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A NOTE FROM THE EDITOR 
 
 

The present autumn issue of Mars & Clio appears slightly later than planned, for which the editor 

has to apologize; due to events of past months it deviates somewhat from the slightly changed format 

of those from last year. As usual, the bulletin includes articles on topics related to military history, 

shorter notes, reports and communications, as well as book reviews which may be of interest to the 

membership. The present issue covers topics from the Hellenistic period to the Great War. The news 

section, however, precedes the article section in this issue. 

The article section is prefaced by two pieces in memoriam of Professor Brian Bond, an 

obituary written by himself and an appreciation by BCMH president emeritus Professor William 

Philpott, and by a short piece in memoriam of Chris McCarthy. An appreciation of Chris McCarthy 

by Nick Perry can be found on the commission’s website; the link can be found below; it includes a 

sentence that struck the editor as summing up what the commission is all about: “The Commission 

was then, as it has remained, the broad church that is its greatest strength, a mixture of academics 

young and old, military folk serving and retired, heritage experts from the museums and interested 

and informed laypeople.” 

The first article by Teresa Ó Dúill and the editor reviews one of the greatest military parades 

in antiquity which took place in 166BC in Daphne near Antioch. Gabrielle McBath then compares 

two examples of naval blockade, the Royal Navy blockade leading up to the Battle of Quiberon Bay 

and the US blockade of Cuba in the Spanish-American War. A biographical piece by Pia Henning 

which takes a closer look at Thilo Wolf von Trotha, an important but nowadays largely forgotten 

Kriegsspiel designer, completes the articles section. 

The Notes, Reports and Communications section has a long report by Andy Grainger of a 

tour to some early Great War battlefields as well as a teaser on a fascinating story from the events 

leading up to the Great War by Tony Cowan, which will be the subject of a longer article in a future 

issue. A brief review section concludes the present issue. 

Again, I would encourage the membership to come forward with either articles or other 

pieces that might be of interest to fellow members; these could include reviews of books new as well 

as old, individual documents or reports from visits to battlefields, museums, or conferences. 

Please feel free to contact me at 

 

jorit.wintjes@uni-wuerzburg.de 

 
 

Jorit Wintjes 
  

mailto:jorit.wintjes@uni-wuerzburg.de
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Professor Brian Bond 

Brian Bond 

 

After National Service in the Royal Artillery, Brian spent three very enjoyable years at Worcester 

College (1956 – 59). It was the only College he had put on his application form, so keen was he to go 

there. He achieved a good degree in History and represented the College at rugby, football and 

cricket; only in his final year did he begin to consider going on to do postgraduate research in his 

Special Subject, military history, stimulated by Norman Gibbs at All Souls. He did not get a research 

grant, but developed this interest while teaching non-military courses at the universities of Exeter 

and Liverpool (1962 – 66), when he was offered a lectureship in the newly-established department 

of War Studies at King’s College, London, where he spent the rest of his career. Promotion was slow 

in a very small department, but he was duly appointed Reader and then Professor of Military History. 

War Studies at King’s was established by Michael (later Sir Michael) Howard as a graduate 

only department, but Brian always offered an undergraduate Special Subject and a broad survey 

course to all qualified students in the University. For nearly half a century he also organised and 

chaired a senior graduate seminar at the Institute of Historical Research. 

Brian enjoyed teaching at all levels, and never sought to reduce the heavy burden, but he did 

find the commuting stressful. As with all teachers, he was delighted when students, at any level, 

showed interest in his special subjects, on which he published widely. He was particularly proud of 

supervising fifty successful PhD candidates. 

Brian lectured frequently and to a great range of audiences in Britain, North America and 

Western Europe. He also made five lecture tours to Japan. He was President of the British 

Commission for Military History for twenty years (1986 – 2006), and delivered the Lees Knowles 

Lectures at Cambridge in 2000 (published as The Unquiet Western Front, 2002) 

Brian was fortunate to enter at the outset of the new academic field of War Studies, chiefly 

inspired by Michael Howard from the early 1960s at King’s and later at Oxford. Brian Bond made a 

significant contribution to this development, see his memoir Military Historian (2018). Outside 

academia, he was unusual in spending almost all of his long life in the small, Thames-side village of 

Medmenham near Marlow. Sixty of those years were happily shared with his wife, Madeleine. 

Though disappointed that he only spent such a short time in Oxford, he always remains grateful to 

Worcester College, not only for his academic and sporting experiences, but also for the inspiring 

environment of the College’s buildings, gardens and grounds. 
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Professor Brian Bond: An Appreciation 

William Philpott 

(BCMH President emeritus) 

 

Long-standing members of the Commission will remember Brian Bond as their President, a post that 

he held for twenty years. More recent members will know Brian only by reputation, as one of the 

leading military historians of the second half of the twentieth century. In a career that spanned from 

the 1960s to the turn of the century, and in his active retirement that followed, Brian shaped the 

discipline, educated and mentored its practitioners, led effectively but unostentatiously the military 

history community, and contributed exemplary scholarship as ‘unfashionable’ military history 

wormed its way into the university curriculum during the final quarter of the twentieth century. 

Brian’s early life and influences are chronicled in his deeply personal memoir, Military 

Historian, in which he explains how a bright grammar school scholarship boy from the home 

counties made his way into the academic profession. His initiation was not without the usual 

challenges, stops and starts that aspiring academics still experience some seventy years later, 

although the expectations and requirements were somewhat less demanding than those today. After 

national service in the Royal Artillery and a serviceable modern history degree at Oxford University, 

Brian found himself, not entirely congenially, drawn into the world of school teaching. Luck would 

have it that his father was Basil Liddell Hart’s gardener. So began a mentoring relationship that 

brought Brian into contact with important figures in the military world; and, most fortunately, 

Michael Howard, with whom Brian began postgraduate research at King’s College London. After a 

stint lecturing at Liverpool University, Brian returned to King’s in 1966 when he was recruited by 

Michael Howard to teach in the recently established Department of War Studies, where Brian would 

remain for the rest of his career, retiring in 2001. 

I first met Brian, who by then was an established scholar with a high reputation, in 1989, 

when I offered a paper to his long-running miliary history research seminar at the Institute of 

Historical Research. A rite-of-passage and daunting experience for all doctoral students, I still 

remember Brian’s comment, typical of his mordant wit, after I had delivered the paper: “When I 

received the title [it was The Strategic Ideas of Sir John French] I thought it was going to be a very 

short paper.” Those of you who knew Brian will have similar anecdotes to recount. Still, it must have 

made an impression, for later that year I was taken on as his postdoctoral research assistant. I was 

inducted into Brian’s coterie relatively late, but it was clear that his influence was far-reaching. Many 

of Brian’s doctoral students – some fifty in number, of whom he was immensely proud – had already 

established themselves as academics formed in their supervisor’s mould. One of them was my 

external DPhil examiner, and several others were members of the post-doctoral research project on 

British Civil–Military Relations that he was co-directing with Professor Paul Smith from 
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Southampton University. (Incidentally, an indication that, early on at least, military history could 

find its place in the ‘grant-driven’ university research culture that has become commonplace in the 

twenty-first century.) How many went on to receive chairs themselves has not been counted, but I 

know myself more than half-a-dozen. 

My career thereafter has echoes of Brian’s own, as I operated in the same circles and he 

became a supportive mentor and good friend (so much so that one cheeky acquaintance nicknamed 

me ‘baby Bond’). I joined the BCMH, became a regular member of Brian’s IHR seminar, worked with 

him on the Council of the Army Records Society and ultimately when he retired secured a lectureship 

in military history as his direct replacement in War Studies. Perhaps my course was set towards the 

Presidency of the BCMH at an early date. Following so closely in Brian’s footsteps was perhaps a 

unique privilege, but I would not be alone in recognizing the efforts Brian made, and the pleasure he 

took, in supporting and encouraging promising military historians. I was touched by the kind note 

he wrote welcoming my candidacy when I stood for the Presidency.  

Working as his post-doc on British civil–military relations introduced me to Brian’s scholarly 

work. At that time, he had established his reputation as a scholar of the British army: initially of the 

Victorian army but latterly of the inter-war army. His early-career edition of Chief of Staff Henry 

Pownall’s diaries led to a ground-breaking and influential study of the British army between the 

wars, and a short but incisive analysis of the BEF’s disastrous campaign in 1940. Unfortunately, Brian 

was not in a position to write a biography of Liddell Hart as he had wished, while the author he 

recommended to Lady Liddell Hart was not approved. Instead, Brian made an ‘unauthorized’ foray 

into an examination of Liddell Hart’s military thought, a thoughtful and balanced book that both 

emphasized Liddell Hart’s influence while not being reticent in criticism when the principles of 

sound scholarship demanded it. Unfortunately, as Brian recounts in his memoir, critical reviews of 

the volume that sullied the reputation of its subject soured his relationship with Liddell Hart’s widow 

in later years. 

Like others, Brian had engaged with the ‘new’ military history in vogue at the time, 

contributing a volume on the late nineteenth and twentieth century to Fontana’s influential series 

on war and society. Significantly, and often overlooked, Brian was an editor of considerable range. 

To Pownall’s diaries he added two editions of First World War staff officers’ diaries, those of Lord 

Moyne and Earl Stanhope: this seemed to be his editorial niche, understanding as he did the army’s 

staff system after his early work on the Staff College. There were also regular thematic edited 

collections, focusing on questions of command or current issues in historiography, such as the 

reputation of Douglas Haig. Perhaps the best and most important was his 1991 volume The First 

World War and British Military History, in which he rounded up the big names and rising stars in 

British First World War scholarship to review the evolution of debates and controversies since the 

inter-war years, just as scholarly interest in the British Army and the First World War in general 

was taking off. (Given that, a second edition reviewing the output of the following decades is 

probably due.) Indeed, Brian himself made a significant contribution to the rich and largely 
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revisionist scholarship that followed, as well as encouraging the dissemination of new thinking 

through such projects as the volume he edited for the BCMH, Look to Your Front, to which, as a 

young lecturer, I was privileged to be asked to contribute a chapter. Brian can be seen to have had a 

long-standing interest in the First World War – one of his earliest scholarly publications was a 

chapter on that war in the New Cambridge Modern History. But, while he taught Britain’s First 

World War as a special subject in War Studies for many years, it was not until retirement that he 

really engaged with his thinking about that war and its troubled ‘survivors’, a field of research that 

united his historical understanding of the conflict with his love of its literature. 

When our careers overlapped, I had many opportunities to witness Brian in action. He hosted 

BCMH conferences and chaired its General Committee meeting and AGMs with cordiality, efficiency 

and practical common sense, leavened with an element of wry humour, talents of an 

undemonstrative but effective academic leader. Above all, he chaired military history seminars at 

the IHR where he was such a commanding presence over nearly four decades (once again I succeeded 

him as a convener after he reached the compulsory age to step down). That seminar, of which his 

memoir indicates he was very proud, after a momentary hiatus during covid, has resumed afresh, 

cast its net more widely, and will continue as one of Brian’s enduring legacies.  

After his retirement, Brian’s thin, spidery handwriting would often appear in my pigeonhole, 

another letter with a request for help, information, or sage advice. Unfortunately, in remaining aloof 

from the digital age, Brian became increasingly cut off from the community of which he was a pillar 

as old age and the need to care for Madeleine, his wife of more than sixty years, confined him to his 

much-loved, if leaky, house on the banks of the Thames in Medmenham, Buckinghamshire. But the 

letter and the telephone kept him in touch with a group of loyal friends and colleagues, many former 

students, who supported him in his later years.  

Brian might be well-defined as ‘old school’, but he served as a focal point for the military 

history community over decades, as a conduit for professional growth (both for individuals and the 

scholarly community), and as an exemplary scholar who could straddle the gulf between the old 

military history and the new. As his memoir concluded, he had a happy life, his sometimes dour 

demeanour notwithstanding. As a leader, scholar, mentor and friend Brian Bond made a difference 

to so many of us who worked alongside him and came to appreciate the man behind the mask, and 

I hope that my personal recollections can stand as exemplar for the collective respect and affection 

for Brian that many reading this will share. He should be remembered not perhaps for his scholarship 

– erudite and original though much of it was, like all history it was of its place and time – but for 

his lasting legacy that is the vibrant twenty-first century military history community that he did so 

much to create and shape.  
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in memoriam Chris McCarthy (1948 – 2025) 

 

 

In August, the commission received the sad news that Chris McCarthy had died 

suddenly. A conservator at the Imperial War Museum from 1976 to 2008, he was a 

member of the commission for over three decades and served as its secretary general 

from 1997 to 2001. 

 

 

Please read the appreciation written by commission member Nick Perry, which can be 

found on the commission’s website: 

 

 

https://www.bcmh.org.uk/chris-mccarthy-2/  
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ARTICLES 

A display of munificence – Antiochus IV Epiphanes’ great military parade at Daphne 

Teresa Ó Dúill and Jorit Wintjes 

Introduction 

The turbulent years following the death of Alexander the Great mark the beginning of the Hellenistic 

period. Within a generation, a succession of wars resulted in the eventual emergence of a system, 

shaky as it was, of three major powers, Ptolemaeic Egypt, Antigonid Macedonia and the empire 

founded by Seleucus the Great which during its heydays extended from the Khyber Pass to the coasts 

of Asia Minor. Around 150 years later, in 168 BC, the Hellenistic kingdom of Macedonia came to a 

violent end at the hand pf the Roman Republic, which would eventually replace all Hellenistic 

kingdoms and become the undisputed ruler in the Mediterranean world and beyond, exerting power 

over such diverse regions as the upper Euphrates valley, the Farasan Islands in the Red Sea, the 

Carpathian mountains, or Cumbria; the process which saw Roman power replace the great 

Hellenistic kingdom began on the battlefield of Pydna in 168 BC and came to an end outside 

Alexandria in 30 BC.  

While in 166 BC the power of both Seleucid and Ptolemaeic kingdoms was already in decline, 

both still had access to considerable resources, and the Seleucid king Antiochus IV. Epiphanes, two 

years after the defeat of the Antigonid kingdom, decided to make use of them by staging some of the 

most splendid games the world had seen so far.1 He was likely prompted to do so by four main 

reasons: one, it fitted his attempts at unifying the Seleucid empire quite well, not only politically but 

also culturally; two, hosting games of considerable magnitude was a means of communicating to the 

outside world that the Seleucid empire was still a force to be reckoned with; three, the Roman victor 

of 168 BC, Aemilius Paullus, had held magnificent games of his own to celebrate his victory over the 

Antigonid kingdom. Antiochus was not to be outshone by these, and therefore had his games 

organized in Daphne, the fashionable suburb of his capital Antioch, well known for its mild climate 

and plentiful springs; and four – and perhaps most importantly –, holding lavish games as a 

celebration of his recent military successes against the Ptolemies helped to gloss over the slightly 

uncomfortable truth that Antiochus' campaign against Egypt, while initially successful, had been 

1 For the dating of Antiochus' games see Dov Gera/Wayne Horowitz, 'Antiochus IV in Life and Death: Evidence from 
the Babylonian Astronomical Diaries’, Journal of the American Oriental Society 117, 1997, pp. 240-252; see also Frank W. 
Walbank, A Historical Commentary on Polybius. Volume III: Commentary on Books XIX-XL (Oxford: Oxford University 
Press, 1979), pp. 448-449; on the games themselves see also Jonathan C. Edmondson, ‘The Cultural Politics of Public 
Spectacle in Rome and the Greek East. 167-166 BCE’, Studies in the History of Art 56, 1999, pp. 76-95. 
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ended rather abruptly by Roman diplomatic intervention on the so-called Day of Eleusis under 

circumstances which ancient sources generally considered to be humiliating.2 

 

The great procession at Daphne 

In order to show that the Seleucid kingdom was still a force to 

be reckoned with Antiochus held games designed to display 

both its wealth – and thereby the financial means – and its 

military power. While ostensibly a religious victory 

celebration, the games were first and foremost an act of 

political communication, aimed both at the kingdom's 

neighbours and at its subjects. Antiochus, the games proved, 

still had vast resources and considerable military power at his 

disposal.3 Unfortunately, no complete account of the games survives, but two shorter passages in 

Diodorus Siculus and Polybius provide at least some information on the event’s character.4 While 

Diodorus focuses on Antiochus' character and behaviour during the games, mentioning details of 

their opulence only in passing (although he notes that with "these lavish games and this stupendous 

festival Antiochus outdid all earlier rivals"5), Polybius provides information that is of particular 

interest to the military historian: part of the celebration was a procession led by the Seleucid 

kingdom's army in all its splendour. While the soldiers, both mounted and on foot, were only part 

of the procession – and from a cultic perspective not the most important one –, they constituted a 

military parade displaying the power of the kingdom in a way few if any contemporaries will have 

experienced before. 

Parades of various kinds were, of course, known to Greeks and Romans. While the actual 

contexts could differ considerably and range from mustering forces for a planned campaign to 

including soldiers in cultic festivities such as the Roman triumph or young men taking part in a 

procession as depicted in the famous Parthenon frieze, dressed-up men, often in shiny equipment, 

marching in densely-packed formations on foot or mounted was, though perhaps not a frequent 

sight, certainly not an unusual one. While many processions or parades are known from the literary 

and iconographic record, the parade organized by Antiochis IV Epiphanes stands out due to both its 

sheer size and munificence, and to the character of the information surviving about it. Antiochus' 

parade must have been one of the largest of its time, involving as it did more than 55,000 soldiers. 

 
2 C. Pupilius Laenas, who headed the Roman delegation, famously drew a circle in the sand around Antiochus, demanding 
an answer before he Seleucid king had left the circle (Pol. 29.27.5); for an overview over the events and their background 
see John D. Grainger, The Syrian Wars, (Leiden: Brill, 2010), pp. 391-208; see also Pierre-Luc Brisson, ‘Antiochos IV et les 
féstivites de Daphnè’, Revue des Etudes Grécques 131, 2018, pp. 415-450 (on the “Day of Eleusis” pp. 426-435) and M. Gwyn 
Morgan, ‘The Perils of Schematism: Polybius, Antiochus Epiphanes and the “’Day of Eleusis’’, Historia 39, 1990, pp. 37-
76 for a discussion of the main sources. 
3 The importance of the event is also underlined by special commemorative coinage struck for the event, see Brisson, 
‘Antiochos IV et les féstivites de Daphnè’, pp. 433-435. 
4 Pol. 30.25.1-26.9, on which see Walbank, A Historical Commentary, pp. 454, and Diod. 30.16.1-3. 
5 Diod. 30.16.2. 

figure 1: Antioch and Daphne 
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This was probably significantly larger than most Roman triumphs of the 3rd or 2nd centuries and 

equalled only by events like the muster taking place before great campaigns such as those led by 

Antiochus' father, Antiochus III the Great, into the East.6 Even more important than its size, however, 

is the fact that Polybius preserves rather detailed information about the specific composition of the 

parade, not only allowing some observations about the logistics of the event in Daphne but also 

offering insights into the composition of the Seleucid army in the early 160s. Yet while the political 

context of the games has seen considerable attention,7 the details about the army Antiochus had 

parading in Daphne have, somewhat surprisingly, fared less well. 

According to Polybius, the parade was divided into four main sections – men on foot, 

mounted men, chariots and elephants –, and in each section different types of soldiers were grouped 

together. The parade was led by 5,000 men "armed after the Roman fashion",8 suggesting they were 

equipped like Roman legionaries of the time.9 No information on their organization is given, but the 

number is suspiciously close to the strength of a Roman legion, so perhaps similarities extended 

beyond the soldiers' equipment to the organization of the men. They were followed by 5,000 soldiers 

from Mysia and 3,000 soldiers from Cilician, another 3,000 men from Thracians and 5,000 Gauls.10 

Apart from noting that the Cilicians were light infantry and wearing golden crowns,11 Polybius 

provides no further information on these men. After these 21,000 men came the core of the Seleucid 

army, 20,000 Macedonian infantrymen, presumably trained to fight in the Macedonian phalanx. They 

were followed by 5,000 chalkaspides (“bronze shields”), heavy infantrymen also equipped to fight in 

the Phalanx, and an unspecified number of argyraspides (“silver shields”) who had developed out of 

the hypaspisteis of Alexander’s army.12 In all, then, well over 46,000 men marched in the parade on 

foot, at least 25,000 of which were from Macedonia or Greece; it is unclear where the 5,000 soldiers 

wearing Roman equipment were recruited. 

The infantrymen were followed by 480 gladiators who did not belong to the army proper. 

Antiochus had introduced gladiatorial combat to Hellenistic games, and while very little is known 

about the nature of the games in Daphne – according to Diodorus, the consumption of quite copious 

 
6 See Brisson, ‘Antiochos IV et les féstivites de Daphnè’, pp. 420-421 for a discussion of similar large reviews. 
7 See Brisson, ‘Antiochos IV et les féstivites de Daphnè’ for recent literature. 
8 Pol. 30.25.3. 
9 These men will have stood out mostly for wearing loricae hamatae (mail armour), typical for Roman legionaries of the 
2nd c. BC, which Polybius explicitly mentions (Pol. 6.23.15). 
10 See Walbank, A Historical Commentary, pp. 449-450 for a discussion of these soldiers. 
11 Pol. 30.25.4. 
12 Pol. 30.25.5; the surviving text appears somewhat defective, and it has been suggested that the 20,000 soldiers are in 
fact the overall total, of which both the 5,000 chalcaspides and the argyraspides were a part; modern translations 
sometimes even introduce a third group, chrysaspides, based on a suggestion by the 19th c. classicist Georg Kaibel; 
however, there is no mentioning at all of chrysaspides in the text that is actual surviving, and at least as far as the 
Macedonians and the chalcaspides are concerned, the original Greek is fairly clear in stating that the Cilicians were 
followed by 20,000 Macedonians and 5,000 chalcaspides (τούτοις ἐπέβαλλον Μακεδόνες δισμύριοι καὶ χαλκάσπιδες 
πεντακισχίλιοι); for further discussion of the issue see Walbank, A Historical Commentary, p. 450, who considers it to be 
“at least possible” that 20,000 was the overall total. 
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amounts of wine was part of the games13 –, it seems obvious that they included gladiatorial 

displays.14 

The gladiators, marching in pairs, served as a separator in the parade between the soldiers 

on foot and the mounted contingents. Immediately behind the gladiators rode 1,000 Nisaean 

cavalrymen followed by 3,000 men from the cities of the Seleucid empire.15 Just as with the infantry, 

no information on their organization is given, and Polybius also does not explain any differences in 

equipment, only pointing out that most of the citizen cavalrymen wore golden crowns and golden 

ornaments on their horse gear. The citizen cavalry was in turn followed by the 1,000-strong hetairoi, 

heavy cavalry which had gained its reputation on the battlefields of Alexander the Great, more heavy 

cavalry in the form of 1,000 “friends of the king”, and the equally 1,000-strong agema, the king's 

lifeguards.16 The rear of the parade's cavalry section was brought up by 1,500 cataphracts, heavy 

cavalry with both men and horses clad in armour.17 Thus, behind the 46,000 infantrymen and 480 

gladiators, around 8,500 cavalrymen followed, at least half of which were heavy cavalry, raising the 

overall total to at least 55,980 men. 

The next section was made up of two types of chariots. 100 chariots were drawn by six horses 

each for a total of 600 horses; it is unclear what these chariots looked like exactly, but given a crew 

of at least two – a charioteer and someone with a lance, javelin or a bow – they required at the very 

least another 200 men. As, however, these chariots were followed by another 40 drawn by four horses 

each – another 160 horses – it seems to be quite likely that the former had a larger crew of three 

men or even more. Assuming the larger chariots had a crew of three men and the smaller chariots 

one of two men, the overall total was at least 380 soldiers manning the chariots. 

The final section was again separated, now by at least one, possibly two single chariots; again 

the text is not entirely clear, but it is possible that one was drawn by four elephants, the other only 

by two.18 Polybius does not explicitly mention who was in these chariots, but Antiochus himself 

would seem the obvious choice for the chariot drawn by four elephants – which was both copying 

and surpassing the Roman custom of having the victorious general ride in a chariot drawn by four 

horses in a Roman triumph. 36 elephants then formed the end of the parade; while Polybius does not 

provide many details, mentioning only that the elephants were "equipped", one would assume these 

 
13 Diod. 30.16.3. 
14 On Antiochus’ interest in gladiators see Edmondson, ‘The Cultural Politics of Public Spectacle’, pp. 87-88. 
15 Pol. 30.25.6; the Nisaean plain in Media seems to have been famous for producing fast horses; in praising the speed of 
a specific breed of camels, Aristotle claims they could outrun the horses of Nisaea, suggesting they were renowned for 
their speed (Arist. hist. an. 9.50.2); the cavalrymen provided by the cities are called πολιτικοί, “citizens”; while some of 
them will have come from Antioch, assuming they all did, as was apparently first done by Elias Joseph Bikerman, 
Institutions des Séleucides, (Paris: Geuthner, 1938), p. 56, is not supported by the surviving textual evidence, and one 
might question whether it is likely in the first place, given that Polybius notes differences in their appearance (some had 
golden ornaments on their horses’ gear, others did not); see also Walbank, A Historical Commentary, p. 451. 
16 Pol. 30.25.7-8. 
17 Pol. 30.25.9. 
18 Pol. 30.25.11; the surviving text is again defective and has been interpreted as either meaning a chariot drawn by 
possibly four elephants and a further pair of elephants, or as two chariots, one drawn by four, one by two animals; see 
Walbank, A Historical Commentary, p. 451; however, there is no direct evidence for a team of four elephants in the text, 
the relevant word simply meaning “chariot”. 
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to have been large Indian elephants, capable of carrying three or even four men. The final section 

would therefore have included 42 elephants and at least around 110 men. 

 

Parade logistics 

Overall, then, the parade included at least 54,980 men, 9,260 horses and up to 42 elephants. It must 

have made for a magnificent display and served as a demonstration of Seleucid power, particularly 

as this large force – for comparison, at the Battle of Gaugamela, Alexander the Great was in 

command of 40,000 infantry and 7,000 cavalry; he lacked, however, the elephants – was only the 

core of the Seleucid army, a core that on campaign could be supported by local contingents of 

significant strength. 

In order to stage such a large display of military power, Antiochus, or rather those of his 

officers who were tasked with organizing the parade (there is evidence, though, that Antiochus was 

personally involved in setting the parade up19), faced a number of important challenges, which 

haven't seen much attention in the past but are worth exploring as they highlight the complexity of 

such large-scale events – and explain why they were not an everyday occurrence. Four key issues 

can be identified on which the surviving sources are, sadly, almost completely silent but which must 

have been foremost in the minds of Antiochus' planners: space, time, logistics and audience.  

The first challenge was the space required for the whole spectacle. While the general location, 

Daphne, is known, the precise route taken by the procession is not. It is also unknown in which 

formation the soldiers marched, though one would assume that both infantry and cavalry moved in 

bodies not significantly wider than the four elephants abreast drawing the chariot. Assuming an 

average width of 1-1.2m for each elephant, the total width of the chariot including the elephants will 

have been in the range of 5-6m; it is unlikely, then, that the blocks of infantry and cavalry were 

wider than 10m, or ten soldiers marching abreast. 1,000 soldiers on foot might then have occupied a 

space of 10m by 100m if very closely packed, or more probably 10m by 150m. 1,000 cavalrymen 

required considerably more space; assuming a formation of seven men riding abreast requiring 142 

lines, an average horse length of 2.5m and about 2m between each horse, the whole formation would 

have had a length of 637m.  

Applying these calculations to the numbers preserved by Polybius leads to the quite 

astonishing result that the infantry alone marched on a length of slightly more than 8 km, while the 

cavalry required another 5.6 km. Even without chariots, elephants and the actual cultic procession 

the line of men on foot and horse was already almost 14 km long. It is impossible to estimate the 

overall length of the procession, but as Polybius spends as much effort on describing the non-military 

elements as he spends on the soldiers, one may safely assume that, if at all, it did not lack significantly 

in length compared to the military parade; after all, it included no less than 1,000 sacrificial cattle, a 

further 300 cows and a "vast quantity of images impossible to enumerate",20 gold- and silverware, 

 
19 According to Diod. 30.16.2, Antiochus personally organized the sequence of the parade. 
20 Pol. 30.26.13. 
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slaves and women sprinkling the crowd with perfume. In all, then, the parade may well have 

extended over 20 km or more. Such a huge procession required both large staging and assembly 

areas and similar disassembly areas capable of accommodating thousands of men and animals. It also 

required a carefully laid-out route offering good visibility for the audience; ideally, that route would 

have been at least as long as the procession in order to prevent the first units reaching their 

destination when the rear of the procession had not yet left the staging area. Unfortunately, no 

information about these details has survived. 

Nothing is known about the second challenge either, creating a schedule for such a huge 

parade. For comparison, the famous Cologne Rose Monday parade, which usually has a length of 7-

8km takes eight to nine hours to make its circuitous way through the city. While the marching speed 

of Antiochus' procession may well have been significantly greater – the Cologne parade often comes 

to a halt for brief periods –, it was could have been close to three times as long. It is therefore 

plausible that the parade either began fairly early in the day to make most use of the 12 or 13 hours 

of daylight one could expect in Syria in the summer, requiring the use of at least part of the night 

for assembling the parade, or, if only assembling in daylight, it must have run well into the night. 

Both possibilities required extensive preparations for lighting either the assembly areas or part of 

the route and the disassembly areas. 

The need to lighten some of the space required for the parade leads to the third key challenge 

facing the planners of Antiochus' parade: logistics. These included concentrating sufficient supplies 

for men and animals actually marching in the parade in one place, including the need to prepare, 

transport and store these supplies. Thousands of men will have been involved in these logistics and 

also in preparing the assembly and disassembly areas as well as the route the procession was going 

to take; for these, supplies had to be provided as well. It is impossible to gauge the additional 

manpower required by the event as it is quite possible the soldiers themselves were involved in 

setting the stage, so to speak, to some extent; the surviving sources are almost completely silent on 

the preparations necessary for the procession. In order to get at least a vague idea of the magnitude 

of the problem, it is instructive to take a brief look at the cavalry and some of its basic needs: 

assuming a minimum of 25 litres of water per horse per day (that number is likely to be considerably 

too low if the event took place in mid-summer), the 9,260 horses in the military parade required 

access to 231,500 litres of drinking water each day. While this will probably have been 

accommodated easily in an area like Daphne that was well-known for its springs and with the River 

Orontes nearby, the horses also each consumed 7 kg or more of food per day, or 64,820 kg in total. 

Some of this requirement could be met with grazing, but even only providing a quarter of the overall 

total would have meant concentrating supplies so that about 16 tons could be handed out each day. 

Also, the logistics involved in having large numbers of horses in one place did not end with putting 

water and food into them - producing up to 25 kg of solid waste and 7-8 l of urine, the assembled 

horses will have resulted in the need of processing about 231 tons of solid waste and at least around 

65,000 l of urine each day. While much of that material will have been welcomed by local farmers as 
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fertilizer, it still required collecting. Even if the numbers just calculated are off – it is actually likely 

that they are considerably too low –, it becomes clear that staging the parade must have been a huge 

logistical challenge, and successfully running it a considerable achievement. 

The audience is the last of the key challenges the planners faced when preparing Antiochus' 

parade. Unfortunately, as with the other details discussed above, almost no information survives in 

the existing sources. What seems to be clear is that the event was attended not only by the local 

population of Daphne and Antioch, but by foreign visitors as well. Polybius mentions embassies sent 

out to cities in "Greece", which probably means mainland Greece, while Diodorus notes that the 

"most distinguished men from virtually the whole world" came to see the games.21 While even the 

organizers will not have been able to provide a correct estimate of the audience's size, it will have 

considerably surpassed the size of the procession and easily reached a six-digit figure. Managing 

such a large crowd posed challenges in itself, about which – yet again – nothing is known. It seems 

safe to state, though, that for most of that audience it must have been a hugely impressive once-in-

a-lifetime event. 

 

Conclusion 

The games organized by Antiochus IV Ephiphanes at Daphne in 166 included one of the largest 

military parades antiquity had ever seen. While they have attracted scholarly attention in the past, 

both for their religious importance and for their function as an element of political communication, 

the logistics behind what must have been a magnificent display of power have fared less well. Yet 

they deserve attention as well: looking closer at the military parade has shown that it was a huge 

undertaking, posing enormous challenges to the organizers, challenges which they managed to 

overcome, creating an event that lived on in Greek and Roman historical memory. Antiochus died 

two years later while campaigning against the Parthians, but, to quote Diodorus, "in putting on these 

lavish games and this stupendous festival, Antiochus outdid all earlier rivals",22 as well as, one is 

inclined to say, most of those that came after him. 
 

A graduate in history and English, Teresa Ó Dúill is a full-time postgraduate student of history and teaches in 
the English department at the Julius-Maximilians-University Würzburg. 
 

  

 
21 Pol. 30.25.1; Diod. 30.16.1. 
22 Diod. 30.16.2. 
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Remembering Admiral Hawke’s Maritime Close Blockade: From Quiberon Bay (1759) to 

Santiago de Cuba (1898) 

Gabrielle L. McBath 

Introduction – The (First) annus mirabilis of 1759 

The (first) annus mirabilis of 1759 was a string of Royal Navy victories over the French forces in 

Europe during the Seven Years’ War (1754-1763).  Also known as the French and Indian War in 

America, French forces had been weakening, and in desperate need of supplies after the loss of 

Quebec to Major General James Wolfe’s amphibious invasion on 13 September 1759. His occupation 

of Quebec via the St. Lawrence River led to a major unification in Canada for the British colonial 

forces.  

Wolfe and 4,500 men surreptitiously, at night, rowed up the St. Lawrence River using flat-

bottom landing craft. With the moonlight shining brightly, and understanding the ebb and flow of 

the river, Wolfe picked a perfect night to land his men beneath the Plains of Abraham to draw-out 

the French defenders.23 He then famously ordered his men to double shot (load two balls instead of 

one) their muskets, allowing for a devastating first volley that threw their opponents into disarray; 

a charge by the 78th Fraser Highlanders then broke the French, and they retreated back to the city.24 

The French surrendered Quebec five days later on 18 September 1759. General Wolfe and 

French General Louis-Joseph de Montcalm-Gozon both died during this time, but its effect led to 

irreparable historical changes that influenced not only the continental American side, but the French 

hCoast of Quiberon Bay and all potential future land and maritime offensives against Britain. 

Consequently, after the French loss of Quebec, their supply line to Canada was put under increasing 

strain. At the same time, Royal Navy Admiral Edward Hawke in command of the Western Squadron 

had already operated off the French harbour of Brest for five months whilst implementing a close 

blockade and monitoring the French fleet. 

The Close Blockade 

Traditionally, a close blockade is the most effective way of interrupting enemy seaborne traffic. It 

requires warships to constantly operate within sight of the enemy coast so that enemy ships can be 

intercepted immediately so that enemy ships can be intercepted immediately once they leave 

harbour. While modern technology allows for the implementation of a close blockade from a 

distance, with modern sensors and platforms like submarines or aircraft allowing the actual 

blockading force to operate at a considerable distance from the enemy coast, Hawke’s ships had to 

operate as far inshore as possible, just outside coastal artillery range of up to three nautical miles. 

23 Olson, Donald W. et al., ‘Perfect Tide, Ideal Moon. An Unappreciated Aspect of Wolfe's Generalship at Québec, 1759’, 
William and Mary Quarterly, Vol. 59 (2025), pp. 957-974. 
24 Dale, Ronald J., The Fall of New France: How the French Lost a North American Empire 1754-1763, (Toronto: James 
Lorimer, 2004), pp. 64-65. 
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Although close blockades served well to interrupt enemy maritime traffic already in the 18th 

C., implementing them posed three significant challenges: ships had to be rotated to allow for repairs, 

the endurance of the blockading ships was limited by crew fatigue, and weather conditions could 

make a constant observation of the coastline difficult. It is within this change of rotation, that the 

story begins of how Admiral Hawke chased French Admiral Hubert de Brienne, Comte de Conflans 

into Quiberon Bay, when the French decided they needed to break-out from the port in Brest for 

their own supplies. Admiral Hawke was anticipating that move. 

Admiral Edward Hawke 

Admiral Edward Hawke was born in London in 1705 and enlisted in the navy as a volunteer in 1720. 

Serving in the sixth-rate HMS Seahorse (24) in the West Indies, he developed a keen sense of British 

colonisation under the mandates and theories of the commissioner of trade Colonel Martin Bladen 

and Prime Minister Sir Robert Walpole. He passed his lieutenant exams in 1725 but received his 

commission only four years later when he was appointed to HMS Portland (50). In the meantime, he 

served off the coast of West Africa.25 He saw action for the first time commanding HMS Berwick (70) 

in the Battle of Toulon in 1744 where in he demonstrated the moral courage needed to lead as an 

officer.26 However, his greatest tactical success would be the Battle of Quiberon Bay in 1759. 

Hawke faced a tough opponent during this time. French Admiral Hubert de Brienne, Comte 

de Conflans, understood how to use the weather to his advantage as well as the rocky topography 

around the French coast. Conflans enlisted in the French navy when he was 18 years old in 1708 and 

fought in the War of Austrian Succession against Hawke in 1747. After being taken captive by the 

British in that year, he was released at the signing of the Treaty of Aix-la-Chapelle in 1748 and was 

Lieutenant General of the Navy in 1752. In 1758, Conflans was promoted to Marshal of France with 

the intention of leading a potential invasion on the British  

25 Mackay, Ruddock and Michael Duffy, Hawke, Nelson and British Naval Leadership, 1747-1805, (London: Boydell & 
Brewer, 2009), pp. 13-17.  
26 Mackay, Hawke, Nelson and British Naval Leadership, pp. 18-24. 
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The 
figure 1: The Battle of Quiberon Bay – General Overview 

source: https://shorturl.at/6bDRX (Sémhur/CC-BY-SA-4.0), last accessed October 31, 2025 

https://shorturl.at/6bDRX
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Mainland via Scotland or Ireland.27 For this purpose, army units, supplies and transports were 

gathered in and around the Gulf of Morbihan.28 

While the French Mediterranean fleet was defeated at the Battle of Lagos in August 1759, the 

Atlantic fleet under the command of Conflans was ordered to break out of their base at Brest, sail to 

the Morbihan and prepare for an invasion of Scotland. Up to that point, the French ships had been 

blockaded in Brest. Admiral Hawke’s close blockade was uniquely based on the rotation system that 

he and his First Lord of the Admiralty George Anson designed for a system of rotating and refitting 

their stationary blockading ships.29 

Initially, luck was on the side of the French, as most of Hawke’s Western Squadron sought 

shelter in Torbay during an Atlantic storm. Admiral Conflans successfully escaped Brest with 21 

ships of the line and six frigates and headed south for a distance of 95 nautical miles towards 

Quiberon Bay and the Gulf of Morbihan. Conflans knew he had to get his transports from Morbihan 

quickly before Hawke reestablished control of the English Channel (see figure 1).30 

However, as as soon as Hawke realized Conflans had left Brest, he gave chase, sailing the 

Western Squadron directly into a storm. Faced with the prospect of having to fight Hawke in bad 

weather on the open sea, Conflans decided to make for the sheltered waters of Quiberon Bay. As the 

bay was shallow and shoals posed a significant hazard to shipping, Conflans probably thought that 

Hawke would not pursue his ships since the Royal Navy had little experience operating in these 

waters.31 The British admiral however had little inclination to let his opponent escape; and, moved 

forward, resulting in ten of Hawke’s 23 ships of the line that actually entered the bay. A decisive 

victory over their French opponents was won. Conflans’ ships were scattered, and seven ships of the 

line were lost to enemy action or the weather, including Conflans’ flagship Soleil Royal (80), which 

was beached and burnt by its crew to prevent capture; the remaining French ships sought refuge in 

the Vilaine estuary, and only eight ships managed to escape southward (figure 2).32  

The results of this battle caused the decimation of the French Atlantic Squadron; Hawke had 

removed the potential threat of French land invasion to Scotland and Ireland. Also, with the close 

blockade continuing, no supplies would be sent to Canada for the final stages of the French and 

Indian War. 
  

 
27 Vergé-Franceschi, Michel, Les Officiers généraux de la Marine royale, 1715-1774: Origines - Condition - Services (Paris: 
Librairie de l'Inde, 1990), pp. 2315-2325. 
28 Mackay, Hawke, Nelson and British Naval Leadership, pp. 51-53. 
29 Schumann, Matt and Karl Schweizer, The Seven Years War: A Transatlantic History (Abingdon: Routledge, 2008), pp. 
106-107; Mackay, Hawke, Nelson and British Naval Leadership, pp. 46-48. 
30 Mackay, Hawke, Nelson and British Naval Leadership, pp. 64-69. 
31 Ibid. pp. 69-84. 
32 Ibid. pp. 84-88; the battle has attracted attention from military historians and naval professionals ever since; for an 
influential example see Mahan, Alfred Thayer, Types of Naval Officers: Drawn from the History of the British Navy (Boston: 
Little, Brown & Co., 1901), pp. 135-143.  
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figure 2: The Battle of Quiberon Bay 
(Mackay, Hawke, Nelson and British Naval Leadership, p. x) 

 
figure 3: The Battle of Quiberon Bay by Francis Swaine (RMG BHC0401) 
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Battle of Santiago de Cuba 

The last major US naval battle with a close blockade without submarine or air support was the Battle 

of Santiago de Cuba during the Spanish-American War in 1898. The close blockade has been used in 

modern naval times; however, it is important to align the example of Hawke’s efforts to a blockade 

established before the advent of submarine, aircraft and modern sensors.33 This was the close 

blockade that the US Navy employed during the Spanish-American War off Cuba’s coast. Before the 

United States declared war against Spain, Cuban revolutionaries had already been fighting against 

Spain for three years. US public opinion was strongly in favour of supporting Cuban independence 

due to the Spanish conduct of the war and a general desire to distance themselves from European 

rule.34 Also, the United States did not want such economic turmoil so close to the southern border in 

the Caribbean. In January 1896, the US government sent the second-class battleship USS Maine to 

Havana in order to protect American interests. While the mission was a friendly-one, Spain did not 

view it as such. 

On 15 February 1898, USS Maine exploded and sank in port in Havana; 266 men out of a crew 

of 354 died (figure 4).35 President McKinley petitioned Congress to set terms for a peace agreement 

pending Cuban independence from Spain. On 22 April 1898, when Spain rejected these terms and 

severed ties of foreign diplomacy, McKinley ordered the naval blockade on Cuba, as well as a call of 

125,000 volunteers.36 h 

Secretary of the Navy John Long commissioned Captain William T. Sampson for this 

Blockade. It would include a 30 days-notice for Spanish vessels to depart, threatening them with 

seizure if they attempted to return. If the vessel was “worth” seizing (specifically, if the vessel was 

an enemy or neutral status), American crews would capture the captain and crew, before the vessel 

was transported to Key West. Ship and cargo were sold and prize money awarded to the crew that 

had captured it.37 Interestingly, the American Navy was not so much  

33 Kyle Cregge, USN Lt., Beware the Blockade, But Fight to Break It. Proceedings, US Naval Institute, Vol. 148 (2022), 
https://www.usni.org/magazines/proceedings/2022/february/beware-blockade-fight-break-it (accessed June 14, 2025). 
34 The literature on the Spanish-American War is vast; for a still useful overview see Trask, David F., The War with Spain 
in 1898, (New York: Simon & Schuster); see pp. 1-23 on the background to the war; for a bibliographical overview see 
Crawford, Michael J., Mark L. Hayes and Michael D. Sessions, The Spanish-American War: historical overview and select 
bibliography (Washington DC: Naval Historical Center, 1998). 
35 Trask, The War with Spain in 1898, pp. 24-29. 
36 Ibid. pp. 155-158. 
37 Smith, Joseph, The Spanish-American War. Conflict in the Caribbean and the Pacific (Boston: Addison-Wesley Longman, 
1994), pp. 73-77. 

https://www.usni.org/magazines/proceedings/2022/february/beware-blockade-fight-break-it
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figure 4: The wreck of USS Maine; inset: USS Maine before the explosion 
(US Naval History and Heritage Command Photography Collection, NH 89535) 

 

interested in merchant ships coming to the northern coast of Cuba, but rather the southern coast to 

watch for Spanish fleet intervention.38 By May 1898, there were two blockading commanders on the 

North and South. William Sampson moved to the southern squadron, and John Watson replaced 

Sampson in the northern squadron (figure 5).  

Undoubtedly, the most decisive naval battle during the Spanish-American War was the Battle 

of Santiago on July 3, 1898. The Spanish squadron was composed of four armoured cruisers (the 

three sisters Almirante Oquendo, Vizcaya, Infanta Maria Teresa and the Italian-built Cristóbal Colón) 

and two destroyers (Plutón and Furor) under the overall   

 
38 Anonymous, 'Blockade of Northern Cuba', in: Naval History and Heritage Command (ed.), Spanish-American War. A 
Documentary History,  https://www.history.navy.mil/research/publications/documentary-histories/united-states-navy-
s/blockade-of-northern.html (accessed October 31, 2025). 
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figure 5: Blockading Operations around Cuba 

Department of History, USMA https://dhc.westpoint.edu/atlases/#gallery-453 (accessed October 31, 2025) 

 

command of Admiral Pascual Cervera y Topeta. With US forces laying siege to Santiago and the 

harbour getting into the range of artillery, Admiral Cervera finally attempted to break-out of 

Santiago and steam ahead in a Southwest direction to open waters before the US fleet could stop 

them. However, due to their lack of speed, maintenance, and good supply of coal, the chances of the 

Spanish ships to outrun their opponents was small, and battle commenced soon after Cervera’s 

squadron was underway. 39 

Although Admiral Sampson had left the blockading forces on the morning of the battle with 

his flagship USS New York for a rendezvous with General William Rufus Shafter commanding US 

land forces around Santiago, the odds were still stacked heavily against the Spanish Admiral. When 

the Spanish ships started to make their escape, Commodore Winfield Schley, flying his flag in the 

armoured cruiser USS Brooklyn, had four battleships (USS Texas, USS Oregon, USS Iowa and USS 

Indiana) and two armoured yachts (USS Vixen and USS Gloucester) at his disposal. both the North 

Atlantic Squadron and his own Flying Squadron with a total of two armoured cruisers, five 

battleships and a number of smaller vessels at his disposal. After some initial confusion during which 

USS Brooklyn came close to colliding first with Cervera’s flagship and then with USS Texas, a running 

 
39 The literature on the battle itself is considerable; several reports were published almost immediately after the battle; 
important contemporary accounts include Müller y Tejeiro, José, Combates y Capitulación de Santiago de Cuba, (Madrid: 
Felipe Marqués: 1898), pp. 163-190 and Halstead, Murat, Full Official History of the War with Spain, (Chicago: Fine Books, 
1898), pp. 493-522; the battle also raised interest in foreign naval circles, see eg Plüddemann, Max F., Der Krieg um Cuba 
im Sommer 1898, (Berlin: Mittler, 1899), pp. 176-195. 

https://dhc.westpoint.edu/atlases/#gallery-453
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battle developed. Within an hour five Spanish ships had been overwhelmed by their opponent’s 

superior firepower, leaving the Cristóbal Colón trying to escape to the West. However, after around 

two hours the pursuing US warships started to gain on the Spanish cruiser, so her captain decided 

to beach her to avoid further casualties (figure 6). 

 

 
figure 6: Sketch of the Battle of Santiago by CPT H. C. Taylor, USS Indiana 

after Rawson, Edward Kirk, Twenty Famous Naval Battles, (New York: Thomas Y. Crowell: 1899), p. 672 
 

When the fighting ended, the US Navy had destroyed every Spanish vessel in Admiral Cervera’s 

squadron; the Spanish had suffered 323 dead, 151 wounded, and between 1720 and 1900 captured. In 

contrast, only one (some sources state two) American sailor was killed, aboard USS Brooklyn, and no 

US vessels were irreparably damaged. To show the difference in quality between the ships, USS 

Brooklyn was struck more than 20 times but suffered only superficial damage; 40 she herself, however, 

rendered Cervera’s flagship Infanta Maria Teresa hors-de-combat within less than 30 minutes 

causing Cervera to beach his stricken cruiser. There were several reasons for the remarkable 

ineffectiveness of the Spanish artillery fire which surprised Cervera’s opponents;41 for example, up 

to 85% of the Spanish ammunition may have been defective, something Admiral Cervera had already 

complained about before setting sail to the Caribbean.42  

 
40 For a diagram of the hits suffered by USS Brooklyn see Halstead, Full Official History, p. 495. 
41 See Sampson’s remark in Halstead, Full Official History, p. 498. 
42 Admiral Cervera had a collection of letters published after the war which he had sent to Spanish naval authorities and 
in which he complained about the state of the Spanish Navy in General and his Squadron in particular (Cervera y Topete, 
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This naval battle was considered the greatest tactical success in US Naval history up to that 

point and as the defining moment that ended the close blockade in Cuba. The Spanish-American 

War ended on December 10, 1898. The terms of agreement included the United States annexing 

Guam and Puerto Rico, as well as buying the Philippines from Spain for $20 Million USD. 

 

Conclusion 

The two naval close blockades changed the course of imperial and American history. They 

represented a unique strategy that is now largely forgotten with the invention of air and submarine 

support. Hawke’s blockade at Brest and the chase to eliminate the French fleet in Quiberon Bay 

prevented the French exports to Canada for the supplies needed by her North American forces. The 

British forces in America overwhelmed the French forces in Canada and North America. Their 

supply line to France was severed. The British win at the land Battle of Quebec under Gen. James 

Wolfe was instrumental in September of 1759, as it closed the French advancement in the American 

Colonies and until 1762 sent the remaining French-Canadian families to present-day Louisiana (New 

France).43 

The close blockade in Cuba at the Battle of Santiago in 1898 was a great US naval achievement 

to sink every Spanish vessel and only have 2 casualties in return. It demonstrated to Europe that the 

end of the Colonial Rule ceased, and that Cuba would be independent, as well as the newly acquired 

territories that Spain ceded to America. Today, close blockade might appear as an antiquated strategy 

in the background to submarine fibre optic intelligence as well as air power support. With the 

asymmetrical force of stronger and better constructed vessels on the US naval side, the close 

blockade against the Spanish was quite effective.44 

However, understanding when to break-out of a traditional close blockade would be a topic 

for future research. During the Battle of Santiago de Cuba, Spanish Admiral Cervera learned the 

American fleet was closer together at night, and not during the day, which is why he attempted to 

move his fleet during the early morning hours. The days of the close blockade without air or 

submarine support may be behind us, but it proves a valid tool for monitoring and stabilising 

harbours and ports. It was a unique offensive that solidified the Royal Navy’s annus mirabilis of 1759, 

that triumphant year of maritime victories preventing French expansion in the Seven Years’ War, to 

begin a century and a half of naval dominance. 
 

Dr. Gabrielle McBath is a researcher and author of colonial asymmetrical warfare and volunteer units at the  
American Military University. 

 
Pascual, 'La Vindicación de la Marina', La Epoca November 5, 1898, pp. 1, 4); the US Navy Department had them translated 
soon after publication, see Clover, Richardson, Views of Admiral Cervera Regarding the Spanish Navy in the Late War, 
(Washington: Government Printing Office, 1898); for the defective ammunition see Cervera y Topete, La Vindicación, 4. 
43Anderson, Fred. Crucible of War: The Seven Years’ War and the Fate of Empire in British North America, 1754-1766, (New 
York: Random House, 2000). 
44 Biggs, Adam et al., ‘Theories of Naval Blockades and Their Applications in the Twenty-First Century’, Naval War 
College Review 74, 2021. 
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Thilo Wolf von Trotha and the Prussian Kriegsspiel 

Pia Hofmann 

 
 

Introduction. 

The history of professional military education is part of the greater history of professionalization in 

military forces, and part of that history is the development of wargaming in the 19th century as a 

means of professional instruction.1 The Prussian Kriegsspiel, introduced into the Prussian army in 

1824, stands at the very beginning of that development, and it is inseparably connected with the 

name of its inventor, Georg Heinrich von Reisswitz, though others deserve mention as well. The 

latter group includes not only Karl von Müffling, chief of staff of the Prussian army and responsible 

for the introduction, but also Reisswitz’ fellow officers Gustav von Griesheim, Karl Friedrich von 

Vincke and Ernst Heinrich Dannhauer. They, together with Reisswitz, prepared the first set of rules 

published in autumn 1824, but as they did not appear on the title, finding only mention in the preface 

of the 1824 publication, their names were soon forgotten.2 

This set something of a precedent, as the Prussian Kriegsspiel is even today mostly associated 

with Reisswitz. However, just as he was not solely responsible for the 1824 edition, he was far from 

the only military figure in Prussia involved in the development of Kriegsspiel rules. In fact, a total of 

eleven additional authors can be identified who contributed eighteen separate rule sets which 

together make up the collection of texts that can be referred to as the Prussian Kriegsspiel.3 Among 

these authors, Wilhelm von Tschischwitz and the four editions of his ruleset published between 1862 

and 1874 have attracted the most scholarly attention so far. The development of his ruleset has 

already been discussed in some depth,4 as he played a significant role in both the theoretical 

development and practical implementation of the Prussian Kriegsspiel during his time. 

Contemporaneously to Wilhelm von Tschischwitz, another Kriegsspiel designer contributed 

substantially to the development of the Prussian Kriegsspiel, but he has attracted much less interest. 
 
1 The history of the Prussian Kriegsspiel is still somewhat underexplored; for a recent overview see Jorit Wintjes, ‘A 
School for War – A Brief History of the Prussian Kriegsspiel’, in: Charles Turnitsa et al. (eds.), Simulation and Wargaming 
(Hoboken: Wiley 2022), pp. 25-64. 
2 There are no in-depth biographical studies on the first Kriegsspiel generation extant; a brief biography of Müffling can 
be found in Joachim Niemeyer, ‘Müffling, Karl Freiherr von’, Neue Deutsche Biographie 18 (1997), pp. 266-267, useful 
material can also be found in the edition of his memoirs (Hans Joachim Behr, Karl Freiherr von Müffling. Offizier – 
Kartograph – Politiker (1775-1851) (Köln: Böhlau, 2003); on Reisswitz see the very brief notes in Ernst Dannhauer, ‘Das 
Reißwitzsche Kriegsspiel von seinem Beginn bis zum Tode des Erfinders 1827‘, Militär-Wochenblatt 56, 1874, pp. 527-
532; for Dannhauer himself no biographical sketch is available, while there is an older biographical overview for Vincke 
extant in Herrmann v. Petersdorff, 'Vincke-Olbendorf, Karl Freiherr von', Allgemeine Deutsche Biographie 39, 1895, pp. 
756-760; on Griesheim there is a slightly hagiographic obituary (Anonymus, Zur Erinnerung an den Generalmajor von 
Griesheim. Beiheft zum Militair-Wochenblatt für Januar 1854 (Berlin: Mittler, 1854). 
3 Pia Hofmann née Henning, '‘Game on!’ A research project on the Prussian Kriegsspiel', British Journal for Military 
History 7(2), 2021, pp. 174-183 (https://doi.org/10.25602/GOLD.bjmh.v7i2.1561), p. 175-176; see table 1 for a list of all 
extant rulesets. 
4 Jorit Wintjes, Das Preußische Kriegsspiel, (Opladen: Budrich, 2019). 

https://doi.org/10.25602/GOLD.bjmh.v7i2.1561
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Thilo Wolf von Trotha published three editions of his ruleset in 1870, 1872 and 1874, with the 1872 

edition serving merely as a reprint of the first.5 While Trotha’s work follows the same design 

principles as that of Tschischwitz and can therefore, by linguistic analysis,6 be attributed to the same 

middle phase of the Prussian Kriegsspiel, his ruleset differs both in form and in intention. Essentially, 

it represents a shortened and more modernized version, designed to streamline game flow and 

simplify facilitation. The Kriegsspiel’s middle phase is generally characterized by a significant 

departure from the earlier form of rulesets originally established by Reisswitz and developed through 

the anonymous 1828 Supplement, differing in terms of language and structure as well as in 

conceptual design.7 In order to understand the developmental process that caused this departure, it 

is just as important to take a closer look at Trotha’s rulesets as it is to analyse the work of 

Tschischwitz. 

Thilo Wolf von Trotha – Life and Career 

Thilo Wolf von Trotha was born on April 26, 1809 into a branch of an old and distinguished military 

family from Saxony which can be traced back to the 13th century.8 At the time, his father served as 

a lieutenant in the 2nd Dragoon Regiment; he was killed during the Battle of Dennewitz in September 

1813;9 later that year the family lost its ancestral home, Krosigk Castle.10 Thilo Wolf von Trotha’s 

early education laid the groundwork for his military career. From 1821 onwards he attended the 

renowned Pädagogium, one of Halle’s most prestigious schools founded in 1695, and continued his 

education from April 1824 at the famous Cadettenhaus in Berlin, where one of Napoleon’s sabres 

was on display. His academic performance culminated in a graduation with distinction on March 3, 

1827, and he gained his commission as second lieutenant dated March 30, 1827. 

Trotha then joined 1. Magdeburger Infanterie-Regiment 26, initially serving in the regiment’s 

4th company. His service as an infantry officer provides an interesting parallel to his contemporary 

Wilhelm von Tschischwitz, who also had an infantry background, quite unlike most of the earlier 

Kriegsspiel designers, including most notably Reisswitz himself, who had been artillery officers.11 

Trotha attended the Kriegsschule between 1831 to 1834, returned to his regiment and in 1838 was 

posted to the topographisches Bureau, where he was involved in surveying work in Pomerania for  

5 Thilo Wolf v.Trotha, Anleitung zum Gebrauch des Kriegsspiel-Apparates zur Darstellung von Gefechtsbildern mit 
Berücksichtigung der Wirkung der jetzt gebräuchlichen Waffen (Berlin: Mittler, 1870); Thilo Wolf v. Trotha, Anleitung zum 
Gebrauch des Kriegsspiel-Apparates zur Darstellung von Gefechtsbildern mit Berücksichtigung der Wirkung der jetzt 
gebräuchlichen Waffen (Berlin: Mittler, 1872); Thilo Wolf v. Trotha, Anleitung zum Gebrauch des Kriegsspiel-Apparates 
zur Darstellung von Gefechtsbildern mit Berücksichtigung der Wirkung der jetzt gebräuchlichen Waffen und der neuen Maße 
(Berlin: Mittler, 1874). 
6 Hofmann née Henning, ‘Game on! A research project’, p. 179. 
7 Hofmann née Henning, ‘Game on! A research project’, p. 178-9. 
8 There is no biographical study on Thilo Wolf von Trotha extant; key sources for his life and career include Thilo Wolf 
v. Trotha, Vorstudien zur Geschichte des Geschlechts von Trotha, (Neuwied: Strüder, 1860), pp. 179-180; Anonymus, Thilo
v. Trotha, Militair-Wochenblatt 61, 1876, pp. 247-248; Anonymus, Genealogisches Taschenbuch des Uradels, Band 1,
(Müchen: Friedrich Irrgang, 1891), pp. 456-459.
9 A detailed account of the circumstances of his death can be found in Trotha, Vorstudien zur Geschichte, pp. 163-165.
10 Rudolf Neubauer, Zur Geschichte des Rittergutes Krosigk, (Halle: H. W. Schmidt), pp. 38-41.
11 Wintjes, *A School for War”, p. 40.
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figure 1: Krosigk Castle, c. 1860 (contemporary lithograph) 

 

the following three years. A certain affinity towards surveying and map-making can also be found 

in other Kriegsspiel designers, the use of topographical maps being one of the Kriegsspiel’s key 

characteristics responsible for its adoption by the Prussian army in 1824.12 During his time at the 

topographisches Bureau, Trotha was promoted first lieutenant on September 18, 1840. 

In 1842, Trotha was transferred to the Magdeburg Landwehr and put in charge of the 6th 

company. In 1844, he was posted to the divisional school in Magdeburg where he served as an 

instructor for mathematics and fortress studies for around three years; in 1847 he returned to the 

Landwehr, where he was promoted captain on July 11, 1848. During his service with the Magdeburg 

garrison Trotha became closely acquainted with the Kriegsspiel; he was an apparently quite active 

member of the local Kriegsspiel club established by Helmuth von Moltke.13 

Both 1. Magdeburger Infanterie-Regiment 26 and its associated Landwehr units were employed 

in quelling revolutionary activities in the Rhineland and Baden, and Trotha took part in these 

 
12 Wintjes, 'A School for War', pp. 38-39. 
13 Anonymus, Anleitung zum Gebrauch des Kriegsspiel-Apparates zur Darstellung von Gefechtsbildern mit 
Berücksichtigung der Wirkung der jetzt gebräuchlichen Waffen, von T. v. Trotha [review], Militair-Wochenblatt 55, 1870, 
pp. 100-101, p. 100. 
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operations; during that tumultuous year, he was promoted captain on July 11, 1848. In 1850 the 

Magdeburg units returned to their garrison, and Trotha continued to serve with 1. Magdeburger 

Infanterie-Regiment 26. In January 1857 he served as a representative of his regiment when the 

Magdeburg units presented a shield to the crown prince on the occasion of his service anniversary,14 

and on April 14, 1857 he was promoted major. Soon afterwards he left Magdeburg for Koblenz, where 

1. Rheinisches Infanterieregiment 25 was stationed; he joined the regiment as its first battalion’s 

commanding officer. Trotha was promoted lieutenant colonel on October 18, 1861, and on March 3, 

1863, further advanced to acting colonel; he was posted to the Kadettenhaus (cadet house) in Culm 

(modern Chelmno) originally founded by Frederick the Great in 1776. For the following three years 

he served as the commanding officer of the institution before being transferred to the port of 

Swinemünde (modern Świnoujście) where he was put in charge of the fort guarding the harbour. 

Officially still attached to 1. Rheinisches Infanterieregiment 25 he had now entered the sunset of his 

military career; while the regiment took part in the campaign in Germany, fighting at Langensalza, 

where it suffered nearly 300 casualties, as well as in the Saale valley,15 Trotha spent the war in what 

was essentially a backwater of little military relevance, a fact illustrated by the garrison’s officers 

corps being composed of two majors, a captain, a first lieutenant and a second lieutenant. By 1868, 

Trotha retired at his own request after around 40 years of service; he was briefly called back in 

1870/71 and employed as Etappenkommandant in Wetzlar. Returning to private life soon after the 

conclusion of hostilities in 1871, he died suddenly on January 15, 1876. 

While further details of his career are at present unavailable, a couple of points stand out that 

are of some relevance to the history of the Kriegsspiel. First of all, there is his age. Despite being ten 

years older than Gustav Weigelt (1819–1876), an artillery officer who published a set of rules of his 

own in 1848,16 and 22 years older than Wilhelm von Tschischwitz (1831–1911), the prolific Kriegsspiel 

designer who published four editions of his ruleset between 1862 and 1874, Trotha only started 

publishing his ruleset in 1870, coming rather late to it. As a result, he could look back on a tradition 

of Kriegsspiel rulesets longer than that available to his predecessors. One of his main areas of interest 

seem to have been education, at least his employment at the Divisionsschule and as commander of 

the Culm Kadettenhaus suggest as much. In that he appears to have differed somewhat from earlier 

Kriegsspiel designers, none of whom had such a noticeable focus on education. And finally, his career 

was largely free from actual combat which, given he was on active duty in 1866, is somewhat 

surprising. Whereas both older and younger Kriegsspiel designers served on the battlefield at 

Königgrätz,17 he spent the war in what looks suspiciously like a sunset post in Swinemünde. It is 

 
14 Bruno v. Stuckrad, Geschichte des 1. Magdeburgischen Infanterieregiments. Erster Teil: Die ersten fünfzig Jahre 1813-1863, 
(Berlin: Mittler, 1888), p. 277. 
15 Heinrich v. Fransecky, Geschichte des 1. Rheinischen Infanterieregiments Nr. 25 von 1857 bis 1883, (Berlin: Mittler, 1884) 
pp. 59-69. 
16 Wintjes, ‘A School for War’, pp. 43-44. 
17 In all, five prominent Kriegsspieler were present at the Battle of Königgrätz: Friedrich Adrian Herwarth von Bittenfeld, 
one of Reisswitz' original associates, commanded 1. Armee’s 4. Division; Gustav Weigelt, author of the 1848 ruleset 
mentioned above, was in charge of 7. Division's artillery, Julius v. Verdy du Vernois, whose theoretical work had an 
important influence on the developmental history of the Kriegsspiel, served in 2. Armee's staff, Wilhelm v. Tschischwitz, 
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noteworthy, however, that his son later authored a detailed study of the Austrian Northern Army's 

movements during that war, so a deeper interest in the Bohemia campaign is quite possible. At any 

rate, it must have been that campaign that highlighted for him the limitations of earlier Kriegsspiel 

designs and prompted him to reformulate and modernize the system. His first publication dated to 

1870, followed by a virtually unchanged reprint in 1872 and a final, substantially revised third edition 

in 1874. 

Trotha’s activity as an author was not confined to publishing Kriegsspiel rules. While serving 

at Koblenz, he published an educational manual intended as a general primer to service in the army. 

It was clearly based on his experiences as an instructor and examiner at the Divisionsschule, and its 

aim was to provide basic information on the general duties of a soldier, the overall composition of 

the army including the different arms of services, and specific information about role and duties of 

infantrymen. Eight years later, a reviewer of his Kriegsspiel rules interpreted the book as both 

inspired by Trotha’s earlier Kriegsspiel activities and as an inspiration for his own ruleset. 

He married Marianne von Boehn (1812–1872) in 1840, with whom he had four children. A 

daughter, Marie (1843–1855), died at the age of 12, three sons followed family tradition and joined 

the army. Thilo (1841–1917), the first-born, retired as lieutenant colonel; Wolfgang (1845–1877) died 

as a first lieutenant at the early age of 31; Lothar (1848–1920) embarked on a career taking him up 

to general rank, gaining considerable notoriety for his actions during the Herero wars in 1904/05. 

 

Trotha and the Kriegsspiel 

Trotha’s set of rules published in 1870 consists of approximately 30 pages of core text accompanied 

by an appendix of diagrams and tables. The main text includes a general introduction to Kriegsspiel, 

editorial remarks on the edition, core rules, and a series of explanations and examples. The appendix 

provides tactical formations, casualty calculations, and dice tables designed to support quick 

reference during gameplay. The ruleset differed in a number of aspects from earlier editions. For the 

first time in Kriegsspiel history it included an introduction providing what nowadays would be called 

“design notes”; the introduction also included an essay by Theodor von Troschke on the Kriegsspiel 

that had been originally published in 1869.18 Trotha’s 1870 ruleset incorporated the lates in military 

technology and included both breechloading rifles and rifled, breechloading artillery. The rules 

covering the use of artillery appear to have met with some scepticism: an 1870 reviewer noted that 

it was the covering of the “artillery element that gives cause for concern”.19 Updates to the tables 

covering weapons effect were announced for the 1874 edition, the actual content remained 

unchanged. The most substantive revisions were found in the prefatory material and introductory 

sections, which were significantly expanded in 1874, while a brief historical overview of war games 

and various advertisements present in the first two editions were omitted. Trotha also added several 

 
author of four rulesets published between 1862 and 1874, commanded Infanterieregiment 23’s 10th company, and a young 
Jakob Meckel, who would beccome Kriegsspiel's most important theoretician, served in Infanterieregiment 68. 
18 Theodor v. Troschke, ‘Zum Kriegsspiel’, Militärwochenblatt 54, 1869, pp. 267-77 and 292-295. 
19 Anonymus, ‘Anleitung zum Gebrauch des Kriegsspiel-Apparates‘, p. 101. 



Mars & Clio, Autumn 2025 

33 

new examples in the third edition to clarify gameplay. The appendix was slightly revised to improve 

usability but retained its core structure. Perhaps the most notable modification was the conversion 

of measurements from paces to the more widely used metric system. 

Trotha’s ruleset did not replace the Tschischwitz rulesets. It is not exactly clear why that was 

the case, and information on its use is difficult to come by. What is at least evident is that Trotha’s 

Kriegsspiel is complex and requires substantial preparation, particularly when larger scenarios are 

concerned. In fact, the 1870 reviewer noted that the Kriegsspiel would be best used for small scenarios 

with three battalions on each side.20 Trotha’s use of densely packed tables—while informative—

makes already reading them quite a challenge and is not exactly conducive to fast adjudication. The 

tables often go beyond what is strictly necessary for gameplay and incorporate supplemental 

material intended for educational purposes beyond the actual wargame.  rather than practical utility. 

As a result, the Trotha Kriegsspiel was ‘not’ only ill-suited for casual play, something perhaps not 

that important in an educational wargame, and required considerable effort in preparation and 

execution, it also was difficult to run at an acceptable speed.  

Conclusion 

Thilo Wolf von Trotha’s career as an officer was not too remarkable. Nevertheless, he left a lasting 

impression on the history of professional military education both in Prussia and beyond its borders. 

While little is known about the precise use and reception of Trotha's Kriegsspiel, it was to a certain 

degree successful and even gained international recognition, as the existence of translations into 

various foreign language shows. His ruleset was translated into Italian, English, and Danish, with 

some sources suggesting distribution even as far as China and Japan.21 Despite its limitations, 

Trotha’s work must be recognized as a major contribution to the development of 19th-century 

wargaming in general and the Prussian Kriegsspiel in particular. Together with Tschischwitz, Trotha 

helped shape a crucial transitional phase in the history of Prussian Kriegsspiel, forming a bridge 

between the early rulesets of the 1820s and 1840s and later, even more complex rulesets of the 1880s. 

Pia Hofmann is a PhD candidate with a focus on the Prussian Kriegsspiel and ruleset structures at Julius-Maximi- 
lians-University in Würzburg. 

20 Anonymus, ‘Anleitung zum Gebrauch des Kriegsspiel-Apparates‘, p. 101. 
21 Konstantin v. Altrock, Das Kriegsspiel. Eine Anleitung zu seiner Handhabung. Mit Beispielen und Lösungen, (Berlin: 
Mittler, 1908), p. 168. 
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NEWS, REPORTS AND COMMUNICATIONS 
 

 
Plan XVII – the Reality on the Ground. 

A Tour of the Battle of Saarebourg Morhange 20 August 1914 

Andy Grainger 

 

Sometime in the early 1990’s I spent a week with Paddy Griffith exploring the 1914 battlefields of 

Eastern France. I think he was researching his first book on the Great War which was published as 

Battle Tactics on the Western Front in 1994: 

https://www.westernfrontassociation.com/world-war-i-book-reviews/battle-tactics-of-the-western-

front-the-british-army-s-art-of-the-attack-1916-1918-by-paddy-griffith/ 

Although we finished the week at Mons by far the greater part of our time was spent with 

the French Army as it sought to implement Plan XVII. Paddy was concerned to see if the French 

really did launch offensives à l’outrance and, if so, with what result – what he called ‘red trousering’. 

Did the French Army really charge forward in massed ranks, bayonets sparkling, white-gloved 

officers to the fore? The only officers entitled to wear white gloves would have been the 791 

candidates at St Cyr who were immediately commissioned. Indeed, did the attack à l’outrance really 

happen? With these and many other questions in mind we set off from Strasbourg. Our sole source 

was the French Official History. 

A quarter century later, in September 2024, I found myself staying in Nancy with fellow 

BCMH members Andy Gee and Ian Brewer. Andy Gee was our driver, Ian handled food and 

accommodation whilst I was the Historical Guide. Having borrowed Foch’s Memoirs from the 

London Library I felt that it would be appropriate to commence our journey by tracing the route of 

Foch’s XX Corps to the town of Morhange (German Mörchingen) and look at the battle there as Plan 

17 came into contact with reality. We did not have the French Official History to hand but we did 

have the works of Elizabeth Greenhalgh, Robert Doughty and others. I also found several websites 

which offered itineraries such as Pierre’s Western Front: 

https://www.pierreswesternfront.nl/lorraine-the-battle-of-morhange-1914 

These tended to be based on cemeteries rather than offer any operational or tactical context 

but I then found a site which concentrated on the German perspective: Kaisercross – 

http://www.kaiserscross.com/41815/329201.html – which seems to combine material from 

contemporary accounts with modern Google maps. I hoped that Foch’s Memoirs would offer an 

overview at the operational level whilst the Kaisercross website would offer us some insights at the 

tactical level. 
 

https://www.westernfrontassociation.com/world-war-i-book-reviews/battle-tactics-of-the-western-front-the-british-army-s-art-of-the-attack-1916-1918-by-paddy-griffith/
https://www.westernfrontassociation.com/world-war-i-book-reviews/battle-tactics-of-the-western-front-the-british-army-s-art-of-the-attack-1916-1918-by-paddy-griffith/
https://www.pierreswesternfront.nl/lorraine-the-battle-of-morhange-1914
http://www.kaiserscross.com/41815/329201.html
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figure 1: Map: 
https://boutique.ign.fr/cartes-de-tourisme-france-87014-grande-guerre-1914-1918-9782758545880-2.html My 

overlay. 

Plan XVII 

Anyone looking at Plan XVII at even a cursory level finds him or herself examining a strategy 

whereby a country of 40 million people plan to take the offensive against a country of 60 million in 

difficult terrain. No wonder the French were desperate for an early Russian mobilisation. In drawing 

up the notes for our itinerary I did not make a study of the political reasons why the French felt it 

imperative to go for Alsace-Lorraine on Day 1 when they knew that their opponent would be 

launching a mighty offensive against them but stuck to the operational planning. The French 

thought an offensive was feasible because they assessed that the Germans would place their main 

strength in the north and centre so would be correspondingly weak in the south. The Germans were 

indeed weaker in the south but only relatively so as the French had not appreciated that the Germans 

https://boutique.ign.fr/cartes-de-tourisme-france-87014-grande-guerre-1914-1918-9782758545880-2.html
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would put their Reserve Corps into the front line. Consequently the initial French offensives were 

launched with not much more than 1:1 odds (9 Corps against 8 across the 1st and 2nd Armies) and 

it got worse. 

The 2nd Army under de Castelnau was deployed in Lorraine roughly on a line Toul-Nancy.  

It was formed of five Corps: IX, XVIII, XX, XV and XVI plus a number of Territorial Divisions. The 

problem was that it had to deploy two Corps to cover its left flank which was menaced by large 

German forces based around Metz. Thus its attack towards Morhange thence Saarbrücken would 

comprise only three Corps.   

The main attack however would be made by Dubail’s 1st Army towards Sarrebourg which 

would then drive on Strasbourg. He was however very concerned about German formations driving 

into his right via the Col du Donon (bottom right-hand corner of the map). When we drove the 

narrow area across the Col and into the Vosges we felt that the entire pass could have been blocked 

by relatively small forces but we of course were not Army Commanders in the early 20th century.  

Joffre issued preliminary orders on 8th August and more detailed orders on 13th August. 

French Intelligence reckoned that 1st and 2nd Armies might face six German Corps which was 

correct in terms of Active Corps but omitted the two Reserve Corps. Nevertheless we are not looking 

at overwhelming odds. 

Operations 

The French crossed into Lorraine on 14th August but made only slow progress due as much to the 

narrow roads and difficult terrain as German rearguards. One problem was that the two Armies (2nd 

left, 1st right) tended to diverge. This was mainly due to the terrain – the massive, lake-filled Foret 

de Fénètrange sprawled between them. It makes the Foret de Mormal of Retreat from Mons fame 

look like a formal Tudor Garden.  

And then Joffre moved XVIII Corps from 2nd Army’s left to Belgium to be followed shortly 

afterwards by IX Corps. They were replaced by a group of Territorial divisions. By 18th August 2nd 

Army’s main effort was thus reduced to three Corps – XX Corps approaching Morhange from the 

west and south, XV Corps and then XVI Corps to the right. There was no reserve and the left flank 

was vulnerable. 

The Germans 

The German forces in Lorraine comprised the 6th Army commanded by Prinz Rupprecht of Bavaria. 

It was composed of five Corps: XXI, I, II and III Bavarian and I Bavarian Reserve. 

German Reserve Corps contained 25 Infantry battalions ie the same number as an active 

Corps but only 72 field and no heavy guns. Active Corps had 144 field and 16 heavy. A Reserve Corps 

had around 30 MGs whereas an Active one had 48. Reserve Corps were not so well provided with 

support and logistic troops but were much more capable than the French Groups of Reserve 
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Divisions. They could hold their own against a French Corps, at least for a time – as was seen in 

early September by the performance of IV Reserve Corps on the Ourcq. 

The German plan was to remain on the defensive in Alsace-Lorraine to try and draw the 

French onto them. This succeeded but by mid-August they were aware that the French were shifting 

troops from Lorraine to Belgium. By 20th August, the French seemed to have stopped their offensive 

along the line roughly Morhange-Sarrebourg. The aggressive Rupprecht lobbied OHL to attack in 

order to pin the French in Lorraine. 

 

Morhange September 2024 

So we headed for Morhange on the main road from Nancy. From Chateau-Salins this was the route 

or rather axis of Foch’s XX Corps. The road runs in a valley and Foch deployed 39 Div left and 11 

Div right. We quickly found out why the Germans (specifically 3rd Bavarian Division) had decided 

to form a stop line here. The town stands on the top of a rim of an amphitheatre of rolling agricultural 

land which reduces even the newly built TGV line to relative insignificance. No wonder Foch’s 

troops emerging from the woods on the opposite rim on the evening of the 19th August stopped to 

draw breath. 
 

 

 
figure 2: The view from Morhange looking roughly south-west. The French emerged from the woods on 

the horizon, about 7kms away. 
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figure 3: The panorama at the Memorial where the photograph was taken. 

 

It was a beautiful day and we could see all the places mentioned both on the map and in my notes 

where the action took place. One could spend a long time locating the positions of the various 

divisions, regiments and even battalions.  
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figure 4: The Battlefield at Mörchingen - German positions on 20 August 1914. 

 

The photograph was taken roughly at the g in Mörchingen and is where the Memorial / Panorama 

stands now. I/22 above the word Mörchingen is a German battalion (1st of Bavarian Inf Regt 22) 

deployed on a frontage of about 1,500 metres. Arabic numerals, eg 8/18 designate the 8th Company 

of Bavarian Infantry Regiment 18. We can also see artillery batteries and battalion positions and a 

Jäger company on the bottom right-hand edge of the map in some woodland north of Zarbeling. 

When the French stopped on their side of the rim they deployed their artillery and prepared 

to attack. The Bavarian guns replied. After these early morning exchanges of artillery fire the fields 

below became filled with thousands of Bavarian soldiers counter-charging the advancing French 

troops, mostly from Balfourier’s 11th Division. Thus they emulated both in word and deed the 
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paintings by Röchling and Detaille, juxtaposing officers with drawn swords and regimental flags 

with machine guns and high explosive shells. Within a few days the soldiers would become much 

more circumspect but on 20th August 1914, in their first major battle, tens of thousands of young 

men rushed upon each other, prepared to die for their countries and so often doing so.  

In the afternoon we looked at a couple of the actions by individual German regiments. In 

1914 a small Gothic chapel stood on a slight rise outside the village of Riche. After the battle the 

Germans enlisted the local villagers to bury nearly 2,500 French soldiers next to it. One of them is 

Curières de Castelnau, the son of the commander of the French 2nd Army and under whose 

command this offensive was launched. 

 

 
figure 5: The grave of Castelnau’s son in the Cemetery at Riche (German Reich – see map). 

 

The 18th Bavarian Infantry Regiment lost 900 men out of 3,000 taking this little hummock 

http://www.kaiserscross.com/41815/652901.html . Two or three kilometres away we followed the 

fortunes of German Infantry Regiment 174 who charged down a picturesque valley south of the 

village of Guebling to attack the French positions near Vergaville and Dieuze. Their Regimental 

history records their achievement in exultant prose – as well as their 1,500 casualties, fully 50% of 

http://www.kaiserscross.com/41815/652901.html
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their number http://www.kaiserscross.com/41815/329201.html . German memoirs will often look 

back nostalgically to the ‘Spirit of 1914’ but one can scarcely be surprised that it did not last. 

The 1914 map of Mörchingen shows that the small town was tripled in size by the 

construction of barracks and other military installations although we could discern almost nothing 

of these today https://www.morhangeetlesguerres.fr/la-1ere-guerre-mondiale/morhange-avant-

1914/ . We looked at the railway station, about 1km from the centre to which the Germans had later 

constructed a tramway. No sign of the tramway either but the station is on the main line to Metz 

and Strasbourg and was surrounded by cars. We also visited the nearby garrison cemetery whose 

occupants included tiny children, nineteen year old conscripts and grandparents in their 80’s. Next 

to it was the WW1 cemetery which was created by the French in 1918 who concentrated the scattered 

cemeteries in the area into one spot. Two mass graves hold 2,800 bodies, their names listed on metal 

panels, so many from 20 August 1914. Another 1500 or so have individual graves, one cross marking 

four soldiers. The five Jewish graves are marked by headstones.   

On our way back to Nancy we stopped at the allegedly martyred village of Dalhain where, 

on 20 August 1914, the Germans, in a manner that was to endear them to the world in the C20, 

formed firing squads and shot the wounded French soldiers in a dressing station in the schoolhouse 

adding, depending on the accounts, some villagers for good measure. This seemed less likely as at 

the time the villagers would have been German. There was however absolutely no sign of these 

events in the village, an unremarkable collection of grey rendered houses and farms scattered around 

a magnificent chestnut tree on the village green. The only sign of life was a Cerberus looking type 

dog which turned out to be a complete softie. 
  

http://www.kaiserscross.com/41815/329201.html
https://www.morhangeetlesguerres.fr/la-1ere-guerre-mondiale/morhange-avant-1914/
https://www.morhangeetlesguerres.fr/la-1ere-guerre-mondiale/morhange-avant-1914/
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figure 6: “En avant, à la baionette” – French infantry company attacking 
(Anonymus (ed.), Album Militaire (Paris: Boussod, Valadon et Cie, 1896)) 

 

Conclusions 

An interesting if sobering day. The general public tend to see the Great War in terms of armies 

slugging it out in muddy trenches but the open warfare of 1914 and 1918 produced much higher 

casualties. The day had afforded us a glimpse of the dreadful clashes that occurred all along the front 

in August 1914. I was sorry that Paddy could not be with us. The internet had brought knowledge 

of these events and so many others with a speed and ease that was unimaginable when we had made 

our journey. 

During that journey we quickly discovered that the French did not attack à l’outrance for the 

usual sound military reasons – commanders at each level kept a reserve. Because organisations were 

usually ‘square’ a Corps Commander would typically keep a brigade ie half the infantry of one of 

his divisions under his hand – 6 out of the 24 battalions in the Corps. The initial attacks were made 
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by waves of enthusiastic soldiers – typically deep in the most profonde bits of La France and usually 

pinned down by German machine guns and artillery quite quickly. Because that trip only looked at 

the opening days of the war it did not show us how quickly the French changed their tactics or 

indeed, as we had just discovered in 2024, that the ‘spirit of 1914’ carried the Kaiser’s Army to 

reckless slaughter on a gigantic scale too. 

Finally – but perhaps first – in thinning out 2nd Army two weeks into the war Joffre had 

perhaps abandoned Plan XVII before it had even started. His continued transfers from his right to 

his left not only built up the necessary superiority on the Marne but encouraged OHL to change the 

roles of 6th and 7th Army to the offensive rather than the defensive. These were not roles for which 

they had prepared or were particularly well-equipped. Rupprecht, having pestered for an offensive 

role almost from the start, found it difficult to object to attacking the fortifications at Nancy and then 

into the Trouée de Charmes. French casualties in 1914 were the highest than any other period in the 

war. It may be that those of the Germans were too but they were better able to sustain them. 
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Appendix 

 

Foch and the controversies of the Battle of Morhange 

(Michelin Guide Alsace Moselle p71) 

 

During the trip with Paddy Griffith many years ago we learned that the ‘southerners’ of XV Corps 

had been slagged off in the French Official history for running away. Until I found the relevant page 

in the Michelin Guide to Moselle-Alsace I had not realised that it gave rise to such controversy. The 

section below is taken directly from the Michelin Guide which, in 1919, would have been fresh. 

 

Introduction 

On August 20, General Castelnau had planned to advance with the 15th and 16th Corps, while the 20th 

commanded by Foch was to remain in position [on the left] to assist the 15th Corps if necessary. Claiming 

not to have received the order, Foch attacked [Morhange from the west] with the 39th Division. Quickly 

in trouble, the 39th received support from the 11th Division, which was unable to support the 15th Corps 

as planned. With the 15th and 16th Corps [receiving a serious German counterattack] and suffering 

heavy losses, the situation became untenable. At 10 a.m. Castelnau gave the order for both Corps to 

withdraw, leaving several thousand ‘southerners’ dead on the battlefield. 

 

Choosing a scapegoat 

This tactical confusion put Joffre's strategy on the spot: to publicize Foch's error was to discredit Plan 17, 

which gave priority to a frontal assault over an artillery duel [I could not really follow this as of 2024 

AG]. Moreover, there was no question of undermining the popularity of Foch and Lescot, and of their 

soldiers from Lorraine. The High Command found the perfect scapegoat in the 15 Corps, made up of 

soldiers from the south of France, and charged the Minister of War, Messimy, with a campaign of 

denigration. The 'cowardice' of the 15 and 16 Corps soldiers was reported in the newspaper Le Matin. 

Clemenceau, then senator of the Var, couldn't help explaining that the 15 Corps had given in to panic. 

 

A Difficult Rehabilitation 

Meridional soldiers became the butt of criticism from their comrades and military justice. In September 

1914, a court-martial shot two soldiers from the Var and Corsica, accused - wrongly - of self-mutilation. 

Nevertheless, the image of the 15th Corps was restored under the pressure of Joffre and the real heroic 

deeds of its regiments, remembered in the Lorraine memory (see the monuments of Vergaville and 

Bidestroff). As for Foch's disobedience towards Castelnau, it could not find redress. Their enmity turned 

to the advantage of Foch, the victorious commander of the allied armies who refused the marshal's baton 

to Castelnau for his defeat at Morhange. 
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Remarks 

This piece in the Michelin Guide does not explain when the controversy began ie when (or how) the 

incident put Joffre’s strategy on the spot. Unsurprisingly there is no mention of a controversy in 

Foch’s Memoirs (1931), merely stating (p24) that he had not received any orders on 19/20 August so 

continued with the planned attack on Morhange. Looking at the map it is not altogether clear how 

11 Div could have bailed out XV Corps in the position it found itself.   
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Once upon a time before the Great War … 

Tony Cowan 

 

This is a tale I came across when researching German views of the British army before the First 

World War. I wanted to know what language skills the Germans needed for this work. I found a 

little language training pamphlet… 

 

The plot 

The year is 1904. Anglo-German relations are tense following German press attacks on Britain 

during the Boer War. King Edward VII will make his first visit to Germany in an attempt to patch 

things up with the ever-volatile Kaiser Wilhelm. But a junior German Guards officer has just written 

a language-training pamphlet with incendiary remarks about the British which will certainly cause 

a conflagration if published. King Edward decides he must raise this with the Kaiser, who is not 

amused… 

 

Cast of characters 

 

Oberleutnant (First Lieutenant) Wilhelm von Jecklin, 3rd Guard Grenadier Regiment, studying at 

the Kriegsakademie (Staff College). 
 

Caroline née Wille, his South African wife, originally from Graaff Reinet in Cape Colony. 
 

Lieutenant-Colonel Henry Shute, Coldstream Guards, commandant and martial law administrator 
of Graaff Reinet 1901-1902, and now Principal Private Secretary to the Secretary of State for War. 
 

Lieutenant-Colonel Count Edward Gleichen, Grenadier Guards, British Military Attaché in Berlin. 
 

Sir Frank Lascelles, British ambassador in Berlin. 
 

Secretary of State for War Arnold-Forster and the British Cabinet. 
 

Count Bernhard von Bülow, German Chancellor. 
 

King–Emperor Edward VII. 
 

Kaiser of the German Empire and King of Prussia Wilhelm II. 

 

To be continued… 
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Not to give the game away, but this anonymous review in an Austrian military journal (Organ der 

Militärwissenschaftlichen Vereine 71, 1905, p. xxxviii) shows the pamphlet made it to publication… 
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REVIEWS 

 
 

Carl Richarz, Die Wikingerfahrt der Tinto (Berlin: August Scheel, 1917), 110pp. 

Friedrich-Wilhelm Fleischer, Sturmfahrt der Tinto (Oldenburg: Gerhard Stalling, 1922), 64pp. 

 

The fate of the German East Asiatic Squadron 

probably ranks among the most widely known 

episodes in the naval history of the Great War. Under 

the command of Maximilian von Spee, the German 

ships, facing overwhelming odds after Japan’s entry 

into the war, sailed to South America, where they 

inflicted a defeat onto the Royal Navy in the Battle of 

Coronel. About a month later the German squadron 

met its fate in the Battle of the Falkland Islands; 

Spee’s force of two armoured cruisers and three 

protected cruisers was no match for the forces the 

Royal Navy had concentrated – two battlecruisers, 

three armoured cruisers and two protected cruisers, 

and four German ships were sunk. Only one 

protected cruiser, SMS Dresden, initially managed to 

escape, playing hide-and-seek with his Royal Navy 

pursuers for three months before eventually ending 

up immobilized at Más a Tierra off the Chilean coast. 

While trying to get interned the cruiser was sunk by HMS Kent and HMS Glasgow in what is 

nowadays called the Battle of Más a Tierra. Four German sailors were killed and 14 wounded, while 

the remainder of the crew, including a young lieutenant by the name of Wilhelm Canaris, was 

interned in Chile. Soon, some of the crew started to make plans for returning to Germany; thus, 

Canaris managed to leave in August 1915 and returned to Germany in October 1915. The two books 

reviewed here are the recollections of two members of a group of 28 Germans who also managed to 

find their way back home in a spectacular escape that to this date often only finds mentioning in 

footnotes, if at all. 

 Friedrich-Wilhelm Fleischer had been one of SMS Dresden’s officers, while Carl Richarz had 

joined the East Asiatic Squadron only in 1914; an officer with Norddeutscher Lloyd, he had found 

himself in Southeast Asia when the war broke out. Initially assigned to SMS Scharnhorst he was 

transferred to SMS Dresden two weeks before the Battle of Coronel. Richarz was wounded when SMS 

Dresden was sunk, and both found themselves interned after the Battle of Más a Tierra. After news 

of the Battle of Jutland had reached Chile in June 1916, Richarz, Fleischer and a few other members 
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of SMS Dresden’s crew came up with a daring plan to return to Germany: an old sailing vessel, the 

barque Tinto (built in 1852) was secretly acquired, and in November 1916, a group of 28 Germans 

under the command of Richarz and including a number of cadets belonging to the crew of a German 

maritime training vessel, Herzogin Cecilie, set sail from Chile. It would take them 125 days to sail 

through the British blockade to Trondheim, where the Tinto arrived on the 31st of March 1917, a 

year after the Battle of Jutland. 

 Both accounts are very similar in that they 

provide only a very brief prehistory and concentrate 

on the Tinto’s passage. In doing so, they present 

what is essentially a great adventure story in which 

the main adversary is not the enemy but the sea, the 

storms it throws in the way of the Tinto, and the 

state of the latter’s rigging which from the onset is 

described as rather deplorable. The two books offer 

a slightly different perspective: Richardz, while only 

a reserve lieutenant in the navy, had served as a full 

captain with Norddeutscher Lloyd and had rounded 

Cape Hoorn several times; an avid sailor, he had 

professed several times before the war that one of 

his greatest desires was commanding a large sailing 

vessel on a long cruise. His account is written like a 

traditional sea story and focusses on the challenges 

sailing a vessel that was more than 60 years old 

around Cape Hoorn, through the Atlantic Ocean and 

into the North Sea. Fleischer on the other hand, a 

career navy officer, has a slightly more outsider 

perspective, openly admitting that at the start of the 

journey his knowledge of the operation of large sailing ships had been rudimentary at best. Read 

together the two books provide a vivid account of a small but nevertheless remarkable naval 

adventure in the Great War. 

 Both authors would continue to make successful careers in the navy. Richarz went on to 

serve in Reichsmarine and Kriegsmarine, eventually gaining the rank of Fregattenkapitän 

(commander); he died in 1966. Fleischer ended the Great War as a first lieutenant and continued his 

naval career through the Reichsmarine into the Kriegsmarine, eventually rising to full admiral. He 

died in 1952. 
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Paul König, A People's Army. Massachusetts Soldiers and Society in the Seven Years' War (Chapel 

Hill/London: The University of North Carolina Press, 1984). 292pp. 

 

Fred Anderson, a retired Harvard and University of 

Colorado-Boulder history professor, historian,  and 

author, specialises in the American Colonial Era and 

British rule in North America. His 1984 original 

publication, A People's Army. Massachusetts Soldiers 

and Society in the Seven Years' War (still available in a 

1996 reprint), was groundbreaking many decades ago in 

terms of shifting literature from military strategy to 

individual soldiers’ diaries and writings during the 

American theatre of the Seven Years’ War (also known 

as the French and Indian War, 1756-1763).  

This book combines a phenomenological 

approach to understanding soldiers’ motivations in larger 

numbers with historiographical writings and is divided 

into three parts: The first section connects military 

service from the viewpoint of interest in the Royal 

Colony, the Massachusetts Bay Colony, and composite 

of its provincial armies. Although these militias 

attempted to follow the structure of the professional standing army, i.e., the British regulars, they were 

left to function on their own accord. Within the New England lifestyle, the context of war included 

ridding France’s influence in the colonies. It juxtaposed the viewpoint of the soldiers in New England 

and the global conflict within four phases.  

These phases included, 1) The military responses from Massachusetts (and Virginia) to France 

expanding and exploring into the Trans-Alleghany West, 2) The lack of a formal declaration of war 

from King George II in its early years, and 3) Inconsistent fighting from the regulars and provincials 

by preventing the French from encroaching into Northern New York, as well as, 4) The maritime 

advancement on the St. Lawrence River into Canada, but not as successful in the ground campaigns 

that included Pennsylvania through Virginia.  

The second section of the book describes how the soldiers’ diet, disease, working conditions, 

and combat practices differed greatly from their civilian lives. Additionally, the practices between the 

Provincial Army and the British regulars’ approaches showed their views on discipline of soldiers. To 

the standing army, good conduct is typically woven into the assessment of good manners: that was 

imperative. To the provincials, men were either “good or bad soldiers, as conduct reflected character.” 

For example, no court-martial would be offered to a soldier who was a repeat offender-- he would be 
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whipped 300 times. Conversely, the provincials  did not take the corporal punishment route and would 

expel the soldier from the unit. 

In the third section, the conflict of the provincial armies is analysed under their commanders. 

Interestingly, despite the lack of “moral fiber of the provincials,” according to their British supervisors, 

the militiaman were adept at following contractual issues. However, the French and Indian War kept 

New Englanders together; primarily, the Massachusetts’ colonial government was used to paying for, 

and accommodating, the enlistment services of the provincial armies. These procedures did not warrant 

King George II’s direct oversight; and consequently, it unified the provincials and their enlistment 

schedules.  

Conclusively, despite Anderson writing other volumes on the British influence in Colonial 

America, this book would best be explained in three separate volumes. For example, one book could 

illuminate the background information on the context of the French and Indian War. The second could 

describe the conditions of the war; and finally, one book could mention the militia’s contractual 

obligations.   

The most interesting part was the sections of the soldiers’ letters – it reflected the human 

experience. The list of diaries from other soldiers and officers in the appendix was helpful, but it would 

have been more beneficial to include more information in the main text. Finally, Anderson contributed 

greatly to his own research with subsequent books and research: Crucible of War (2001) and The War 

that Made America (2005) are indeed valid pertinent examples.

Gabrielle McBath 
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BCMH EVENTS 

Annual General Meeting 

The Commission's Annual General Meeting will take place on Saturday, 7th of March 2026, from 

10.30 am to 04.30 pm, at the RAF Museum, Hendon. 

Details of all BCMH Events can be found on BCMH’s website at http://www.bcmh.org.uk/events/

http://www.bcmh.org.uk/events/
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MARS & CLIO EDITORIAL POLICY 
 

 

1. Mars & Clio is the bulletin of the British Commission for Military History. It records the 

business of the Commission by publishing conference proceedings, reports on battlefield 

tours, and promotes the practice of military history by publishing articles, reflections, and 

book reviews. 
 

2. Mars & Clio is run by an editorial board consisting of the editor-in-chief, the commissioning 

editor, the production editor and the reviews editor. 
 

3. Mars & Clio accepts contributions from members and non-members and commissions articles 

and reviews. 
 

4. Mars & Clio is a non-peer reviewed journal, although contributions should when appropriate 

follow scholarly conventions. 
 

5. Mars & Clio encourages scholarly debate relating to military history. Contributions should 

be respectful to individuals and groups and written in language appropriate for a scholarly 

publication. 
 

6. The editorial board reserves the right to decline to publish articles that do not promote the 

objectives of the Commission or its journal or do not meet the journal’s editorial guidelines, 

or to request revisions to submitted pieces before publication. 
 

7. The production editor may edit submissions for style, clarity and length without reference to 

the author. Substantive changes to content or style will be agreed with the author before 

publication. 
 

8. Contributions by authors represent their own views and should not be taken to represent 

those of the Commission or any other body or institution. 
 

9. The authors of articles in Mars & Clio retain the copyright of the material. No part of any 

article may be reproduced or distributed in any form other than for private use without the 

express permission of the author. Permission may be sought via the editor. 


