SUMMARY OF THE ART OF WAR.

DEFINITION OF THE ART OF WAR.

Tue art of war, as is generally conceived, is divided into five purely
military branches : strategy, orand taclics, la logistique,) the

art t:}- the encineer and elemen

there is an essential part of tl 1 ‘has, until now, been im-
properly excluded from it, it is the policy of \lthough this belongs
more especially to the seience of the statesman, than to that of the warrior,
gince we have imagined to separate the gown from the sword, it cannot be
denied, however, that if it be ns ltern general, it is indispen-
sable to every general-in-chief of an army : it enters into all the combina-
tions which can determine a war, and into those of the operations which
may be undertake hence it belongs necessarily to the science of which

we treat.

From these considerations, it seems that the art of war is, in reg
composed of six very distinct pa

The 1st is the policy of war.

or the art of properly directing masses

* There exists,

aven which be
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atre of war, whether for the invasion of a country, or for the defence of
One’s own.

The 3d is the grand tactics of battles and combats.

The 4th is logistics, or the practical application of the art of moving
armies.®

The 5th is the art of the engineer, the attack and defence of places.

The 6th is elementary tactics.

We might even add fo these the philosophy, or moral part of war; but
it appears more suitable to unite it in the same section with the policy.

ions of the first four

ientary tactics, nor the art

We now propose to analyze the princip
branches ; our ¢ i

In order to be a good infantry, cavalry and artillery officer, it is useful
know all those branches equally well ; but to become a general, or a
distinguished staff of zer, this knowledge is indis 1ie. ate are
f ;
those who possess

I the governments which know how to put them

ned me to s first of la

I shall be thanked, T hope, for the new

CHAPTER I.

THE POLICY OF WAR. ,

We shall give this title to the combinations by which a statesman
should judge when a war is suitable, opportune, or even indispensable,
and to determine the divers operations which it will necessitate in order to
attain its end.

A state is led to war:

To claim rights or to defend them ;

To satisfy great public interests, such as those of commerce, of industry,
and of all that concerns the prosperity of nations;

To sustain neighbors whose existence is necessary to the security of the
state, or to the maintainance of the political equilibrium ;

To fulfil stipulations of alliances, offensive and defensiy

To propagate doctrines, to suppress or defend them ;

To extend its influence or its power by acquisitions necessary to the
safety of the state ;

To save menaced national independence ;

To avenge ontraged honor;

Through a mania for conquests, and throngh a spirit of invasion

It is presumed that these different kinds of war have some influence on
the nature of the npyr;a_ﬁnn,x which Ihu_\‘ will |‘1-w1r1'1!‘|'. in order to arrive at
the end proposed, upon the magnitude of the efforts which it will be neces-
sary to make to that effect, and upon the extent of the enterprises which
we shall be at liberty to form.

Without doubt each of those wars can be offensive or defensive; even
he who should be the aggressor will, perhaps, be anticipated, and reduced
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to defend himself, and the attacked will be able to take immediately the

initiative if he has known how to prepare himself for it. But there will yet

be other complications arising from the respective situation of the pnn;(-s.
1. War may be n ingly :

2. It may be

3. It may be

mad allied to each other.
st a single enemy.
in the war, or only an auxiliary.
atfer case, it may intervene from the commmu-cnmnt'ﬁf the
war, or in the midst of a struggle already more or less encaced.
6. The theatre of war may be transported into the e :
into an ally’s territory, or into one’s own territory.

4. A party may be the pring
5. In this |

nemy’s country,

I: lt].t W :U‘l ;‘,f invasion be made, it may be neighboring or remote, wise
and well considered, or extravagant.
8. A war may be national, either against us, or against the enemy.
s . . . . = ol
9. Finally, there exist civil and rel

igious wars equally dangerous and
deplorable. q

War once decided upon, without doubt it ghould be made
the principles of the art, but it will be admitted. however, th
be a great difference in 1}

according to
at there may
1¢ nature of the operations that shall be under-
taken, according to the divers chances to be run. For

two
hundred thousand French wish

to subject Spain, aroused acainst them
re like two hundred thousand French wish-
ing to march upon Vienna, or any othe

as one man, would not manceny

v capital, there to dictate peace
]

(1809) ; and they would not do the guerillas of Mina the honor to combat
them in'the same manner that they fought at Borodino.* Without oine
50 far for examples, could it be said that the two hundred 111-:{-1“‘:1:1-(1
French of whom we have just spoken, ought equally to march upon Vi-
enna, whatever should be the moral condition of the :f.nt'.:..mrt.l‘.- and of
e and the Inn, and between the Danube

and the Elbe? It is conceived that a reciment onsht always to fight very
nearly the same, but it is not so with § alsin-chief, .
To these different combinations, which belong more or less to diplo-
matic policy, may be added others, which have relation only to the con-
duct of armies. We shall give to the latter the name of military policy,
or the philosophy of war, for they belong exclusively neither to diplo-
macy, nor to strategy, and are none the less for that of the highest impor-

* This, in reply to Major Prokets h. who, de
himself able to sustain that the policy of war
and that war should always be ma

e his well known erndition, believed
could have no influence upon its operations
de in the same manner.
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tance in the plans of the cabinet, as well as in those of a general of an army.
Let us commence by analyzing the combinations which relate to di-
plomacy.

ARTICLE 1.

OFFENSIVE WARS FOR CLAIMING RIGHTS.

When & state has rights over a neighboring country, it is not always a
reason for claiming them by main force. The convenience of the public
interest must be consulted before determining thereto.

The most just war will be that which, founded upon incontestable
righis.simi[ yel offer to the state IJ“-’iii\'L‘ advantages, ]"l'll]'lllr'.it‘l]llf(‘ to the
sacrifices and the chances to which it is exposed. Dut there present
themselves unfortunately, in our day, so many rights contestable and con-
tested, that the greater part of wars, although fonnded in appearance upon
heritages, testaments and marriages, are in reality no more than wars of
convenience. The question of the Spanish succession under Lounis XTIV,
was the most natural in right, since it reposed on a solemn testament sup-
ported by family ties, and by the general wish of the Spanish nation ;
nevertheless it was one of the most contested by all Europe; it produced
a general coalition against the legitimate legatee.

Frederick II, profiting by a war of Austri ainst France, evokes old
parchments, enters Silesia by main force, and seizes upon that rich prov-
ince, which doubles the strength of the Prussian monarchy. The suce
and importance of this resolution made it a master stroke ; for, if Freder-
ick had not succeeded, it wogld have been unjust however to blame him
for it : the magnitude of the entemprise and its opportuneness could ex-
cuse such an irruption, as far as an inroad is excusable.

In such a war, there are no rules to give ; fo know how to wait and fo
profit is everything. Offensive operations ought to be proportioned to
the end proposed. The first is naturally that of ocenpying the provinces
claimed ; the offensive can afterwards be pushed according to circum-
stances and the respective forces, to the end of obtaining the cession de-




POLICY OF WAR. POLICY OF WAR.

- . as 11} o v g
«d, by menacing the adversary at home ; all depends upon the alliances not the same with the truths
whic h one will have been able to secure, and upon the military means of modifications throu

the ties. The essential in such an offensive, is to have a scrupn- and
lous care not to awaken the jealousy of a third party, who might come to
the succor of the power which it is proposed to attack. It is for policy are no fixed r

1

to forsee this case, and to parry an intervention, by giving all the guaran- - has principles

ties necessary to one'’s neig enemy has to be deal

alone which offers differences
caleulation, but which are

the calculations of probabi
operations according to circumstances,
plf-.a'.m' it is necessary to remain faithful to the principles of the art.

neve

is necessary then to modify plans of

ARTICLE II.

although in order

1 will be admitted, for example, that a war against I e, Aust :
WARS DEFENSIVE IN POLICY AND OFFENSIVE Russia, could not be combined like & war against the Turks, or any Ori-
MILITARILY. ion, whose brave but undisciplined h‘

-

of no
ental nat
order, no rational manceuvre, nor of any

A state attacked by its neighbor, who claims old rights upon a prov-
mee, rarely decides to yield it hout combat, and throt puré convie-
tion of those rights, it prefers to defer 1 rritory demanded of it,

which is always more honorable e natural. But, instead of

ARTICLE III

remaining passively on the : iting its agoressor, it may suit it

to take the initiative or offensive ; all depends then on the reciprocal mili- ENIENCE
tary position AR S o WARS OF CONVENIENCE.
ary positions.

There is often an advantage in making a of invasion; there is

ften one also in g the enemy at home. A power, strongly con- : .
stitated within itself, which has no canse for divisions, nor fear from a The invasion u! Silesia by Frederick IT, was & war of convenience;
third aggression upon its own territory, will always find a real advantace that of cession eq

in *'Ili'!‘l\ili'," hostilities upon the enemy’ E ];I the first ]’!mw‘ it “7'],” There are two kinds wars of ]hn- » which a power
. avoid the ravaging of its provinces, then it will carry on the war at the » may undertake
: ' » moral chances on its rtant politi

11

the. > dimir

the enemy on
rease.

war. Meanwhile,

that an army opera- ; probabl

he natural or artifi-
1l its manceuvres are

its ;;‘:'i;‘u':ll'iii’_‘\‘_-

sing applied
y are immutable, it is
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ARTIOLE EV.
WARS WITH OR WITHOUT ALLIES.

It is natural that every war with an dlly should be preferable to a war
without allies, supposing besides, all the other chances equal. Donbtless a
great State will be more sure of succeeding, than two weaker States which
should ally themselves against it ; but yet is it better to have the rein-
forcement of a neighbor than to struggle alone; not only do you find
yourself reinforced by the contingent which he furnishes you, but the ene-
my is enfeebled in a still greater proportion, for he will not have need
merely of a considerable cogps to oppose to that contingent, he will be
obliged still to wateh portidns of his territory which otherwise would
have been secure from insult. It will be seen, in the following paragraph,
that there are no allies so insignificant as to be disdained with impunity
by a never so formidable State ; a truth which, for the rest, could not be
called in question without denying all the teachings of history.

ARTIOLE V.

WARS OF INTERVENTION *

Of all wars that a State can undertake, the most suitable, the most ad-
vantageous for it, is certai

ily the war of intervention in a struggle already
engaged. The cause for it will easily be comprehended: a State which
thus intervenes, puts in the balance all the weight of its poweryin ¢om-
mon with the power in favor of whicl
when it wishes, and when the

ch it interferes ; it enters therein
moment is most opportune for giving de-
cisive action to the means it brings

# This article was written in 1829
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irst, is thi State
Mhere are two kinds of. intervention: the first is that which a

3, second is to
seeks to introduce in the interior affairs of its neighbors, the second is t

intervene .“E’;\:‘-Ui‘i‘dh]\ in its exter ior re;niinn%.

f 1 terven-
Publicists have never been agreed as 10 the rieht of internal inte

tion : we shall not dispute with them upon the point of right, but we w “11
gav that the fact has often happened. The Romans owed a part of th 1-
‘.z.unl--.u‘ to those interventions, and the empire of the English Company
in India iz no otherwise explained. Interior interventions do not ttl\w,.]n-
succeed : Russia owes in part the development of her "tu)llu. S lm {...\:
which her sovereirns knew how to bring into the affairs of Poland ; -_\J.i-_*
tria, on the contrary, came near being ruined for havi ing "1 'v..n]n!».‘nl l‘D 111'1}‘:‘:
ferc in the affairs of the French revolution. These kinds of combinations
are not in our province.

Intervention in the external relations of one's nr:-":-_r‘;.\lmrt-. is n‘n:r-l‘ ‘ll:""‘l‘tl-
mate, more natural and more advantageous yerhaps. In Euu‘i.‘nAJh:m-.l-.lla}_“
it is. that a State has the right to meddle with what passes \\'1.[1111‘.1.}11;.- 11|m.*—
rior-jurisdiction of its bors, equally certain is it that it will be ac.
t".-r=l:wl the right to oppose whatever ol  trouble and disorder the latter may
carry outside, which cot Id react

Three motives may engage us 10 intervene in the exterior wars of r-mr
ichbors. The first is a treaty of alliance offensive and defensive, which
riDors. 1€ st 18 ¢ I Uy al C 3 .

- 1 1 mtainandce chat
res U5 to sustain an a The second, is the maintainance of what
oe3 Us 1 znst an < .

1 ki * modern aces, as ad-
is termed the ,mlnl- 1l equilil ibrium : a combination of modern ag , 8 &
s it appears simple. and which was, nevertheless, too often for-

otten by those even who should have been its most fervent apostle

. hir ive, 1 ot by a war engaged, not only with the object

The third motive, is to profit by a war engage 1, m‘d only : o

of prevent ing bad consequences from it but also for causing the advan-

1 | - Vi il i

tazes of it to turn to the profit of him who intervenes.

s which have decayed for

clines when it suffers the

.. and that a State, thongh it

come the arbiter of the political bal-
Iy to put a weight in that balance.”

i bilit [ t equilibrium. would be absurd. It can be but

. i f the maintainance of

question of & T . : e

n‘ , 1 ought t f p he art of putting in action the most
m ougl ) I 4

‘ ? f war. Of course, Lthe

ical balance
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This is enough to demonstrate the advantage of wars of intervention under
anelevated political point of view.

) the military point of view, it is plain that an army, ap-
trnggle already established, becomes prepon-

the more decisive, in proportion as its

yortance relatively to the positions of

r. Let us cite an example. In the winter

1807, Napolk ssed the Vistula, and ventured under the walls of

Konigshere, having Austria in his rear, and the whole mass of the Rus-

ia had caused a hundred thousand men

1 If Aus
to debouch from Bohemia upon the Oder, it would have been finished, in

sian <':r!T|7l‘t* before

all probability, with the omnipotence of Napoleon; his army would have
been too fortunate in opening itself a way to regain the Rhine, and every-
thing leads to the belief that it wounld not have succeeded.
ferred waiting t

Austria pre-
we its army increased to four hundred thousand men ;
it took then the offensive with this formidable mass two years after and
was conquered ; whilst that with a hundred thousand men engaged at the
proper moment, she would have decided more surely and more easily the
fate of Europe.

If interventions are of different natures, the wars which result from
them are also of several kinds.

1. You intervene as an auxiliary, in consequence of anteriop treaties,
and by means of secondary corps, the strength of which is determined.

2. You intervene as a principal party, to sustain a more feeble neigh-
bor, whose States you go to defend, which carries the theatre of war far
from your frontiers.

3. You intervene also as principal party, when yon are in the neighbor-
hood of the theatre of war, which suppeses a coalition of several great

lill\\'(_‘l"‘ H &
4. You intervene in a struggle already begun; or before the declaration
of war.
When you intervene only with a moderate contingent, in consequence
of stipulated treaties, you are but an accessory, and the operations are di-
rected by the principal power. W

» case is different.

: i
you intervene by coalition and

The military chances of those wars are various. The Russian army, in

he Seven Years War, was, in reality, an anxiliary of Austria and Franee;

s
L

it was, however, a prineipal party in the north, until the occupation of

o
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0Old Prussia by its troops ; but when Generals Fermor and Soltikoff con-
( ussia by 118 1rd 3 D : . et el
ducted the army into Brandenburg, then it no longer acted but in i;.l,
e ; e trooms. thrown far from their base, were at the
Austrian interest; those troops, thrown lar _lI;.\ m
merey of a good or bad mancenvre ol iheir ailies.
. to daneers, and are ordinarily very del-
aion of 1799, and of 1805,
jcate for the general of an army. The campaign of 1799, and of

Such remote excursions expose

: sy
s of this, which we treating of those ex
furnished sad proofs of this, which w in tre L

2 e T
peditions under the military a ) :
Tt results from these exam those remote interventions often
results hese exan : .
i ith them ; but on the other
compromise the armies which oed with them ; but ‘. .. i
e trv at least conld not be 8
advantage wi country at least could
hand, one has the advantage q \ g A
1O 1Dy
easily invaded, since the theatr
what makes the misfortune of a
In wars of this nature, 1
eap litician and a mu
art whioh each 18 to tak

p f"f”f"’ i(“ir. "

1 f +he
» neglect o U

hat in a word wl
foximity with his fronti
1 i 11 ,\“ !
from her

cent to

in two months.

Austria had, in

over the military

- sufficiently cont
lopment of her s

but more

indicates
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This double advantage is so decisive that we have seen, not only the
great monarchies, but even very small States, become preponderant, by
knowing how to seize this fitness of time. Two examples will suffice to
prove this. In 1552, the Elector Maurice, of Saxony, dared to declare
unst Charles Fifth, master of Spain, of Ttaly, and of the
Germanic empire; against Charles, victorious over Francis First, and
pressing France in his firm grasp. This movement, which transported the
war to the heart of the Tyrol, arrested the great man who menaced to
swallow up everything. In 1
declaring against Lonis X1V, changes the face
back the French army upon the banks of t
of Turin, where it experienced the bloody catastrophe which immortal-
ized the Prince Eugene. How insi
those who have meditated upon thes
questions to which they apply!

himself openly aga

L

brings he Adige, to the walls

gnificant statesmen will appear to
€ two events, and upon the great

We bhave said enough upon the

advantages of these opportune inter-
ventions ; th

€ number of examples could be multiplied to infinity, but
that could add nothing to the convietion of our readers,

ARTICLE VI.

WARS OF INVASION THROUGH A SPIRIT OF CONQUEST

OR OTHER CAUSES,

rk that there are two v ry different
kinds of invasions : those which attack neighboring powers, and those
which are carried to a distance, ing vast countries, the population
of which might be more or less neut; ‘

Wars of invasion, made through a spirit of conquest, are not unfortu-
nately always the most #®sadvanta ar, and Napoleon,
in the half of his career, have ( too well proved this. However, those
advantages have limits fixed by nature even, and which it is necessary to
one ialls then into disa

guard against crossing, because sastrons extremes.

106, the Duke of Savoy, Vietor Amedius,,
]
of affairs in Italy, and}
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he Scythians, Cr and the Em-
Tubia. Darius among the Scythians, Cra ( bt
g L dlius - . Tr it rnish
e 6 T finally, Napoleon in hiussia, furnish
g Hllekaly, L L}

1 oos +} =Y
na S | evertheies e
must be owned, neverthei
b . | P
ive of the conduct of

land urged bim

) . 1 « 40 - Y } :H
¢ t5 hend under England or to triumph 1
bv wasslty T hen T oo
iwn on by mne .“,\ L‘ a5 sent into this world to teach, gen
r 1 1 » Wwas SCIu 2 i + 6
t say that o 1 ey e edlae his vie
which they ough e
~f armies - . ‘cnetors are moder-
pirdeto { aundacity ; his disasters are m
jes are lessons of skill, acli i \
tories are lesson
. - Al v 'I!l-u‘-] bv DI 6 ]”.
ting examples ImMpos ¥ . : g
e ] hle motives, is an outrage JT :
o of Invasion w r . e v a oreat
S Trer & Gy « but when 1t can he Jil."ln'l! )y \ [
nity, like those ket s

= Hive 1t 18 snsceptibl
erest and a landable motive, 11 15 5

$30n . lace 1
anon. 108 and that which had place In

as in their re sults ; the first, -

; o e ooty aveented 10
The invasion oI Spall, EXCCt
)

193 differ certainly as much in their "““_-' ,l.-‘,”] with cunning, menaced the
tated by o spirit of invasion, and :-‘..m‘tl ‘ | 1o its author ; th

% tense ;'.fﬂu- -‘5'3”'.]‘!"!1 Nati nd w ;1&' : o
xister tine onlv dangerous doctrines, and lmu\‘.-ﬂ_ ~- rel T

compating O hat it found a decisive point of SUppOr in the & +
ceeded all the ]""Ihlr m\‘:‘ 3 I.UI.\_. it for a moment violated. We -‘]}Ml 1:-0‘.
ity of the peopie ".'h“i“. a according to ratural right; such i N.
undertake to .'l'_l‘l_'“”'} . .],‘ :} ." of intervention. Far from discussing “'-"nf‘ \‘\C
Tong to the political right ',.',.,-'4 that an invasion is not always of the
- ]f"..w”l‘ : : [n‘rl. \\'Jhivll we have just cited, contributed to

£ -i\n:.l'.)-\{' ‘\'I\l‘ ‘I-l ; 1‘“'I\ e !-.--];].;U'l"l Fri

the ruin of ,\:u‘wn on ; s BN
' ]
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most sure means :\'.T!-l""' i for ]‘.:__1‘_1”: barriers
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1s to Know how U
to it. nd justified, not upon
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the object proposed and by the
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:t_either from the country itself, ot
I pcountered in it, either from the country :
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An invasion against a people exasperated and ready for all sacrifices,

can expect to be sustained in men and money by a powerful neich-

bor, is a hazardous enterprise ; the war of Napoleon in Spain, plainly

proves this ; the wars of the French Revolution in 1792, 1793 and 1794,

demonstrate it still better ; for if this last power was taken, less unpro-

vided than Spain, neither had it great alliance for assisting in its defence ;
1t was assailed by all Europe, both by land and by sca.

In view of such examples, of what interest could dry maxims be? It
is from the history of those great events that it is necessary to draw
of conduct.

The invasions of the Russians in Turkey, presented, in some respects,
the same symptoms of national resistance ; meanwhile it must be owned

the conditions were different : the religions hatred of the Ottomans
might make them fly to arms ; but settled in the midst of a Greek pop-
ulation twice as numerous as themselves, the Turks did not find, in a gen-
cral insurrection, that support which they would have found if all the em-
pire had been mussulma ud mingled the interests of the
Greeks with those of the cong wce knew how to do with the
people of Alsace, the best Frenchmen of the kingdom : in this case they
would have been stronger ; there would have been no longer any
religions fanaticism.

The war of 1828, has proved that the T 8 were respectable only on
their frontiers, where were found united their most warlike militia,
the interior is falling into ruins.

When an invasion has nothing to fear from the people, and when it is ap-
plied to a bordering State, then there are strategic laws which decide in

1

regard to it and which must above all be consulted ; this is what rendered

the invasions of Italy, of Austria, and of Prussia, so prompt. Those
y chances will be treated of in Article 30.

> contrary, an invasion is remote and is to traverse vast

countries to arrive at its end, it is policy much more than strategy to

] essary to have recourse in order to prepare for its-<suceess.

t, the first condition of this success will always be the sincere and

devoted alliance of a power in the neighborhood of that it is w ished to

re will be found in its frank and interested concurrence,

th, but yet a solid base for establishing

or basing your operations, and finally, an

Now, in order to expect such an alli-

ance, 1t 18 nec

the same interest ¢

>
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icy i ially decisive in remote expeditions, that is not saying
If policy is especially decisive in remote expe

t 3 invasions, for a hostile
that it is without influence even upon contignous invasions, for ho

rest the most brilliant career of success. The inva-

intervention m e : 18 4
i { Anstria in 1805 and 1809, wenld probably have taken another
S1071S Ol {1t 111 . a Iy I : = G B %
ek srvened in them ; that of the north of Germany in
R e B 2inally.
1807, depended equally as mueh upon the cabinet of Vienna. Finally
s . depenaca CUELELY < itk ; : )
: ‘ in 1829, assured by measures of a wise and moderate

Romelia 1 » X
1d have had fatal results if care had not been taken to remove
s COUIC 1ave i i 1 Test |

turn if Prussia had ir

-‘n(‘iulinrh_

WARS OF OPINION.

' opini es and eivil wars are some-
Although wars of opinion, es and civil wars are some

times confounded in the same conf 1
from each other to make it our duty to treat of them separately.

t, they differ meanwhile sufficiently

Wars of opinion present themselves under I" aspects : T“‘-\ :1?1\‘ 11“1111“.&)
to an intestine struggle, that is to say, to civil \"3:11‘1“1' they are 1 ‘ ;:n‘
same time interior and exterio® it may happen also, but rarely, that they
be confined to a conflict with the foreigner.

‘ * belong also to the
1

irom doc-

x " oo Qtates 2
Fars of ini w doetrine between two States,
Wars of opinion or : ‘ e 7
class of ware of intervention, for they will always resul ‘
trines which a party 1ld impose its neighbors through pro
rines wi S are) |
3 hish 1t wil o Y
eandism, or from doctrines which it will 1
3 : in averv cage to intervention.
down, which leads in every case to Interventic

These wars, whether they arise from religious dogmas or from political
nese ars, wi L ¥ 4rk

i le, for, as well as national wars,
dogmas, are not for that the less deplorable, for, as well as natio 1al

. 2.
1 { intestine wars, which make a
= SR o powers and not of intestine wars,
* T speak here of wars between two powers and t

sevarate arliele.
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they always excite violent passions which render them hateful, eruel and

terrible.

The wars of Islamism, those of the Crusades, the Thirty Years War,
those of the League, all offer, with miore or less foree, the symptoms of
their species. Doubtless, religion was sometimes a political pretext. or
means, rather than an affair of dogmas. It is probable that the suc-
cossors of Mahomet troubled themselves more with extending their empire
than with preaching the Koran, and it was doubtless not for making the
chureh of Rome triumph, that Philip IT sustained the League of France.
We agree even with M. Ancelot, that Louis IX, when he made his eru-
sade to Egypt, thought more of the commerce of India than of conquer-
ing the Holy Sepulcher.

When it is thus, the dogma is not merely the pretext, it is also some-
times a powerful means, for it fulfills the double object of exciting the
ardor of one’s own people, and of creating for himself a party. For ex-
ample, the Swedes, in the Thirty Years War, and Philip .H in Fran'ce,
had in the country an auxiliary more powerful than their own armies,
But it happens also that the dogma which is combatted for has no‘ne but
enemies, and then the struggle is terrible. This was the case with the
struggles of Islamism and the Crusades.

Wars of political opinions present nearly the same categories. It is
true that in 1792, extravagant societies were seen who really thought te
spread the famous declaration of the rights of man ov_er all Euro[lJe, and
governments, justly alarmed, took up arms doubtless with the (mly‘ ]'(1094 ?f
rolling back the lava of this volcano into its crater and of stifling it
therein.

Bat the means were not happy, for war and aggression are bad meas-
ures for arresting an evil which lies entirely in passions excited by a mo-
mentary paroxysm, all the less durable for being the most violent. Timeis
the true remedy against all bad passions, and against anarchical doctrines.
An enlightened nation may submit an instant to the yoke of an exasper-
ated and factions multitude, but those storms pass away and reason re-
turns. Attempting to arrest such a multitude by a foreign force is very
like attempting to stay a mine at the moment when the match has just
reached the pm\'dei‘ and cauvsed its explosion. Is it not wiser to allow the
mine to spring and to fill the funnel afterwards than to be exposed to
being blown up with it?

A profound study of the French Revolution hag convineed me that if
the Girondins and the National Assembly had not been menaced by
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armaments, they never would have dared to lay a sacrilegious hand upon
the feeble but venerable Louis XVI. The Gironde would never have
been crushed by the Mountain but for the reverses of Dumonriez and the
menaces of invasion. And if the parties had been left to Jostle each
other at their ease, it is probable that the National Assembly, instead of
giving place to the terrible convention, would have returned by degrees
to the restoration of good monarchical doctrines tempered according to
the wants and immemorial usages of France.

Considered under the military relation, those wars are terrible, for the
invading army attacks not only the military forces of the enemy, but his
exasperated masses. It may hbe objected, it is true, that the violence of a
party will procure of itself a support by the creation of a contrary party ;
it is incontestable that this result is more certain still than in religions
struggles; but if the exasperated party hold all the resources of the-p'uh-
lic strength, the armies, the places, the arsenals, and if it support itself
upon masses the most numerous, what can the support of a party destitute
of all those means effect? What were a hundred thousand Vendéans
and a hundred thousand federalists able to do for the coalition of 1793 %

History offers but a single example of a strugglelike that of the French
revolution, and it seems to demonstrate all the danger of attacking an ex-
cited nation. Meanwhile, the bad conduct of the military operations
could have contributed also to this résult, and in order to be able to de-
duce certain maxims from this war, it would be necessary to know what
would have happened if, after the flight of Dumouriez, the allies, instead
of destroying the fortresses with eannon shots, and of taking possession
of them in their name, had written to the commandants of those fortresses,
that they wanted neither France, nor its places, nor its brave army, and
bad marched with two hundred thousand men upon Paris. Perhaps, they
would there have restored the monarchy, but perhaps also they would not
have retnrned, unless an equal force had protected their retreat upon the

thine. This is what would be difficult to decide, since the trial was
never made, and everything would have depended in this case upon the
course which the French army would have taken.

The problem then presents two equally grave hypotheses ; the campaign
cf 1793 has resolved it but in one-sense : it would be difficult to resolve it
in the other; it is to experience alone that like solutions belong. With
regard to the military rules to be given for these wars, they are nearly the
same as those for national struggles; they differ, however, in one capital
point ; it is that in the latter, the country ought o be occupied and sub-
jected, the places besieged and reduced, the armies destroyed, all the pro-
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vinces subjugated; whereas, in affairs of opinion, it is not so much the
object to subdue the country, and to occupy one’s self with accessories ;
there are necessary sufficient means for moving directly to the end, with-
out halting at any consideration of detail, and endeavoring, above all
things, to shun whatever could alarm the nation as to its independence
and the integrity of its territory

The war made in Spain in 1823, and of which we have spoken in the
preceding article, is an example to cite in favor of those truths, and in
opposition to that of the French Reyolution. Doubtless the conditions
were somewhat different, for the French army of 1792, was composed of
elements more solid than that of the radicals of the island of Teon. The
war of the Revolution was at once a war of opinion, a national and civil
war, whilst, if the first war with Spain, in 1808, was altogether national,
that of 1823 was a parti le of opinions without nationality : hence
the enormous difference in the results.

The expedition of the Duke d' Angouléme was, moreover, well conduct-
ed in regard to execution.* Far from amusing himself with taking places,
his army acted conformably to the maxims above mentioned : after hav-
ing pushed briskly to the Ebro, it was divided here to eut off at their
sources, all the elements of the hostile strength, because it well knew th t,
seconded by a majority of the inhabitants of the country, it could Ie di-
vided without danger. If it had followed the instructions of the minie.
¥y, Who prescribed to it to subdue methodically all the country and

laces situated between the Pyrenées and the Ebro, in order to base itself

, rendered

le long amd bloody, by rousing the national pride with the idea

of an occupation like that of 1807. But, emholdened by the good re-
i " all the population, it comprehended. that it was an operation
itical than military, and that it was a question of leading on

I‘:‘.['i:'l;_'»' to the end. Its conduet, very different from that of the a
3, merits the reflection of al

to direct.
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those who should have like expeditions
It was, therefore, in less than three months under the walls of

If what is passing at this day in the Peninsula, attests that policy
kuew not how to profit from its suceess,.and to found a suitab]

e and solid

re some faults committed nunder the triple relati
1 8 said, the work of coteries which aré never wa nt
reneral head qu or the rest. the ensemble of the operations did honor to
al Guilleminot, who directed them under the prinee, and who, according to the

pal part of the suecess
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order of things, the fault was neither in the army nor its chiefs, but in the
Spanish government, which delivered up to violent reactionary <:-l,J:1n_-:-'£-.
was not equal to its mission. Arbiter between two hostile interests, Fer-
dinand blindly threw himself into the arms of that one of the parties which
affected a ‘_‘fi‘LtLﬂ veneration for the throne, but which counted to make the
most of the royal authority for its own profit, without troublin 1f

about future consequences. Society remained divided into two hostile

- camps, which it would not have been impossible to calm and to bring to-

gether in course of time. Those camps have come anew to blows, as I
liad predicted at Verona in 1823 ; a great lesson, from which it appears
for the rest, that no person is disposed to profit in this beautiful and too
unhappy country, althongh history is not wanting in examples to :\llnlwi
that violent reactions are, no more than revolutions, proper elements for
constructing and consolidating. God grant that there may result from
this frightful conflict, a throne strong and respected, equally free of all
factions, and supported upon a dise ed army as well as the oeneral in-
terests of the conntry : a throne, ﬁl\lt“}'. t\:[]:lll".,' of 1';|”_\"I’!‘: this incom-
prehensible Spanish nation which, from qualities not less extraordinary
than its defects, was ever a problem for those even whom we ghould have

thought in the best condition to judge it.

ARTICLE VIII.

NATIONAL WARS.

National wars, of which we have already been forced to say a few
words in speaking of those of invasion, are the most formidable of all;
this name can be given only to those which are made against a whole pop-

the majority of that population, animated by
) is disputed by ¢
; the army which enters into su y holds in it only
where it I",H'.I.‘;E‘.[W‘: its _‘-'.‘\‘lllliil" can m\::' be obtained at the EHI'lI!'I of the

word. its convoyvs are every carried away.




