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The tax on the physical powers must, in such circumstances, be very
much greater than formerly, as there is no possibility of traversing this
long distance at the marching speed of former days. ¢ Movements on
the field ought now to be executed more qnickly by infantry than
formerly” (Col. C. B. Brackenbury) which, being interpreted, weans
that the foot-soldier, when in motion, must use the double, or rather

must use the fastest pace consistent with the maxim that troops must-

be kept “in breath,” and not he exhausted before veaching the point of
decision, “ The object should be to confer upon it (the infantry) the
utmost possible rapidity of wmovement that is compatible with the
effective action of an attacking body when it comes into collision with
theenewmy . . . No pains should be spared to confer activity,
speed and endavance.” (Gen. Macdougall) The pas gymmastique is
now. the necessary rule where formerly it was the reluctantly admitted
exception, and the formution of the troops must be adopted to the wode
of movement which is imperative, and not the speed of movement
restricted to suit the mode of arvangement of the wmen.

4. Any movement in a compact formation with touch is inadmis-
sible tn traversing the zone of fire.

This point has already been incideutally noticed, and as it is now
admitted by all writers it would be unnecessary to say more upon it
were it not that it is indivectly denied by regulation drill-books, which
still speak of their double.column advances, advances in line, and
movemonts to flanks by échelon of companies marching shoulder t
shonlder, as if such things could be done within sight of the enemy, z.c,,
under modern couditions, within range. For example, the close forma-
tion movements of the battalion are all directed to Le done on the
footing that “a Luttalion in line formation is supposed to Le turned
towards the enemy, the direction in which it is turned is called ¢ the
frout.'” “Allinterior movements of the battalion are to be made with re-
forence to this front.” (Field Kxercise.) And the diagrawms still-present
pictures of lines engaged in tho “processional” advance, passing obstacles,
or halted while broken by obstacles, and the reader is gravely told that
a line halted according to the picture in several mathematicaliy straight
lines “ will appear to the enemy unbroken (3), and every man will bo
able to fire” (Ficld Kuercisc); thus treating the formal close formations
of a battalion as if they were fighting formations, to be used during the
combat. But the “ theory” which should preveat ¢ peculiar methods
from outliving themselves” - has already said its say distinctly and
clearly upon this matter—*advance of battalions in line with delivery
of battalion volleys, and the attack in double columns of comnpanies, are
bardly compatible with the nature of warfave in these days.” (Von
Boguslawski.) And this for the reason that it has been ascertained
that ¢ the employment of closed battalions on level open ground under
the effective tire of the enemy’s infantry entails disproportionately heavy
losses” (German Gabinet Order, 4th July, 1872); words written at a
time when musketry fire was not nearly so destructive as now. There.
fore, when that combat is entered on ‘“‘infantry must advance in
extended order” ( Mujor-General Mucdongall); that is an order without
touch, it being now impossible * for u xoment to admit that the proces-
sional advance of the closed line is possible.” (Col. Anollys.) What-
ever concentration way take place at the point of decision, all must
reach it in an individual fashion, using that expression in the sense that
they must be guided by the eye and by the intelligence in moving for-
ward, and not be called on to maintain connectedness and direction
by bodily touch. In other words, “the individual order has now
becowe the only practical means fov infantry fighting.” (Vor Scherf.)
This, of conrse, does not mean that individuals are-to do as they please;
it is not individual fighting, but fighting in an individual order, in
which men shall work in unison, though no longer guided in movement
by a device by which they are practically bound together, but being
compelled to use observation and exercise intelligence. Tu short, it is
“ not 80 much a question of loose formation as it is of substitution of
individual and intelligent action in place of passive blind and mechanical
ohedience.” (ltalian Précis.) Soldiers must now, throughout the
fight, succeed in working together, without bodily contact as a guide
for direction, or as an aid to discipline and moral.

5. Lateral movements, such as closing in or moving to a flank, are
most hazardous and often impossible.

This is a proposition which, if true, must have a most important
influence upon the infantry system. It runs coutrary to the theory of
foreign drill books. Some lay down rules for closing in the units in
the fighting line, and pushing reinforcements into the spaces between;
others propose to leave spaces in the line of original advance for the
veinforcements to fill up. This latter idea is most objectionable, and
necessity has been too strong for theory as regards the former. In the
Franco German war *if fresh detachinents came up from the rear it
was necessary to double them up with the old skirmishers, because

closing to a flank was not usually to be thought of,” (Von Bougslawski)
and it thus came to Le recognised that “itis no longer possible for
skirmishers within effective runge of the enemy and in the face of the
breechloader, to take ground to a flank, or to diminish their intervals
without sufferitg fearful loss” ( Von Scherf), and that ¢ the simple front-
at support of the fire line, by doubliug in, is almost the only one that
can be carried out” (Militar Wochenblutt); and this opinion is now
accepted by the best British authorities. ¢ Under the tremendous fire
that modern arms enable troops acting on the defensive to pour in, all
movements to the right or left are vain,” and ** would reduce the fire,
compel men who had won certain advantageons places to leave them,
not to advance on the enemy, but merely to take ground to the right
ov left, a thing very difficult to do with any troops.” (/fome.) 'The
difficulty is such as to amount to practical impossibility. * There is no
manceuvring possible under close infantry fire. The attacking torce is-
committed from first to last to a movement to the front, or a movement
to the rvear” (Liewt.-Gen. Lord Chelmsford), and, therefore, ““in no case
onght troops, when under anything like effective five, to move to a
flank, even for ten seconds, if it can be avoided. (Gen. Mucdougall.)

G. Control of troops  more difficult as regards both the general con-
duct of the action awl the prevention of drift, disarrangement of
uniformity of strength, and logs of general divection. :

There nre two causes which tend to create’ difliculty in these
respects.  J'he first is the great spuce to be traversed wnder five, and
the other is the greatlly increased din, rapidity and efficiency of five, all
tending to produce a high state of tension at a much earlier time in the
engagement than was formerly the case. This was the experience of
the Franco-Prussian war, when first brecchloader was opposed to Lreech-
loader on a great scale. ¢ Tt was very difficult for officers to keep their
men together, because the noise of a close conflict between D.LL. and
B.L. often drowns the sound of the human voice.”—( Vor Boguslawski.)
But such a state of noise not only overwhelms the sound of commanders’
orders, but also contributes to aggrevato the heightening excitement
which the modern combat produces from the terrible losses which troops.
must encounter at such distances from the enemy as to preclude the feeling -
of imminent victory {rom overcoming absolntely the strain of the situa-
tion. This same hotness of fire tends to make control and the main-
tenance of direction more diflicult, by increasing the tendency of troops
to huant for cover, and thus to break the continuity or the line ot attack,
and check theadvance. Thus it has happened, even with superior troops,
that “ Leaders soon saw their whole force rallied together, in a con.
fused swarm of skirmishers, and apparently mocking all order aund
guidance” (Frontal Attack of Infuntry—German), and in such a
situation “ The organic unity of the troops is naturally sundered at
once.” (Ibid.)

There can be 110 doubt that this state of things added enormously:
and unnecessarily to the losses of the German forces, and that they .
purchased success on more than one occasion at the cost of a terrible
sacrifice, caused by their having entered on the war with obsolete
formations; for ¢ We must always bear in mind that the Germans
started with a system long deprecated by our best and most ex-
perienced heads.” (Colonel Guwler).

7. Greatly increased disadvantages and risks after the decisive stroke, |
whether it has been successful or has fuiled.

Whatever may have been the case in former times, there can be no .
doubt that it is absolutely essentinl under modern conditions that every
effort be made to minimise the unavoidable confusion which must exist .
at the final and decisive moment as much as possible. To be in any
state of tactical confusion that is avoidable is not only a blunder, but a
crime. It may make it impossible to reap the fruits of victory, it may
cause defeal to become disaster, and disaster to mean destruction. Of
its injurious effects in the case of success, we read: ‘At the battle of
Neerwinden the position was seven times carried and seven times relin-.
quished, merely becauss the successful columns were in so disorderly a.
state us not to be capable of taking post, and of maneuvring according:
to circumstances, and much less able to vesist any feeble attack.™
(General Fequitres.)

And again as regards the Franco-Prussian war, an able observer
says:—“1 have always believed that the reason why no advance was
made after the Lattlo of Koniggratz, was that there was such an inex-
tricable confusion of the units of the army that it was impossible to
advance without twelve hours to put the men back in their own com-
panies, and the companies back in their own battalions.” —{Lieut.-Gen,’
Sir Beauchamp Walker.)

Let it be again observed that the troops here spoken of
consisted of the best drilled troops—according to the still prevalent
theories of what drill shonld be —that our generation has known; the
stiff.drill training of the Prussian infantry being carried out with a



