
known and unknown, causes, for men are organisms and not machines. And
even then we must not be bard upon them.

The necessity of having to be the first and last engaged, can and must be

ut to the test at all manceuvres ;.and, although breaking in on the retreat-
ing enemy cannot be actua]]f' rapresented, all the same a pursuit in the best
direction, and in the tactically right formation and strength, can be practised
at the end of every day of the manauvres. This is the.best school for our
object, and these principles ‘must also be put into practice—as much as
possible as in real warfare—at manceuvres of cavalry against cavalry, and, in

cneral, after every tactical collision. . . L

It would fill 2 whole book if we were to say all that cavalry must observe
and be able to do in a pursuit. But this is not our object. We need only to

int out that the cavalry division is just as much the fittest tactical body

}fx pursuit, as it .is the most suitable for its other strategic and tactical
action.. Of course it will .not deliver an attack in three lines every day ;
but by its strength, :organization, armanient, . composition, and tactical
efficiency it will aspire to that noble sentiment of * cavalry independence,”
and will recognize no other master than the sword which it wields, If the
cavalry divisions have been the inaugurators of a battle, then, after the battle,
they will be the true masters of ‘the situation, driving before them the .
caemy’s crumbled organizations, just as the tempest tosses the leaves. In a

ursuit the cavalry leader will be able’to venture even more than before the

attle. He will find himself strong enough to strike out an independent line,
and in so doing will, perliaps, make the greatest demands on the endurance
of his forces, 80 as to fall on the flanks of the enemy’s ruined masses wherever
he ¢an, or even to occupy,.in advance of him, important points, which the
anticipated enémy must then, on his side, try to take. "In this cnse, again, a
judicious training in dismouited-fighting will repay the timé ‘and labour
spent on it, ’

. XI. Deductions.

‘If we compare the losses of cavalry with those of infantry in :sévere
attacks we shall come to ‘practically: thé same result.’ In almost all severe
actions infantry has'suffered almost exactly as much, and even in almost the
same time, as Bredow's brigade ; compare the 11th Regiment at Vionville, the
38th Brigade at Mars-la-Tour, and the Guard at St. Privat. o

Considered tactically, however, sucha -comparison appears in a different
light ; those infantry attacks should have beeu, from a tactical point of view,
defeats of the assailants ; they had no ‘direct results; whereas, againat this,
the material and moral, t.e., tactical, cffect of Bredow’s Brigade was felt along
the whole French line. C o : '

.Now, the attack of Bredow's Brigadeé was by no means a surprise ; the
French, it is true, could not exactly see it during its ride throxigﬁ the two
depressions ; nevertheless, they noticed it from the commeéncement Ly the
high rising dust, which kept moving nearer and néarer towards them. They
were thus prepared for something unusual happening. " Besides, the French
infantry was, so to speak, fresh, intact-and secure on its-flank. Thus the
cavalry attacked under conditions which would always be considered in peace
as thoroughly debarring success—we - may convinee oursclves of this at
any mancuvre, -Generals Alvenslében ‘and:Bredow had also evidently had
this apprehension, for they spoke of “sacrificing” the cavalry, However
liigh Eopcs they may have placed on the tactical effect of the sacrifice,
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neither of them anticipated the effect which was actually produced. . This
exceeded all expectation, and completely surprised everyone, by its magnitude.
It will not do to reply to us, “ Oh, yes, the French infantry !” as men are
in the habit of detracting from the success of the Austrian cavalry at
Custozza with the words : * Oh, yes, the Italian infantry !” DBut they forget
that we cannot attack our own infautry, so we must deal with realities and
not with “ifs” and “ands” or uational conceit. And was the Prussian
jnfantry, armed with breech-loaders, so very intact after the attacks of the
1st and 3rd Austrian Reserve Cavalry Divisions at Koeniggraetz? Does any
one wish to assert that? What was it that caused the sudden intimidation
which seized the whole line ?

In a tactical sense, Generals Alvensleben and Bredow certainly never
intended what Napoleon I wanted at Somo Sierra. They did not wish to
entrust to their cavalry an attack like that which Napoleon I considered
impracticable for his infantry in the latter battle. But that is not so much
the question ; the fact remains that well led cavalry can to-day do all that
Napoleon I required of his troops at Somo Sierra and Wagram. It would
be natural to suppose this conclusion to be so simple and unanswerable that
it could not fail to be self-evident to everybody ; but exactly the contrary is
the case. Because Bredow’s Lrigade lost half of its men the action of
cavalry in battle is looked upon as a “superfluity.” Is it then to be sup-
posed that cavalry can go into action without sufferingany loss? For this loss
15, afterall, the only argument in support of that idea! Ias any man ever
concluded from the numerous defeats of bodics of infantry that, therefore,
infantry must never attack again? Yet this would be equally good logic.
Because the Gth Cavalry Division at Vionville had first to be sent for in
order to profit from the momentary situation, men conclude that cavalry will
invariably have to remain so far in the rear that it will always have to be
called up first, and that it must invariably come up too late for success.
‘Why not blame what really deserves censure, t.e,, the fact that it stood in a
wrong position, and that its commander was not equal to his work? Yes,
cavalry divisions should have the ablest cavalry Generals, and nothing but
ability should be considered a recommendation for their appointinent. ~This

-was how Frederick the Great acted with Seydlitz He was the ablest,

but also the youngest, Prussian General ; yet, by selection and a recognition
of his ability, he reached a position in which, even till quite recently—in the
cavalry especially—other considerations have, unfortunately, placed men.
But if we will entrust such a sensitive arm as cavalry to mmiiocritics, then
we, at any xate, have no business to derive priuciples for cavalry’s action on
the battlefield out of THEIR fiusco / X
That is turning things topsy turry ! Custozza, Koeniggraetz, and Vionville
are the sources from which cavalry tactics must be regenerated ; for in these
battles the cavalry was used in accordance with true tactical prineciples in the
preparatory stage, in the development of the fight, and at the erisis, as well
as after the decision; and it everywhere gained great aud substantial
succeases against muzzle- and breech-loaders, against infantry, artillery, and
cavalry, against intact troops and against victorious infantry. Its fighting
action, compared to other arms, was certainly seldom shown in other battles,
ret it might have been. It was the result of many peculiar coincidences.
evertheless, its tactical success in the battles noticed, puts the success of
other cavalry of earlier days in the shade. Thus the nature of cavalry is,
and remains unchangeable for the tactical co-operation of all arms, and that
must never be Jost sight of. If that is acknowledged, then the following can
be the only requirenients, viz.: Education of cavalry leaders (tacticians),
training of the cavalry, manceuvring power of the units, greatest possible
rapidity aud precision in evolutious. All this can only be attained if the
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units arc composed in peace as they will appear in war, and if the Com-
manders get charge in peace of the nstrument, which will be given tasthem
in war. ‘This is disputable. It was Frederick’s plan; hence the Tyrican
character of his whole cavalry ; of course there was a differcuce even among
his Generals (Buddenbrock, Gessler, Driesen, Wuudsch, Zicthen, Seydlitz,
&c.); but that must always Le the case with even the best system ; we can
always bring the mind up to a general level, but genius can never be reached
Ly means of education, instruction, and practice ; and, although a sound
system may not give us a Seydlitz, yet by practice, training, and education
we may discover Gesslers and Buddenbrocks. Acconling to Scharnhorst
several able heads put together may make up for the head of one genius,

And we must not overlook the main thing, .e, that cavalry can only over-
come its natural adversary, the enemy’s c:u'aTry, by superior tactical efliciency.
‘This requircment will become more and more evident to it every day.

The strategic task is one which is impossible of execution without this
tactical efficiency and without the Commander's thorough knowledge of the
employment of cavalry. Here it is especially a ease of always secking a
success sword in hand.  This, again, is always the starting point for further
~trategic missions, and, although dismounted fighting will play no small part
in the strategic cmplo{'ment of cavalry, yet the final subjugation of ihe
enemy’s cavalry will only be attained by the attack.

The cavalry, which has grasped the priuciples of its employment, and
which has reached a high state of tactical training, will therefore be the
superior in strategic respects,  Only give it its head, and it will soon make
a way for itself. For, as we have said, in no arm is the connection of
strategic and tactical action so frequent and direct asin cavalry.

Again, the leader who—bzcause he is master of his instrument—has cou-
fidence in himself and in the tactieal efficiency of his arm, will go on with
a light heart in advauce of the frout of the Army, for he is acquainted with
his instrument, and knows what he may claim from it. A word or two
more about dismounted fizhting. Expression has to some extent beeu given
to the necessity of training cavalry in this duty, in its Leing armed with
carbines. If too little was formerly done in his direction, we must be care-
ful not to go too far now. It is only when mounted that cavalry is a special
arm, with all the advantages and disadvantages of such an arm. When
dismounted it resigns its special objeet. If we wish to proceed wisely in this
direction, we must exercise the cavalry mainly in shooting. Of real dis-
mounted cowbat it requires no more than to be able to attack in skirmish-
ing line and to defend itself, and it will kuow how to defend itself when it
has learnt how to shoot. This is the most important thing; till now it has
been 1most neglected because it was thought of Jeast conscquence.  But what-
ever may be done, and however cavalry may be trained and instructed, we
must above all, foster its inelination to the offensive—the offensive mounted
and dismounted. Cavalry must keep on the move, must go ahead, and must
therefore do its work mounted or disinounted, as circumstances require.

We requite “sabreurs,” in their proper meaning ; perhaps, too, they may
Lecome a counterpoise to those wiseacres, of whom we could well spare a

few. .
XII. Conclusion.

“ Tropfen aus dem Ozean der Zeit,
Schoepft das Mcnschenkind mit bleiner Iand,
Spiegelt doch dem lichte zugewandt,
Sich darin dic ganze Ewigkeit.”!

¥ “3With his swull Land the child of wan draws drops out of the occan of time,
yet ell eternity is turned in them, and reflected back to the light.”

VOL. XXXIV, H
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These pages are, to be sure, but drops out of the ocean of military history,
yet they contain the truth, and reflect back the eternity of cavalry tactics, in
so far as they show that cavalry has at all times, from Alexander the Great -
down to our days, won its successes on the battlefield only by the same means,
suited to the principles of its employment.

I have not gone iuto the question of regulation formations. Tt is possible
that some of them might be Letter; but those laid down are suflicient to
make eavalry rapid, sharp, and fit to manceuvre in all cases.

What hampers it is the belief held as to its action on the battlefield, which
follows from nsufficient instruction and tactical training of the leaders them.
selves. The incomplete iustruction and tactical training are again the results
of an imperfect organization, and of insufficient exercising of the cavalry in

cace ; but all I asﬁ for can be summed up in the single word * tacticians.”

Ve nowadays look at military history, and the instruction and training of
Oflicers in u different way to what was the case in former times. To be sure,
we know that the Chinese, Greeks and Romans, Spaniards and Germans,
Dutch, English, Danzss and Swedes, French and Italians have had their
tactics, which have been spread here and there to a greater or less extent
over the earth, Yet each system had to make way for its successor. The
main principles of tactics only are eternal and immutable ; but the way of
getting at them is the part, \\‘ilicll is capable of being changed and forgotten,
And how often has not the action of mvalriy on the field been recognized
aud yet allowed to sink back into oblivion! In the incessant mutation of
everything of this world, and in the unfavourable condition of their times,
everything, which an Alexander the Great, a Hannibal, 2 Cromwell had been
at such pains to build up, disappeared, as if it had never existed ; and, until
more modern times, the great masters in the art of war of allnations, and of
all ages, have had to make a fresh start and evolve the whole thing out of their
inner consciences. This is a brief record of the sins of the (lisci[ﬁcs of Mars,
who are so often disinclined to study. More modern days for cavalry date
from the age of Gustavus Adolphus ard Cromwell. It was reserved for our
century’s taste for research to collect the few “ drops of military history,” and
out of them to re-establish a simple medium for the study of military history.
The powerful impulse in this direction originated more from Frederick fI
than from any other master of war; the researches of "this philosophic head
went into the proper connection of things; it was not only in battle that he
showed himsel} a tactician, but he also taught others how to become tacticians,
and how the arms, cavalry in particular, can be brought to the standard of
their tactical duty.

It is only since Frederick the Great that, in addition to cavalry tacties, we
have had instructions for learning them ; and yet, in spite of the phenomenal
appearance of Napoleon I, these have again sunk into such complete oblivion
that, notwithstanding the lessons pointed out in modern wars, the “ spirit”
persists in remaining in vacillation and fear. Here again the cause 13 the
same. The spirit slumbers in the profession, tactics are chilled in peace time
into a lifeless doctrine of forms, and the agreeable form triumphs but
too ecasily over the ever “disagreeable” spirit. The latter is disagreeable
Lecause it knows nothing but critical research, and we know that even the
disciples of Mars have a strong peaceful disposition, namely : the wish not to
be worried by disturbers of mental peace! Their life is so peaceful, why
should they torment themselves with problems ? .

These pages have no other object than tu direct attention to the famuta-
bility of the naturewf cavalry, to its tactical importance in battle, now as in
the past, provided it receives proper training and instruction in peace. They
are intended to contribute towards restoring, above everything, to cavalry
that faith and confidence in its arm, which are threatened with being under-
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mined (if such has not alrendy been their fate), not through modern five-
actions, but through false theovetical deductions. It is hoped that their
uffect will Le to make the cavalryman take the field as a thovough cavalsy
soldier, and to prevent him forgetting in peace that this time ought to be for
him a school of tactics and not of sport.

e are unmistakably marching on towards fre<h complications ; what is
done must be done quicklyt We have tarried too long with words, let us
now at last see dreds,





