







GREAT COMMANDERS OF THE EARLY MODERN WORLD




GREAT COMMANDERS OF THE EARLY MODERN WORLD

Edited by

Andrew Roberts

[image: Images]


Dedicated to Alex Coulson and Alec Foster-Brown


First published in Great Britain in 2009 by Quercus

This publishing edition published in 2011 by

Quercus
An Hachette UK Company
Carmelite House
50 Victoria Embankment
London EC4Y 0DZ

Compilation copyright © Quercus 2009, 2011

‘Maurice of Nassau’, ‘Count Tilly’, ‘Vicomte de Turenne’ and
‘Maurice, Comte de Saxe’ © 2009 John Childs
‘Gustavus Adolphus’, Charles XII’, ‘James Wolfe’ and
‘Nathanael Greene’ © 2009 Stephen Brumwell ‘Oliver Cromwell’ © 2009 Antonia Fraser
‘Duke of Marlborough’ and ‘Prince Eugène of Savoy’ © 2009 Charles Spencer
‘Frederick the Great’ © 2009 Giles MacDonogh ‘Robert Clive’ © 2009 Robert Harvey
‘Napoleon Bonaparte’ © 2009 Philip Dwyer ‘Duke of Wellington’,
‘Carl von Clausewitz’ and ‘Basil Liddell Hart’ © 2009 Andrew Roberts
‘Louis-Nicolas Davout’ © 2009 Andrew Uffindell ‘Mikhail Kutuzov’ © 2009 Alan Palmer
‘Simón Bolívar’ © 2009 Malcolm Deas ‘Shaka Zulu’ © 2009 Saul David
‘Giuseppe Garibaldi’ © 2009 Lucy Riall ‘Robert E. Lee’ and
‘Ulysses S. Grant’ © 2009 John A. Barnes ‘Stonewall’ Jackson, ‘George Meade’ and
‘W.T. Sherman’ © 2009 Richard J. Sommers

All rights reserved. No part of this publication may be
reproduced or transmitted in any form or by any means,
electronic or mechanical, including photocopy, recording,
or any information storage and retrieval system, without
permission in writing from the publisher.

Quercus Publishing hereby exclude all liability to the
extent permitted by law for any errors or omissions in this
book and for any loss, damage or expense (whether direct
or indirect) suffered by a third party relying on any
information contained in this book.

A CIP catalogue record for this book is available from the British Library.

    ISBN 978 1 78087 318 3

10 9 8 7 6 5 4 3 2 1

Text designed and typeset by Ellipsis Digital Ltd
Printed and bound in Great Britain by Clays Ltd, St Ives plc


CONTENTS

INTRODUCTION

CONTRIBUTORS

MAURICE OF NASSAU

GUSTAVUS ADOLPHUS

COUNT TILLY

OLIVER CROMWELL

VICOMTE DE TURENNE

DUKE OF MARLBOROUGH

PRINCE EUGÈNE OF SAVOY

CHARLES XII

MAURICE, COMTE DE SAXE

FREDERICK THE GREAT

ROBERT CLIVE

JAMES WOLFE

NATHANAEL GREENE

NAPOLEON BONAPARTE

DUKE OF WELLINGTON

LOUIS-NICOLAS DAVOUT

MIKHAIL KUTUZOV

CARL VON CLAUSEWITZ

SIMÓN BOLÍVAR

SHAKA ZULU

GARIBALDI

ROBERT E. LEE

‘STONEWALL’ JACKSON

GEORGE MEADE

ULYSSES S. GRANT

WILLIAM T. SHERMAN

FURTHER READING

INDEX


INTRODUCTION TO THE HISTORY OF EARLY MODERN MILITARY COMMAND

This third volume of the Great Commanders covers the time from the opening of the Age of Gunpowder in the late sixteenth century to the end of the American Civil War in 1865. I believe it can be seen as a discrete period in military history, the moment when campaigns and battlefields underwent two great revolutions. Although gunpowder had of course been invented by the Chinese many centuries earlier, it only really made its presence fully felt in global terms once it was used in the muskets and cannons of the armies that warred over the continental plains of western Europe.

The first revolution it effected was massively to reduce the importance of the castle and the defended city in grand strategy. With the capacity to bombard and destroy city walls using gunpowder and shot, as demonstrated so effectively by Oliver Cromwell during the English Civil Wars, the impregnable urban stronghold quickly lost its central place in the unfolding of a campaign. Indeed from hitherto being literal ‘strongholds’, the possession of cities that required feeding could turn into an incubus rather than an asset. The art of warfare moved to the open battlefield, whereas once it had been cooped up in a series of sieges.

The second revolution was of course to be seen on the battlefield itself. Where once topography only mattered insofar as no commander wanted his men to have to fight uphill with the sun in their eyes, once muskets and cannon using gunpowder were able to sweep lethal fire over battlefields from significant distances, the folds in the landscape suddenly afforded protection from otherwise devastating arcs of fire. Commanders who knew how to use topography to their tactical as well as strategic advantage during this period – Marlborough, Napoleon and Wellington are the classic exemplars – could win campaigns against less skilled opponents.

Gunpowder thus changed the world as comprehensively as any of the more positive inventions such as the printing press or the Internet. Gunpowder’s major ingredient, saltpetre (literally: stone salt), is a chemical compound (potassium nitrate) that was manufactured in a truly disgusting way. Heaps of manure and/or guano, wood ash, rotting straw and copious amounts of urine (the sourer the better) were all left to bubble away for a year or so. The ammonia thus generated causes the chemical reactions that produce this remarkably efficient oxidizer and give it its explosive qualities. The best saltpetre was produced in India, which was why British gunpowder during the Napoleonic Wars was considered of a far higher quality than French. (It was also believed to have some medicinal properties, and veterans would swear by sprinkling gunpowder in their soup, as it was meant to be good for high blood pressure. Napoleon’s senior military surgeon, the admiral Baron Larrey, added it to the broth he gave the wounded that was cooked up in cavalry cuirasses after the battle of Aspern-Essling in 1809.)

‘Greatness is not universal,’ thundered the military historian and theorist Major-General J. F. C. Fuller to Captain Basil Liddell Hart after reading his 1926 biography of Scipio Africanus, provocatively entitled Greater Than Napoleon. ‘To say that Homer is greater than Shakespeare, or Shakespeare than Goethe, is absurd. Each may have been the great of his epoch. You may rightly say that Scipio was greater than Hannibal, but you cannot logically say that he was greater than Alexander or Napoleon or Frederick.’ Of course there are omissions and seemingly arbitrary choices in this volume; there have to be. Why Nathanael Greene and not George Washington? Was not Ney a greater marshal than Davout? I have chosen solely on the grounds that I believe the great commanders in these volumes fulfil better than anyone else the ultimate criterion for successful military leadership, the one that the great Prussian military theorist Carl von Clausewitz returned to again and again in his seminal work On War: genius.

For when we consider the question of whether great commanders are born great, achieve greatness or have greatness thrust upon them, the answer seems to be both all and none of the above. Although the more viscous social structures of early times militated towards regal and noble commanders until the end of the Age of Gunpowder, death and the fear of death was always democratic enough to ensure that soldiers of merit rose faster in war than in periods of peace, just as revolutions fling up the kind of leaders that would never emerge in tranquil times. Talent will always out, even in the most hidebound societies: Clive was a debt-ridden clerk, Napoleon a Corsican outsider, and so on.

Nor is there any definable connection between fighting well and fighting in a good cause. If there are a large number of generals in these pages who fought for barbarism and enslavement rather than civilization and liberty, that is because the righteousness of the ultimate goal seems to be pretty immaterial when it comes to military genius. ‘It is a piece of idle sentimentality,’ wrote John Stuart Mill, ‘that truth, merely as truth, has any inherent power denied to error, of prevailing against the dungeon and the stake.’ The same goes for the twenty-four-pounder cannon or the Martini-Henry rifle.

André Malraux once said that the purpose of war was to do the utmost to ensure that fragments of metal penetrated human flesh. It is a severe but essentially fair summation of the art of the great commander, at least once the period of pre-battle manoeuvre is over. On rare occasions manoeuvre alone is enough, and these are paid tribute to in this book.

Andrew Roberts, May 2011
www.andrew-roberts.net
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MAURICE OF NASSAU
1567–1625

JOHN CHILDS

MAURICE OF NASSAU, the most admired soldier in Europe at the turn of the seventeenth century, saved the infant Dutch Republic from reconquest by Spain, leading to the truce that effectively recognized the state’s legal right to exist. He also reformed the Dutch armed forces and in doing so established the basis for new tactical and organizational methods that spread widely across western Europe.

Maurice was born in Dillenburg Castle in the Duchy of Nassau, Germany, on 14 November 1567, the second son of William the Silent of Nassau, Prince of Orange, and his second wife Anna of Saxony. He became heir to his father’s titles and estates before his first birthday, after his elder half-brother Philip William was abducted to Spain as a hostage in 1568. The same year, his father, stadholder (royal representative or governor) of the mainly Calvinist provinces of Holland, Zeeland and Utrecht, led the Dutch forces in open revolt against Spain, thus initiating a struggle for independence that was to continue for eighty years and to which Maurice was to devote his career.

The states of Holland and Zeeland funded Maurice’s education at Heidelberg and then Leiden, where he was tutored by the mathematician and engineer Simon Stevin (1548–1620). After his father’s assassination at the hands of a French Catholic in 1584, Holland and Zeeland invited the 16-year-old Maurice to succeed as stadholder – Utrecht, Gelderland and Overijssel following suit in 1587 – and, in 1586, conferred upon him the title Prince of Orange. In 1588, at the age of 21, he was appointed Admiral-General of the United Netherlands and Captain-General of the troops in Brabant and Flanders. His cousin William Louis (1560–1620) was chosen as stadholder of Friesland, Groningen and Drenthe.

Dour, taciturn, careful and slow to make decisions, Maurice was not a sovereign ruler but an appointee of the States General, the central representative institution and effective government of the nascent Dutch Republic, so his authority and independence were prescribed by the civil power. As admiral-general, he was answerable to five provincial admiralty boards, whilst a committee of the States General, the Council of State (Raad van State), coordinated military affairs and supervised field operations through civilian ‘field deputies’. His own natural caution complemented the States General’s watchful, methodical strategy, which sought to conduct military operations with minimum risk. However, the States General pursued neither military traditions nor aspirations and was usually content to leave martial business to the stadholders. Maurice lacked political ambitions of his own, so this arrangement worked satisfactorily.

Military reforms

Maurice needed to weld the Dutch army’s ineffective and unreliable mixture of mercenaries and city militias into a professional army capable of resisting the Spanish forces. The programme, which he began in 1589, was largely achieved within ten years. Maurice’s ‘more Romano’ (‘in the Roman style’) combined contemporary practice with ideas and models derived from Classical authors, particularly Vitruvius, Caesar, Aelianus, Vegetius Renatus and the Byzantine Emperor Leo VI. He also owed much to the teaching of the philosopher Justus Lipsius, professor of history at Leiden from 1579 to 1590, whose treatises on the Roman army, De Militia Romana (1595), and siege warfare, Poliorceticon (1596), provided the underlying historical information.

Although pressed by Lipsius to create an army of citizen-soldiers, Maurice was forced to use mercenaries because the Dutch population only numbered about 1 million people, most of whom were engaged in the agricultural, commercial and maritime activities essential to provide the revenues for the continuation of the war. Thus, the majority of the rank-and-file in Maurice’s army were English, Scots, French, German, Swiss and Danish, but quality and loyalty were enhanced through careful selection and the provision of comparatively attractive and extended periods of service. In return, these long-term mercenaries came to accept enhanced standards of discipline and expectations of unit loyalty.

To foster instant obedience and cohesion, at the suggestion of William Louis the men were trained daily at routines partly devised from Aelianus and Leo, with the original Greek words of command translated into Dutch, French, English and German. Drills for handling pikes and reloading muskets were reduced to numerical sequences, chanted in unison. Prompt and uniform execution of the manual of arms developed combat effectiveness and became the obvious manifestation of discipline. Daily exercises allowed more precise evolutions, permitting improved coordination between shot (muskets) and pike, and increased the rate of infantry fire. The problem of delivering a sufficient weight of shot from the inaccurate and unwieldy matchlock muskets was solved in 1594 by the introduction of the counter-march (based on Roman javelin drill), again at the recommendation of William Louis.

Constant training and the more independent combat role allotted to sub-units required more numerous and better-educated junior officers, preferably Dutch. However, the military expertise of foreigners remained indispensable because many native officers continued to owe their appointments to non-military factors: the publication of a table of ranks was delayed until 1618. Maurice began the gradual change in the ethos of the military profession from a foundation of noble birth, honour and chivalry to a publicly recognized authority derived from a commission issued by the state.

The field army was cut to a size that was financially and logistically supportable: before 1600, it rarely amounted to more than 12,000 men (2,000 mounted and 10,000 infantry), accompanied after 1595 by six field guns and a siege train of forty-two cannon. The effectiveness of the artillery was improved by establishing a gun foundry in The Hague in 1589 and, from 1590, limiting production to just three calibres: 12-, 24- and 48-pounders. In tune with the general European tendency to improve articulation by making infantry units smaller – Spanish tercios (the distinctive pike-and-musket infantry formations that formed the basis of Spanish triumphs on the battlefield in the sixteenth century) had been halved to 1,500 men in 1584 – Maurice trimmed his companies to 130, all ranks, raised the number of musketeers until there was one for every pikeman, and arrayed his men in ten ranks, later reduced to six. In 1592 William Louis organized the companies into ‘half regiments’, or battalions, of around 800 men, later slimmed to 580, which were arranged on the battlefield in a chequerboard formation reminiscent of the deployment of a Roman legion. Troops of cavalry protected the vulnerable battalion flanks.

In combat, Maurice’s reforms achieved two objectives. First, the new battalions were more mobile and better suited to operating in the ‘great bog of Europe’. Secondly, they were much handier than the larger tercios both in conducting sieges and defending field works and fixed fortifications. Maurice of Nassau was less concerned about performance in pitched battle, although the new system functioned effectively at Turnhout in 1597 and Nieuport in 1600.

The conduct of sieges

Siege warfare was particularly apposite to the situation: it decreased operational risk though at an increased financial cost which the United Provinces could afford through its burgeoning trade and commerce. Maurice developed the siege techniques established by the Spanish governors Alva and Parma. Target towns and cities would be blockaded and then enclosed within a double ring of redoubts (contravallation and circumvallation) which protected the besiegers’ camp. First trenches then zigzagged saps (mines) were excavated towards the ‘front’ selected for attack, and the artillery installed in batteries. Lighter cannon destroyed breastworks and countered the garrison’s artillery while the heavier guns concentrated on breaching the fortifications. When the defending fire had been substantially subdued, the besiegers sapped up the glacis (sloping earth-work rampart) to capture the counterscarp (the outer slope of the ditch in front of the main wall or scarp). The artillery was then advanced to begin battering the main ramparts, while the attacking infantry built a bridge or causeway over the wet ditch ready to assault the breach; occasionally hydraulic engineers had to be summoned to assist with drainage and diversion of watercourses.

Rather than rely upon gangs of unwilling, conscripted civilian labour, Maurice trained his soldiers to dig their own siege works and field fortifications, a reform that greatly increased the speed and effectiveness of siege operations. Shovels and hand-tools were routinely carried in the siege train.

Two treatises by Stevin, Legermeting (The Marking Out of Army Camps; 1617) and Nieuwe maniere van Stercktebouw door spilsluysen (New Manner of Fortification by Means of Pivoted Sluice Locks; 1617), provided the theoretical basis for Dutch fortification techniques. In 1600, he and Maurice established a course in surveying and military engineering at Leiden, in which the lectures were given in Dutch rather than the traditional Latin. Stevin did not confine himself to theory and by 1592 was serving as engineer and quartermaster to the army of the States General, designing entrenched camps and drawing up instructions and standing orders for men engaged in building fortifications and undertaking siege operations. He was often present at sieges, and indicated the mode of attack to be employed.

Stevin’s prominence in military engineering supports the view that many of the military reforms developed by the Dutch were actually team efforts in which Maurice himself may not have played the leading role. In recruiting and financing the army, the political and moral support of Johan van Oldenbarneveldt (1547–1619), the Landsadvocaat of Holland, was central, as administration of the field forces rested with the Raad van State, which he dominated; whilst in tactical and operational matters, Maurice was ably supported by his cousins William Louis and John VII, Count of Nassau-Siegen, who devised drill movements and supervised the publication of instruction manuals.

Dutch strategy

Oldenbarneveldt and Maurice appreciated that Dutch strategy had to concentrate upon defending the central provinces of Holland, Zeeland and Utrecht. This was best achieved by checking Spanish attempts at further reconquest while employing cautious, positional warfare to recapture fortified towns and cities to extend the outlying areas of the state, comprising the four ‘land’ provinces of Friesland, Groningen, Overijssel and Gelderland, which protected the three key provinces. Usually after very close consultation with Maurice, the States General decided upon targets to be besieged. Mostly he was content with this arrangement; indeed it strengthened his position, although the emphasis of the States General upon protecting the particular interests of the individual provinces and keeping costs to a minimum occasionally clashed with wider strategic priorities.

Maurice sought to avoid open battle: between 1589 and 1609, twenty-nine fortresses were recaptured, three sieges relieved but only two battles fought. Interior lines and the great rivers acted as force multipliers enabling the small Dutch army to move rapidly between the eastern and southern fronts. When obliged to use overland routes, as in an abortive campaign into Brabant in 1602, results were less impressive.

Keeping the Spaniards at bay

Alexander Farnese, Duke of Parma, who arrived in the Netherlands in 1578, successfully reduced the opposition to Spanish rule in the southern Netherlands, but the northern provinces continued to hold out. At the end of 1587, however, the Dutch Republic held only Holland, Zeeland and Utrecht, a few isolated outposts in Overijssel, Gelderland and Friesland, plus Ostend and Bergen-op-Zoom south of the great rivers. Parma was then called away to Dunkirk to provide troops for the Spanish Armada against England and, when ready to resume his offensive in 1589, was redirected into France to support the Catholic League against the Huguenots. These distractions provided Maurice with the opportunity to begin rebuilding the army, safe within the defences of the waterline in Vesting Holland (‘Fortress Holland’, with natural defensible borders formed by the rivers Rhine and Meuse to the south and west and the Ijsselmeer to the east), while the States General concentrated upon building fortifications. Maurice surprised Breda on 26 February 1590, the first major town to be captured since 1580, but when Parma departed for France in July, the States General was unprepared to exploit the occasion and could only authorize an excursion into Brabant which retook some small forts.

Confident that some of Parma’s forces would again be deployed in France in 1591, the States General mounted a major campaign to secure the line of the River Ijssel and retake the northeastern towns seized during the 1580s. Commanding 10,000 men and a train of artillery, Maurice captured Zutphen on 30 May following a seven-day siege, and Deventer on 10 June. The next target was Nijmegen but, despite having to send 6,000 men to France and losing another 2,000 to a mutiny over pay, Parma parried Maurice’s thrust. His health failing, in August Parma travelled to Spain for medical treatment but was back in Brussels by November, assembling 20,000 men for the French wars to relieve Henry of Navarre’s siege of Rouen. Maurice moved his troops rapidly by barge and seized Hulst on 24 September. Then he doubled back to Dordrecht and marched overland to Nijmegen, which fell on 21 October after a siege lasting only six days. These results were achieved by rapid movement, swift siege operations and the offer of generous terms to enemy garrisons. Maurice continued to campaign in the northeast during 1592, taking Steenwijk and Coevorden, but further operations were compromised by the localist attitudes of the four ‘land’ provinces. Nevertheless, after a long siege during which Maurice and Stevin demonstrated the improved techniques, Gertruidenberg fell in June 1593, and on 23 July in the following year Maurice captured Groningen. Their principal objectives realized, the States General cut back military expenditure, obliging Maurice to suspend major operations; reform of the army continued, however, during the ensuing long pause in campaigning.

With 6,800 men, Maurice surprised a marching column of 5,000 Spanish troops near Turnhout on 24 January 1597, but the resulting Dutch victory had little impact on the overall situation. Later the same year, when Spain was again heavily committed in France, Maurice took Rheinberg and Groenlo, further securing the eastern borders. In 1598, however, peace between France and Spain altered the strategic balance. Reinforced, a Spanish army pushed north through Bommel across the river lines, but again the troops mutinied and all the captured towns and forts were regained by the Dutch in 1599, some purchased from the rebellious garrisons. Oldenbarneveldt ordered Maurice to exploit the opportunity and the inexperience of the new governor of the Spanish Netherlands, Archduke Albrecht of Austria, by advancing down the Flemish coast to link up with the isolated Dutch garrison at Ostend before moving against the Spanish privateer bases at Nieuport and Dunkirk. Maurice was reluctant, favouring a more cautious strategy, but was overruled by Oldenbarneveldt, who was willing to accept the risk. On 2 July 1600, Maurice’s 11,400 men defeated a hastily mustered Spanish army of 9,000 in the sand dunes outside Nieuport. However, it was only a tactical victory because the Dutch army was not strong enough to besiege either Nieuport or Dunkirk and had to be evacuated into Zeeland by sea. Archduke Albrecht then attacked Ostend. Leading 5,442 cavalry and around 19,000 infantry, Maurice invaded Brabant, intending to march into Flanders to lift the siege, but the thrust was abandoned because insufficient horse forage was available.

The States General ordered Maurice to stand on the defensive, passing the initiative to the newly arrived Ambrogio Spinola, the best Spanish general to serve during the Eighty Years War (1568–1648). While the siege of Ostend dragged on for three years, the States General began the construction of a line of defensive redoubts along the River Ijssel to improve the defences of the vulnerable eastern front. Even so, when Spinola transferred his attention to the east in 1606, he made progress into Overijssel and Gelderland before heavy rains prevented further advance. Aware of Spain’s catastrophic financial condition, Spinola now advocated an end to hostilities and, following a ceasefire in 1607, a twelve-year truce came into effect in 1609, marking the end of the solitary struggle of the Dutch Republic: when fighting resumed in 1621, the conflict was subsumed within the larger Thirty Years War.

Maurice considered the truce to be a betrayal, as only military victory over Spain could guarantee the long-term viability of the Dutch state; his close working relationship with Oldenbarneveldt, the leading advocate of the truce, was irrevocably ruptured. Political differences were expressed in religious terms. Maurice was supported by the orthodox Calvinists of the Reformed Church, the Contra-Remonstrants, many of whom were exiles from the southern provinces that remained in Spanish hands, whilst the Arminians, or Remonstrants, favoured greater religious latitude and toleration and looked to Oldenbarneveldt for leadership. Maurice himself claimed little theological knowledge and once remarked that he did not know whether predestination was blue or green, but he was firmly committed to the Reformed Church and convinced that it formed the bedrock of the Dutch revolt against Spain: to attack the church was to imperil the state and therefore an act of treason. Although enjoying a more sophisticated understanding of the theological issues, Oldenbarneveldt differed sharply from the Contra-Remonstrants over the relationship of church to state. He upheld the state’s right to determine church government and favoured keeping the doctrinal door wide open to admit all loyal and obedient subjects. To Oldenbarneveldt, the state was not the States General but the individual provinces, especially Holland. In 1618, on the authority of the States General, Maurice arrested Oldenbarneveldt for treason; he was tried and executed in 1619.

Demoralized, prematurely aged and badly damaged by the judicial murder of Oldenbarneveldt, on the resumption of the war in 1621 Maurice had lost the vigour and zest required to lead his troops to victory. When Spinola besieged Breda in 1624, Maurice was unable to effect a relief. His health collapsed and he asked the States General to commission a deputy commander. His brother, Frederick Henry, was appointed on 12 April, and eleven days later, on 23 April 1625, Maurice died.

Reputation

Maurice’s reforms were enthusiastically imitated throughout Europe. In the Electorate of Brandenburg they were known as the exercitia Mauritiana. The French writer Louis de Montgomery, Siegneur de Corbouzon, devoted part of his book on tactics (1603) to ‘les évolutions et les exercises, qui se font en la milice de Hollande avec les mots dont il faut user …’ Another French author, Jeremias de Billon, wrote of ‘ce grand Capitaine le Prince Maurice de Nassau’, while the English writer John Bingham added an appendix to his book The Tactiks of Aelian (1616) entitled ‘The Exercises of the English in the Service of the high and mighty lords, the Lords of Estate in the United Provinces of the Low Countries’. The engraver Jakob de Gheyn translated Maurice’s infantry drills into a series of pictorial representations, Wapenhandling van roers, musquetten ended spiessen (The Exercise of Armes; Amsterdam, 1607), quickly followed by English, German, French and Danish editions (see pp. 19–21). Johann von Wallhausen taught only the Mauritian method at the Kriegs und Ritterschule in Siegen, 1616–23. Even the Swiss, master exponents of the pike square, switched to Dutch tactics during the 1620s. The ‘Nassau Doctrine’ was thus given the widest possible circulation across western Europe and directly informed the tactical methods of Gustavus Adolphus of Sweden.
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