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About the Editor
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Vasilevsky, Aleksandr Mikhailovich (1895–1977)

Vauban, Sébastien Le Prestre de (1633–1707)

Vendôme, Louis Joseph, Duc de (1654–1712)

Vercingetorix (ca. 75 BCE–46 BCE)

Vessey, John William, Jr. (1922– )

Villars, Claude Louis Hector de (1653–1734)

Vo Nguyen Giap (1911–2013)

Walker, Walton Harris (1889–1950)

Wallenstein, Albrecht Eusebius von (1583–1634)

Washington, George (1732–1799)

Wavell, Sir Archibald Percival (1883–1950)

Wayne, Anthony (1745–1796)

Wellesley, Arthur, Viscount Wellington of Talavera (1769–1852)

Westmoreland, William Childs (1914–2005)

Westphal, Siegfried (1902–1982)

Wever, Walter (1887–1936)

Weyand, Frederick Carlton (1916–2010)

Weygand, Maxime (1867–1965)

Wilhelm II, Emperor of Germany and King of Prussia (1859–1941)

William I, Duke of Normandy and King of England (ca. 1027–1087)

William III, Stadtholder of Holland and King of England (1650–1702)

William the Silent, Count of Nassau and Prince of Orange (1533–1584)

Wilson, Thomas Woodrow (1856–1924)

Wingate, Orde Charles (1903–1944)

Wolfe, James (1727–1759)

Xenophon (ca. 431–ca. 354 BCE)

Xerxes I (519–465 BCE)

Yamamoto Gonnohyōe (1852–1933)

Yamamoto Isoroku (1884–1943)

Yamashita Tomoyuki (1885–1946)

Yi Sun Sin (1545–1598)

Zeng Guofan (1811–1872)

Zenobia (240–274?)

Zhao Chongguo (137–52 BCE)

Zheng He (1371–1433)

Zhu De (1886–1976)

Zhu Yuanzhang (1328–1398)

Zhukov, Georgi Konstantinovich (1896–1974)

Žižka, Jan (ca. 1376–1424)

Zrínyi, Miklós (1508–1566)


Preface

Selecting the 500 most important/noteworthy individuals in military history is no easy task. Some choices, such as Alexander the Great and Napoleon Bonaparte, came easily, but the second tier proved very difficult. Individuals who appear important to one historian do not to another. Some of my selections experienced failure, such as Achille François Bazaine and George Armstrong Custer. Not all led troops in battle, for I have included prominent national leaders such as Adolf Hitler, Franklin Roosevelt, and Ho Chi Minh. I have also included those removed from the battlefield, such as prominent military reformers and administrators Jean Baptiste Colbert, Count Gerhard Johann David von Scharnhorst, and François-Michel Le Tellier, Marquis de Louvois, but also military theorists, such as Sunzi, Carl Philipp Gottfried von Clausewitz, and Alfred Thayer Mahan, and logisticians and engineers, such as Wilhelm Groener and Sébastien le Prestre de Vauban. Women are represented in Queen Boudica, Jeanne d’Arc, and Zenobia. The list is skewed a bit in favor of the 20th century and Americans. In each case, I have included references of leading secondary works for additional reading.

I am especially grateful to retired U.S. Army colonel Jerry Morelock and retired U.S. Army major general David T. Zabecki, both holding doctorates in military history, as well as Drs. John Fredriksen, Malcolm Muir Jr., Harold Tanner, Brad Wineman, and Sherifa Zuhur as well as Jim Arnold and Major Jason Berg for their reviews of my entry list and suggested additions and deletions. I found their suggestions both interesting and helpful.

I have written in whole or in part two-thirds of the entries. The remainder are from other ABC-CLIO projects, most of which I have edited. A note on style: Although the British employ hyphens in rank titles, as in lieutenant-colonel, it is ABC-CLIO convention to leave the hyphen out.

I hope this book will provide interesting reading, insight into the times in which the individuals lived, and a sense of the qualities that constitute effective military leadership.

Spencer C. Tucker


500 Great Military Leaders
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Abbas I the Great (1571–1629)

Shah (king) of Persia. Born in Herat (now in Afghanistan) on January 27, 1571, Abbas was the son of Shah Mohammed Khudabanda of the Safavid dynasty. Persia was then in turmoil, riven by divisions within the Qizibash Army and under threat from the Ottoman Empire, the Uzbeks, and the Mughal rulers of India, all of whom took advantage of the internal turmoil to seize large chunks of Persian territory.

On October 1, 1587, Murshid Qoli Khan, one of the Qizibash leaders, mounted a coup d’état, forcing the abdication of weak-willed Shah Mohammed and bringing to power his son Abbas at age 16. Abbas consolidated power and caused the murder of Murshid in 1589, securing full authority. Abbas then reformed the government, reducing the influence of the Qizibash in affairs of state and beginning the modernization of the army, which he modeled after those of the Ottoman Empire and the West. A great builder, he also transferred the Persian capital from Qazvin to Isfahan in 1598.

After having carried out army reforms, Abbas attacked his foreign enemies piecemeal, moving first against the Uzbeks (1590–1598) who, under Abdullah II, had captured Herat, Meshed, and much of Khorasan from the Safavid Empire. Abbas made peace with the Ottomans, abandoning several provinces to them in order to concentrate on the Uzbeks. Abbas drove the Uzbeks from most of Khorasan before suffering a major defeat near Balkh in 1598. With both sides exhausted, Abbas concluded peace that same year, with the Uzbeks retaining a small bit of Khorasan.

During the next several years, Shah Abbas completely reorganized the Safavid Army, employing European military advisors, sent out by Western nations to try to bring Persia into combination against the Ottomans. Thus, English artillerist Robert Shirley completely reorganized the Persian artillery. By 1600 Abbas had at his disposal the nucleus of a modern professional army, solely dependent on him and able to compete on equal footing with the Ottoman Turks.

In 1602, taking advantage of internal problems in the Ottoman Empire and its involvement in Europe, Abbas invaded the eastern Ottoman Empire. In October 1603 he captured Tabriz following a prolonged siege, and in 1604 he secured Yerevan (Erevan, Erivan) after a six-month siege. Shirvan and Kars also fell. Abbas thus regained the territory lost to the Ottomans the decade before.

Determined to recapture the territory lost to Abbas during the previous two years, Ottoman sultan Ahmed now advanced against the Safavids with some 100,000 men and joined battle with Abbas and his army of some 62,000 men near Lake Urmia in present-day Azerbaijan on September 9, 1606. Abbas utilized his predominantly cavalry force to great advantage, decisively defeating the Ottomans, who suffered some 20,000 dead. As a consequence of the battle, Shah Abbas secured Azerbaijan, Kurdistan, Baghdad, Mosul, and Diarbekh.

In 1613 Abbas sent an army into Georgia to force it to acknowledge his suzerainty. Because the Ottomans considered Georgia within their sphere of influence, the Safavid occupation led to renewed war between the two empires in 1616. The Ottomans invaded Armenia with a large army and laid siege to its largest city, Yerevan (Erevan), but were forced to raise the siege in the winter of 1616–1617, suffering major casualties from both the cold and the Safavid forces. A year later, the Ottomans again invaded and moved against Tabriz. The Safavids ambushed part of the invading army, leading to peace talks in which the Ottomans agreed to recognize Safavid control of both Azerbaijan and Georgia.

In 1622 Abbas led a Safavid army into present-day Afghanistan, capturing Kandahar. A rebellion by his second son, Khurram, prevented Mughal emperor Jahangir from intervening. Also in 1622, with the assistance of four English ships, Abbas captured Ormuz, retaking it from the Portuguese. He sought to replace it with a new port on the mainland, Bandar Abbas, but not successful.

In 1623 the Ottomans again went to war against the Safavids in an effort to retake the territory lost to Abbas in the two earlier wars. This time the Ottomans focused on recapturing Baghdad. Their effort there during 1625–1626 was unsuccessful and led to heavy losses, especially during their withdrawal in 1626 when they were subjected to Safavid attacks. Although there were no major battles during the next several years, border warfare continued.

Abbas’s last years were troubled. Three of his sons survived into adulthood. Believing that they were plotting against him, Abbas had them either killed or blinded. Abbas died in Mazandaran, Iran, on January 19, 1629. He was succeeded by his grandson Sam Mirza, who took the title Shah Safi.

Abbas I was the greatest ruler of the Safavid dynasty. An excellent administrator and organizer, he used his modernized army to extend the territory of his kingdom to what it had occupied in antiquity. Abbas also presided over a flowering of Persian culture and the arts. A Shiite Muslim, he was generally tolerant of other religions, including Christianity, although he did persecute Sunni Muslims living in Persia’s western provinces.
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Abd al-Qadir (1808–1883)

Algerian political and military leader and Muslim scholar. Abd al-Qadir, also known as Abd al-Qadir al-Jaza’iri (Abd al-Qadir the Algerian), Abd-el-Kader, and Add-al-Kadir, is also known by the titles of emir, prince, and sheikh. Abd al-Qadir was born near the town of Mascara near Oran in northwestern Algeria on September 6, 1808 (sometimes given simply as 1807 or 1808). His father was a sheikh in the Qadiri Rafai Sufi order of Islam and a Berber who claimed descent from Prophet Muhammad. As a youth, Abd al-Qadir memorized the Qur’an (Koran) and received an excellent education. He was also well trained in horsemanship. In 1825 he undertook the hajj (pilgrimage to Mecca) with his father and then visited religious sites in Damascus and Baghdad, cementing his own strong religious beliefs. Abd al-Qadir returned home a few months before the French invasion of Algeria in June 1830.

The French captured the city of Algiers on July 5, 1830, and then gradually expanded their hold over the rest of Algeria. In 1832, having been confirmed as emir of Mascara after his father’s death that same year and with the support of a number of the tribes in western Algeria, Abd al-Qadir proclaimed a jihad (holy war) against the French. During the course of the next decade until 1842, he led a highly successful guerrilla campaign.

Despite his victory at La Macta on June 28, 1834, Abd al-Qadir was unable to prevent the French sack of Mascara in December. His forces were defeated by the French under Général de Division Thomas Robert Bugeaud at Sikkah on July 6, 1836. On June 1, 1837, Abd al-Qadir concluded with Bugeaud the Treaty of Tafna. Under its terms, Abd al-Qadir recognized French sovereignty in Oran and Algiers, while he was recognized as controlling perhaps two-thirds of the country (chiefly the interior). Although the treaty was justified by the situation on the ground, there was great opposition to it in France and much criticism of Bugeaud as having sold out French interests. The government of King Louis Philippe now agreed to send to Algeria the troop reinforcements previously denied Bugeaud and to make a major military effort in the eastern part of the country, at Constantine, which the French took by assault on October 13, 1837. Meanwhile, Abd al-Qadir organized an efficient theocratic government in the territory under his control.

When French troops crossed into territory recognized as controlled by Abd al-Qadir, fighting resumed on October 15, 1839. The French practiced a scorched-earth policy, and Abd al-Qadir was unable to secure support from important tribes in eastern Algeria. His army of 40,000 men was scattered by 2,000 French in the Battle of Smala (May 10, 1843) and then crushed by Bugeaud in the Battle of the Isly River (August 14, 1844). Although Abd al-Qadir continued to win battles, notably that of Sidi Brahim (September 1845), French military pressure forced him into Morocco, where he sought to rally the Rif tribes. Moroccan government action prompted by suspicions regarding his intentions forced him back into Algeria, and on December 21, 1847, Abd al-Qadir surrendered to French général de division Louis de Lamorcière under the pledge that he would be allowed to go into exile in the Levant. The French failed to honor that pledge and he was exiled to France, first in Toulon, then in Pau, and during 1848–1852 at the Château of Amboise. Released by French emperor Napoleon III with a pension of 200,000 francs on the pledge that he not return to Algeria, Abd al-Qadir settled first in Bursa in the Ottoman Empire (today Turkey) and then in 1855 in Damascus. There he devoted himself to the study of theology and philosophy and wrote several books.

In 1860 during fighting in Damascus Abd al-Qadir saved some 1,200 Christians, taking them into his residence. For this the French government increased his pension and bestowed on him the Grand Cross of the Légion d’honneur. In 1865 Abd al-Qadir became a Mason, and the next year he was received by Emperor Napoleon III in Paris. Abd al-Qadir died in Damascus on May 26, 1883. His remains were returned to Algeria in 1966.

A highly effective guerrilla leader, Abd al-Qadir was also chivalrous toward his adversaries, on occasion releasing French prisoners when he did not have sufficient food for them. Many Algerians regard him today as the greatest national hero of their struggle for independence. There are a number of monuments to him in Algeria, and a university is also named for him. His green and white flag standard was adopted as the flag of the independence movement against France and is today the national flag of Algeria.
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Abd el-Krim al-Khattabi, Muhammad ibn (1882–1963)

Moroccan Berber leader and religious scholar, known as “The Wolf of the Rif,” who led a liberation movement against French and Spanish rule in Morocco. Born in Ajdir, Morocco, in 1882, the son of a qadi (caid, local administrator) of the Aith Yusuf clan of the Aith Uriaghel (Waryaghar) tribe, Muhammad ibn Abd el-Krim al-Khattabi received a traditional Muslim as well as Spanish education. Fluent in Spanish, he became a secretary in the Bureau of Native Affairs in the protectorate government. In 1915 Abd el-Krim was appointed qadi al-qadat (chief Muslim judge) for the Melilla district, where he also taught at a Spanish-Arabic school and was editor of an Arabic section of the Spanish newspaper El Telegrama del Rif.

Disillusioned with Spanish control of his country, Abd el-Krim came to speak out against Spanish policies. During World War I he was imprisoned in 1916–1917 by the Spanish for an alleged conspiracy with the German consul. He returned to Ajdir in 1919.

In 1921 Abd el-Krim, joined by his brother, who became his chief adviser and commander of the rebel army, raised the standard of resistance against foreign control of Morocco. This marked the beginning of the Rif War (1921–1926; some date its start in 1920).

In July 1921, determined to destroy the rebels, Spanish general Fernandes Silvestre moved into the Rif mountains with some 20,000 men but failed to carry out adequate reconnaissance or take sufficient security precautions. At Anual on July 21, Silvestre’s column encountered Spanish troops fleeing from the next post at Abaran. In the ensuing confusion, Rif forces fell on both flanks of the Spanish column, leading to widespread panic and the death of as many as 12,000 Spanish troops. Silvestre committed suicide, and several thousand Spaniards were taken prisoner. News of this military disaster created a political firestorm in Spain and brought strongman General Miguel Primo de Rivera to power that September. With the support of King Alfonso XIII of Spain, Rivera established a virtual military dictatorship until his resignation in January 1930.

In Morocco in 1923, Abd el-Krim proclaimed the Republic of the Rif, with himself as president. He began organizing a centralized administration based on traditional Berber tribal institutions but one that would override tribal rivalries. Fighting continued, and by the end of 1924 the Spaniards had been forced to withdraw to the coastal enclaves of Melilla and Tetuán.

On April 12, 1925, Abd el-Krim opened a major offensive against the French in their portion of Morocco. Although he had only limited resources, in July French resident general Général de Division Hubert Lyautey was able to stop the Rifs short of their objective of Fez. Meanwhile, on July 26 representatives of the French and Spanish governments met in Madrid and agreed to set aside their rivalry over Morocco and to cooperate against Abd el-Krim. The French were to assemble up to 150,000 men under Marshal Henri Philippe Pétain, while the Spanish put together 50,000 men under General José Sanjurjo. Facing overwhelming force and technological superiority in the form of modern artillery and aircraft, on May 26, 1926, Abd el-Krim surrendered to the French, bringing the Rif War to a close.

The French sent Abd el-Krim into exile on the island of Réunion in the Indian Ocean. Receiving permission in 1947 to live in France, he left Réunion and was granted political asylum en route by the Egyptian government. For five years he headed the Liberation Committee of the Arab West (sometimes called the Maghrib Bureau) in Cairo. With the restoration of Moroccan independence in 1956, King Muhammad V invited Abd el-Krim to return to Morocco, but he refused to do so as long as French troops remained in the Maghrib (Northwest Africa). Abd el-Krim died in Cairo on February 6, 1963.

Well educated and a skilled tactician and capable organizer, Abd el-Krim was a forerunner of the successful post–World War II wars of liberation in the Maghrib against European rule. His guerrilla tactics also influenced 20th-century revolutionary leaders in Latin America and in Asia. Abd el-Krim was defeated largely owing to the size and technological superiority of the European armies sent against him.
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Abrams, Creighton Williams, Jr. (1914–1974)

U.S. Army general and army chief of staff (1972–1974). Born in Springfield, Massachusetts, on September 15, 1914, Creighton Williams Abrams graduated from the U.S. Military Academy, West Point, in 1936 and was posted to the 7th Cavalry Regiment at Fort Bliss, Texas. Promoted to captain, in 1940 he volunteered for the newly formed armored force.

Abrams first rose to professional prominence as a lieutenant colonel and commander of a tank battalion that often spearheaded General George Patton’s Third Army in the drive across Europe. Abrams led the forces that punched through German lines to relieve the encircled 101st Airborne Division at Bastogne (December 16, 1944) during the Battle of the Bulge and received a battlefield promotion to full colonel.

After World War II, Abrams served as director of tactics at the Armor School, Fort Knox (1946–1948), and was chief of staff successively for I, X, and IX Corps in Korea during 1953–1954, late in the Korean War (1950–1953). He then served on the Army General Staff and was promoted to brigadier general in 1956 and to major general in 1960. Abrams then commanded the 3rd Armored Division in Germany (1960–1962), a key post during the Cold War. After leading troops who quelled rioting following civil rights demonstrations in Mississippi (1962–1963), in 1963 he was promoted to lieutenant general and took command of V Corps. In mid-1964 Abrams was recalled from Europe, promoted to full general, and made the army’s vice chief of staff. In that assignment he was deeply involved in the army’s troop buildup during 1964–1967 for the Vietnam War.

In May 1967 Abrams was himself assigned to Vietnam as deputy commander to the U.S. commander there, General William C. Westmoreland. In that position Abrams concentrated primarily on improvement of the South Vietnamese armed forces. When during the Tet Offensive (January 1968) those forces gave a far better account of themselves than expected, Abrams correctly received much of the credit.

Abrams formally assumed command of American forces in Vietnam in July 1968. A consummate tactician, he moved quickly to change the conduct of the war in fundamental ways, discarding his predecessor’s attrition strategy, search-and-destroy tactics, and emphasis on body count as the measure of battlefield success. Instead Abrams stressed population security as the key to success. He prescribed a “one war” approach in which combat operations, pacification, and upgrading South Vietnamese forces were of equal importance and priority. Abrams cut back on multibattalion sweeps, replacing them with thousands of small unit patrols and ambushes that blocked communist forces’ access to the people and interdicted their movement of forces and supplies. Clear-and-hold operations became the standard tactical approach, with expanded and better armed Vietnamese territorial forces providing the hold. Population security progressed. Meanwhile, U.S. forces were incrementally withdrawn, their missions taken over by the improving South Vietnamese.
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U.S. Army general Creighton W. Abrams Jr. commanded U.S. forces in the Vietnam War during 1968–1972. As chief of staff of the army during 1972–1974, Abrams played a major role in rebuilding the army. (Herbert Elmer Abrams/Center for Military History)



Abrams left Vietnam in June 1972 to become U.S. Army chief of staff. In this position he set about dealing with the myriad problems as a consequence of the Vietnam War, concentrating on readiness and on the well-being of the soldiers. Stricken with cancer, Abrams died in office in Washington, D.C., on September 4, 1974. However, before his death he had set a course of reform and rebuilding of the army that reached fruition in the Persian Gulf War (1991).
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Aetius, Flavius (395–454)

Roman general, sometimes known as “the last of the Romans,” who spent most of his military career in Gaul temporarily delaying the disintegration of the Western Roman Empire. Born around 395 in Durostorum (Silistra) in Moesia in present-day northern Bulgaria, Flavius Aetius was the son of a Scythian cavalry commander. Following the death of his father in a mutiny, young Aetius was sent (ca. 401) as a hostage to the court of the Visigoth chieftain Alaric. There Aetius learned the Visigoth language, culture, and military tactics.

In 412 Aetius recruited a force of Huns and participated in the Roman civil wars, becoming commander of the Roman cavalry in Gaul in 425 under new western Roman emperor Valentian III (r. 425–455). Aetius defeated Visigothic king Theodoric of Toulouse at Arles in 425. As one of two major Roman generals—the other being Bonifacius (Boniface)—Aetius waged a series of campaigns in Gaul against barbarians there, and during 426–430 he reestablished Roman control over that entire province except for Aquitaine in the southwest. Named assistant commander in chief of the army in the west, he was accused of murdering his superior and was thought by some to be harboring imperial ambitions.

Refusing to accept disgrace, Aetius invaded Italy only to be defeated at Ravenna in 432 by his rival Bonifacius, who was mortally wounded. Forced to flee, Aetius found refuge with the Huns in Pannonia (western Hungary). Allying himself with their leader Attila, in 433 Aetius returned with a Hun army that enabled him to be restored to his former position with Rome.

One of the keys to Aetius’s success was his ability to play one group of barbarians against the other and build coalitions of forces. In 434–435 he defeated a Burgundian uprising, an event celebrated in the epic poem Nibelungenlied (Song of the Nibelungs). In 435 and 436 he defeated Theodoric and the Visigoths twice, at Arles and at Narbonne. In 442 Aegius concluded peace with Theodoric and the next year moved the Burgundians from Worms to Savoy. Aetius then turned to the Franks, defeating them in 445. In 451 he assembled a coalition of Romans, Franks, and Visigoths to defeat an invasion of Gaul by the Huns under Attila in battles at Orléans and at Châlons, quite possibly saving Western civilization in the process, as Attila then withdrew back across the Rhine.

In 454 Aetius, confident of his own position, offended Emperor Valentinian III by demands in the course of an audience in the imperial palace in Rome. Valentinian drew his sword and stabbed Aetius, whereupon other members of the court followed suit. Once Aetius had been killed, members of his entourage in Rome were summoned to the palace and were murdered one by one. It was said that in this deed Valentinian had “cut off his left hand with his right,” for Aetius was the last great Roman imperial general. In 476 the Western Roman Empire passed under barbarian control.
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Agrippa, Marcus Vipsanius (ca. 63–12 BCE)

Roman general and statesman. Agrippa was born circa 63 BCE near Rome into a family of recent wealth. He was about the same age as Gaius Octavius (Octavian, the future emperor Augustus). The two were educated together and became close friends. Thus associated with the family of Julius Caesar, Agrippa probably fought in Caesar’s campaign of 46–45 BCE against Gnaeus Pompeius, ending in the Battle of Munda. In 45 Caesar sent Agrippa and Octavius to study in Apollonia with the Macedonian legions. On Caesar’s assassination in March 44, Agrippa accompanied Octavian on his return to Rome and became his chief assistant, helping to raise troops in Campania.


AGRIPPA




As well as being a prominent military figure, Agrippa was a great builder. After being elected in 33 BCE as one of the aediles (officials responsible for Rome’s buildings and festivals), he ordered the repair and considerable expansion of the system of aqueducts and pipes that supplied the city with water. He also embarked on other major repairs and improvements. These included enhancing the Cloaca Maxima, constructing baths and porticos, and laying out gardens. Agrippa also promoted public exhibition of works of art. Emperor Augustus later boasted that “he had found the city of brick but left it of marble,” but this was in large part due to Agrippa.



During the subsequent fighting of the Wars of the Second Triumvirate (43–42 BCE) resulting from the pact in 43 between Octavian, Mark Antony, and Lepidus, Agrippa probably fought with Octavian and Antony in the Battle of Philippi (October 3 and 23, 42). Returning to Rome, he distinguished himself in Octavian’s campaign against Lucius Antonius and Fulvia Antonia (the brother and wife of Mark Antony) during 41–40 that ended in the capture of Perusia. Octavian then departed for Gaul, leaving Agrippa as praetor urbanis (urban praetor, magistrate) in Rome to defend Italy against Sextus Pompeius, who was occupying Sicily. In July and August 40, Agrippa successfully defeated raids on southern Italy by Sextus and Antony, and his success in retaking Sipontum from Antony helped bring an end to the conflict. Agrippa was among the intermediaries through whom Octavian and Antony again agreed to peace. Learning that Salvidienus, his leading general, had plotted to betray him to Antony, Octavian replaced him with Agrippa.

In 39 or 38 BCE, Octavian appointed Agrippa governor of Transalpine Gaul, where in 38 he put down an uprising of the Aquitanians. Agrippa also fought the Germanic tribes and was the second Roman general after Caesar to cross the Rhine. Recalled to Rome as consul by Octavian in 37 after the latter’s defeat by Sextus in a naval battle, Agrippa built a new fleet at Naples and trained the men in a safe harbor complex he had created nearby (37–36 BCE). He also introduced technological changes to include larger ships and an improved grappling hook.

In 36 BCE, thanks to superior technology and training, Agrippa won decisive victories at Mylae and Naulochus, destroying all but 17 of Sextus’s ships and forcing most of his men to surrender. Agrippa participated in smaller military campaigns against the Illyrians in 35 and 34, but by the autumn of 34 he returned to Rome. There he embarked on a vast public works program.

Agrippa also established a permanent Roman navy, ending Mediterranean pirate operations. He commanded the fleet in the decisive Battle of Actium against Antony and Queen Cleopatra VII (September 2, 31 BCE), having personal charge of the Left Wing. In 28 he served a second consulship with Octavian and a third consulship with Octavian in 27, when Octavian was proclaimed Emperor Augustus. Thereafter Agrippa served in Gaul, reforming its administrative and tax system and overseeing the construction of roads and aqueducts. He then took over the governorship of the eastern provinces, governing from Lesbos during 23–21 and in Gaul and Spain during 21–19.

Recalled to Rome by Augustus in 19 BCE, Agrippa put down a revolt by the Cantabrians in Hispania (the Cantabrian Wars). He was appointed governor of the eastern provinces a second time in 17 BCE, where his highly effective administration won him the respect and goodwill of the people, especially the Jews. Agrippa also restored Roman control over the Cimmerian Chersonnese (modern-day Crimea).

Agrippa’s last public service was to begin the conquest of the upper Danube River region. It would become the Roman province of Pannonia in 13 BCE. Agrippa died at Campania on March 12, 12 BCE. Unfortunately, his autobiography has been lost. Capable, loyal, modest, and a highly effective administrator and military commander, Agrippa was also a military innovator.
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Akbar the Great (1542–1605)

Mughal ruler of India. The third in his line, Akbar the Great (Abū-ul-Gath Jahāl-ud-Dīn Muhammed Akbar) carried out reforms that centralized the state. Born on October 15, 1542, in Umarkot, Sing (now Pakistan), Akbar was the son of King Humāyūn, who had lost his throne to the Afghan Sher Shah. Following his father’s death in 1556, Akbar, then just 14 years old but ably assisted by his father’s chief minister Bairam, defeated a larger Hindu army led by Hemu in the Battle of Pānīpat (November 5, 1556). This victory gave Akbar control of Delhi and the surrounding area. He then gradually expanded his control over northern and central India, conquering Malwa (1561–1562), Rajputana (1562–1567), Afghanistan (1581), and Kashmir, Sind, and Orissa (1586–1595). Eventually Akbar’s realm extended from Afghanistan in the northwest to the Bay of Bengal in the east and from the Himalayas in the northeast to the Godāvari River in the southeast.
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Akbar assumed the throne at age 14 as third emperor of the Muslim Mughal Dynasty. Widely considered its greatest ruler, he ruled India from 1556 to 1605, greatly expanding its territory and bringing stability to the realm. (Giraudon/Art Resource, NY)



An effective general and a strong leader, Akbar was also humane and intelligent and sought to be just and fair in dealing with his people. Seeking to end divisions between Muslims and Hindus, Akbar, himself a Muslim, abolished the legal distinctions between Muslims and Hindus and appointed a number of the latter to important state positions. He married Rajput princesses and attempted to sponsor a new so-called Divine Faith that sought but failed to unite the diverse religions of his realm. Akbar also reformed the tax structure so as to ease the burden on those least able to pay. He put down a revolt led by his son Salim but pardoned him. Akbar died in Āgra, India, on October 16, 1605, probably after being poisoned by his son.
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Alanbrooke, Sir Alan Francis Brooke, First Viscount (1883–1963)

British Army general and chief of the Imperial General Staff. Born on July 23, 1883, in Bagnères de Bigorre, France, Alan Brooke graduated from the Royal Artillery School at Woolwich and was commissioned in the Royal Artillery in 1902. He served in Ireland and India in the years before World War I. Fighting on the Western Front in World War I, he rose from captain to lieutenant colonel. Between the wars Brooke was an instructor at the Staff College (1923–1926), commandant of the School of Artillery (1929–1932), and inspector of artillery as a major general by 1935. It was clear early on that he was one of the strongest intellects in the British Army.

In August 1939 Brooke was appointed commander of II Corps of the British Expeditionary Force (BEF) in France, a role that lasted until the evacuation at Dunkerque (Dunkirk) at the end of May 1940. Brooke briefly returned to France again in June, this time as nominal commander of the BEF. From July 1940 he commanded British Home Forces, working to improve readiness for the expected German invasion.

Brooke was named chief of the Imperial General Staff in December 1941 and held the post until January 1946, serving concurrently (from March 1942) as chairman of the Chiefs of Staff Committee. He was constantly in meetings, including all summit conferences from 1942 through 1945 concerned with the strategic direction of the war. Brooke held off the American desire for a premature invasion across the English Channel while supporting action in North Africa and Italy to spread and destroy German forces prior to an invasion of France.

Brooke’s feelings toward Prime Minister Winston Churchill varied from admiration to exasperation. Churchill’s penchant for late-night meetings, impetuosity or interference in military affairs, and focus on detail at the expense of broader strategic thinking constantly tried Brooke’s patience. Brooke’s diaries, first published in highly edited fashion in the mid-1950s (and only made available in their full form in 2001), include some of the first postwar criticism of Churchill. Brooke grew to hate the meetings of the Combined Chiefs of Staff for the constant wrangling that arose, especially given his dim view of the strategic thinking of U.S. military leaders, in particular Generals George C. Marshall and Dwight D. Eisenhower. A firm supporter of British general Bernard Montgomery, Brooke had little patience for those he personally believed to be of limited abilities.

Promoted to field marshal in January 1944, Brooke was created a baron (becoming Lord Alanbrooke of Brookborough in September 1945) and a viscount (January 1946), being knighted later that same year. Brooke died on June 17, 1963, at Ferney Close, England.
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Alaric I (ca. 365–December 410)

Ruler of the Visigoths (West Goths). Born around 365 in Peuce Island at the mouth of the Danube (now part of Romania), Alaric led mercenary Visigoth troops in campaigns of Roman emperor Theodosius I against the western usurper Eugenius (394). On the death of Theodosius in January 395, the empire was divided among his two sons: Arcadius, who assumed rule of the eastern part of the empire, and Honorius, who took over the western portions. In the eastern empire Arcadius yielded effective authority to his prefect Rufinus, while in the western empire General Stilicho exercised effective rule for Honorius, still a minor.

Alaric did not receive the rewards that he thought should be his for the Goth sacrifices in the campaign of 394. The Visigoths elected Alaric their king in 395, whereupon Alaric ended his allegiance and led a revolt. Marching first against the eastern empire, the Visigoths reached the vicinity of Constantinople but were repelled both by the diplomacy of Rufinus and the excellent defenses of Constantinople. Retracing their steps, the Goths then invaded and pillaged Thrace and Greece (395–397). Athens surrendered, so Alaric spared that city but sacked Corinth, Argos, and Sparta, among other places. Attacked by forces under Stilicho, Alaric and his army were apparently trapped, but Stilicho’s overconfidence allowed Alaric and most of his force to escape. They then made their way by sea to Epirus.

Alaric invaded Italy across the Jurian Alps in October 401 and besieged the Emperor Flavius Honorius of the western empire at Milan (February–April 402). Defeated at Pollentia in Piedmont by Stilicho (April 6, 402), Alaric left Italy but returned the next year and was defeated again by Stilicho near Verona (June 403), whereupon Alaric once more withdrew from Italy.

Following the murder of Stilicho in 408 on the orders of Honorius, Alaric again invaded Italy. Receiving a substantial payment (reportedly 2,000 pounds of gold) from the Senate of Rome in 409, he wintered in Tuscany and negotiated with Honorius over the cession of a large amount of territory. Failing to receive what he wanted, Alaric moved on Rome and there reached agreement with the Senate to install a puppet ruler, Priscus Attalus. Alaric then moved on to Ravenna, where Honorius was located, but failed to take the city. When renewed negotiations failed, Alaric returned to Rome, besieged it, and took the city (August 24, 410). Rome was then sacked over a six-day period, although the destruction was not as great as is sometimes pictured.

Alaric then moved south, hoping to cross the Strait of Messina to Sicily or to Africa to secure grain. When his fleet was wrecked in a storm and many of his men perished, he turned north again. Alaric took ill and died on the march, probably of a fever, at Cosentia in southern Italy in December 410. Reportedly, he was buried in the riverbed of the Busento, the river being diverted and his grave dug and the body buried along with some of his trophies, after which the river returned to its original bed. He was succeeded by his relative, Athaulf. A charismatic leader of his people, Alaric was violent and ruthless but was also an Arian Christian.
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Alba, Fernando Álvarez de Toledo y Pimentel, Third Duke of (1507–1582)

Spanish general and governor of the Spanish Netherlands (1567–1573). Fernando Álvarez de Toledo y Pimentel, third Duke of Alba (Alva), was born on October 29, 1507, into one of the prominent families in Spain. Destined for a military career by education and training, he first earned recognition in the Battle of Pavia (February 24, 1525). Selected by Holy Roman emperor Charles V for military command, Alba took part in the Siege of Tunis in 1535 and then successfully defended Perpignan in the Pyrenees against the French. Alba played an important role in the Spanish victory over the Lutheran Schmalkaldic League in the Battle of Mühlberg (April 24, 1547) in Saxony. He then took part in the successful Siege of Wittenberg, leading to the resignation as elector of John Frederick I of Saxony and the cession of much of his territory.

In 1552 Alba commanded forces invading France and spent several months in an unsuccessful siege of the fortress city of Metz. Following the success of the French in Piedmont, Charles V entrusted Alba with command of all imperial forces in Italy. After the abdication of Charles in August 1556, his successor, King PhilipII of Spain, continued Alba in command. Alba by now controlled Campagna and was at the outskirts of Rome when Philip ordered him to negotiate a settlement with the Papacy.


ALBA




Bitter in his last years over his perceived mistreatment by King Philip II of Spain, Alba is said to have remarked that “Kings treat men like oranges. They go for the juice, and once they have sucked them dry, they throw them aside.”



In 1559 Philip sent Alba to France to espouse, on his master’s behalf, Elizabeth, the daughter of Henry II, king of France. This led to the Peace of Cateau-Cambrésis that ended the 60-year conflict between France and Spain.

In 1566 rioting against Spanish rule erupted throughout the Netherlands, and Philip II dispatched Alba and a Spanish army of some 10,000 men to restore order. The king entrusted him with full powers to exterminate heresy, and Alba created the Council of Troubles to try those opposing Spanish rule. Known to its detractors as the “Council of Blood,” it led to the execution of many people (some sources claim as many as 18,000, although a more realistic figure is probably about 1,100), including numerous prominent noblemen. Alba also imposed a new 10 percent tax on all sales.

On July 21, 1568, Alba engaged Dutch forces under Louis of Nassau in the Battle of Jemmingen (also known as the Battle of Jemgum) in East Frisia and there won a resounding victory. The Dutch lost 6,000–7,000 dead, the Spaniards only 80 killed and 220 wounded. In the southeastern Netherlands, Alba also defeated Dutch forces under William of Orange in the Battle of Jodoigne (October 20), forcing William to abandon his invasion and withdraw into first France and then back into Germany. During 1572–1573 Alba, employing both military skill and the horrific practice of massacring civilians and captured garrisons, laid siege to and retook city after city, reestablishing Spanish control over most of the southern and eastern provinces of the Netherlands.

The Dutch rebels took to the sea, and these so-called Sea Beggars defeated a Spanish fleet and captured six Spanish ships in the Battle of the Zuider Zee (October 11–12, 1573) although at great loss of life to their own side. Because of this reverse and the Spanish repulse in the Siege of Alkmaar led by his son, Don Fadrique, in November, Alba resigned his command, replaced by Luis de Requesens.

Honored upon his return to Spain, Alba fell into disgrace when his son Fadrique de Toledo secretly wed against King Philip’s wishes. Both Fadrique and Alba were banished from court, and Alba retired to Uceda.

In 1580 when Spain went to war against Portugal over the succession to the throne of that country, Philip II recalled Alba from exile to lead the Spanish forces. In June 1580 Alba invaded Portugal with some 8,000 infantry, 1,800 cavalry, and 22 guns. Near Lisbon and the small Alcântara River on August 25, Alba did battle with a Portuguese force of some 6,500 infantry, 750 cavalry, and 30 guns, commanded by Dom António and the Count of Vimioso. Dom António had already proclaimed himself king as António I. The battle ended in a decisive Spanish victory, with the Portuguese suffering some 4,000 killed, wounded, or captured, while the Spanish sustained only 500 casualties. Two days later Alba entered Lisbon, and on March 25, 1581, Philip II was crowned king of Portugal. The two kingdoms remained personally united under one ruler for the next 60 years, until 1640. Alba did not long enjoy his triumph. He died in Lisbon on December 11, 1582.

Known as “the Iron Duke” for his savage repression of the Netherlands and sack of its cities, Alba lacked both tact and diplomatic skills, but he was a highly effective military leader and the leading Spanish general of his day. His fanaticism and belief that the only good heretic was a burning one must be understood in the context of his time.
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Albrecht Friedrich Rudolf Dominik, Second Duke of Teschen and Archduke of Austria (1817–1895)

Austrian field marshal, victor over the Italians in 1866, and leading military figure of the Austro-Hungarian Empire. Albrecht Friedrich Rudolf Dominik, second Duke of Teschen, was born in Vienna on August 3, 1817. He was the eldest son of Archduke Charles of Austria, the only Austrian general to defeat Napoleon, in the Battle of Aspern-Essling (May 21–22, 1809). Charles encouraged his son’s inclination toward the military. Although Albrecht suffered from a mild form of epilepsy, it did not adversely affect his military career.

At age 13, Albrecht was commissioned a colonel in the Austrian 44th Infantry Regiment. Field Marshal Joseph Radetzky was his chief military adviser. Albrecht was named Generalmajor in 1840, Feldmarschall-leutnant in 1843, and General der Kavallerie in 1845. As commander of forces in Upper Austria, Lower Austria, and Salzburg, he had charge of troops in Vienna at the onset of the Revolution of 1848. On March 13, his men fired on the crowds in an effort to restore order. Although his troops were able to secure the city center, they failed to win control of the outer districts. Albrecht was himself wounded in the fighting. Following the resignation of Austrian chancellor and foreign minister Klemens von Metternich and the formation of an armed student guard, Albrecht ordered his troops to their barracks.

Albrecht took part in the subsequent effort to suppress revolutionary outbreaks against Austrian rule in northern Italy. Commanding a division under Radetzky, Albrecht played a key role in the victory over Italian forces led by King Charles Albert of Sardinia in the Battle of Novara (March 23, 1849). During 1851– 1860 Albrecht was governor of Hungary. The Italian War of 1859 passed him by as he was then in Berlin, engaged in a fruitless effort to secure an alliance with Prussia.

With war with Prussia looming, in mid-April 1866 Albrecht was appointed to command the South Army rather than the forces against Prussia. Here he faced onerous odds: 75,000 Austrian troops with 168 guns against 200,000 Italians with 370 guns. Yet Albrecht won a decisive victory over the Italians led by General Alfonso Ferrero La Marmora in the Battle of Custozza (June 24, 1866). Albrecht, however, failed to pursue his foe. In the battle the Italians suffered 3,800 killed or wounded and 4,300 taken prisoner. Austrian casualties were also heavy: 4,600 killed or wounded and 1,000 missing.

Any advantage that might have accrued to Austria by this victory and that of Count Wilhelm Friedrich von Tegetthoff over the Italians in the naval Battle of Lissa (July 19–20) was more than offset by the Austrian defeat in Bohemia in the Battle of Königgrätz (July 3). Although Albrecht was named Oberkommandeur (commander in chief) on July 10, 1866, Feldzeugmeister Ludwig von Benedek’s crushing defeat at Königgrätz prevented further military action against Prussia, and Austria was forced to conclude peace with both Prussia and Italy. Albrecht’s victory remained the one bright spot for Austria in the land war and was accorded an eminence that it did not perhaps deserve.

Albrecht continued as Oberkommandeur until 1869, when Emperor Franz Josef I assumed that position. Albrecht then became Generalinspekteur (inspector general), holding that post until his death and carrying out an extensive reform of the Austro-Hungarian military establishment based on the Prussian model. In 1869 Albrecht published Über die Verantwortlichkeit im Kriege (On Responsibility in War).

Extremely conservative in his political views, Albrecht also advocated preventive war against Italy and, following the 1878 Austro-Hungarian occupation of Bosnia and Herzegovina, urged military action to secure additional Balkan territory to include Salonika. Albrecht was advanced to Feldmarschall in March 1888. He was also made Generalfeldmarschall in the German Army in 1893.

Albrecht continued in his posts until his death at Schloss Arco in the Tirol on February 18, 1895. There is an equestrian statue of him in Vienna near the entrance to the Albertina museum (his former city residence of the Palais Erzherzog Albrecht, which houses Albrecht’s extensive art collection). A conservative and even reactionary figure in many ways, Archduke Albrecht was primarily a bureaucrat rather than a field general but nonetheless carried out important reforms in the Austro-Hungarian Army that helped prepare it for its great test in World War I.
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Alcibiades (450–404 BCE)

Athenian admiral, orator, and statesman. Alcibiades was born in Athens to a prominent family in 450 BCE. Following the death of his father in the Battle of Coronea (447), Alcibiades’ cousin Pericles became his guardian. Socrates was among his teachers; certainly, Alcibiades was well trained in rhetoric and became a gifted orator. Alcibiades is said to have been particularly close to Socrates, who is believed to have saved his life in the Potidaean Campaign (432). Alcibiades reportedly returned the favor in the Battle of Delium (424).

Alcibiades rose to prominence in the second half of the Peloponnesian War (431–404 BCE). Following the death of Pericles (429), the Athenians abandoned his wise defensive strategy and resorted to a more aggressive strategy under Cleon, carrying the war to Sparta and its allies and leading to stalemate and the Peace of Nicias in 421. Alcibiades, then an elected general, had opposed the peace and now convinced his compatriots to form a new anti-Sparta alliance with the democracies of Elis, Argos, and Mantinea. This ended in disaster with the Spartan victory in the Battle of Mantineia (418). Undaunted, Alcibiades convinced the Athenians that securing Sicily would provide the resources with which to defeat their enemies, for if grain shipments from Sicily to the Peloponnese could be cut, it would undoubtedly cause Sparta to sue for peace.

In June 415 BCE a formidable expeditionary force—the most powerful put together by any single Greek city-state to that time—set out from Athens. It included 134 triremes and more than 130 other vessels. In all, the force included some 27,000 officers and men. Alcibiades received command of the expedition, along with Generals Lamachus and Nicias.

The original sound plan called for a quick demonstration in force against Syracuse and then a return of the expeditionary force to Greece, but Alcibiades considered this a disgrace and urged that the expeditionary force stir up political opposition to Syracuse in Sicily. Lamachus pressed for an immediate descent on Syracuse while that city was still unprepared and its citizens afraid, but Alcibiades prevailed. However, no Sicilian city of importance sided with the invaders. Syracuse meanwhile strengthened its defenses, and what had been conceived as a lightning campaign became a stalemate, sapping Athenian energies elsewhere.

Alcibiades meanwhile was recalled to Athens to stand trial for impiety and sacrilege (probably false charges, engineered by his political enemies). Fearing for his life, he managed to escape Athens and flee to Sparta, where he not only betrayed the Athenian plan of attack against Syracuse but also spoke to the Spartan citizen assembly and strongly supported a Syracusan plea for aid. The Spartans then sent out to Sicily a fleet and soldiers commanded by Gylippus, one of their best generals, and the Athenian Sicilian enterprise ended in catastrophic defeat in a naval battle in the Great Harbor of Syracuse (September 413 BCE).

Alcibiades had traveled to Asia, where he managed to convince the leaders of several Ionian cities to defect from the Athenian Delian League. He also arranged an alliance with Sparta by the Persian satrap Tissaphernes (414–413 BCE). In 412, however, having alienated the Spartans, Alcibiades sought refuge with Tissaphernes, advising the Persians to break with Sparta and plotting his own return to Athens. This he secured in 411, when he was appointed to command the Athenian fleet in the Hellespont (Dardanelles) region, defeating the Peloponnesian fleet in the Battles of Abydo (411) and the Battle of Cyzicus (410). In 408 Alcibiades recaptured Byzantium (today Istanbul), and Athens regained control of the Bosporus. In 407 he returned to Athens a hero and was appointed commander in chief of Athenian forces.

In 406 BCE in the Battle of Notium, however, Spartan admiral Lysander defeated the Athenian fleet commanded by Antiochus in the temporary absence of Alcibiades. Blamed for this and replaced by Conon, Alcibiades retired to a fortress in the Thracian Chersonese (today the Gallipoli Peninsula). Exiled following the final Athenian defeat in the Siege of Athens in 404, he sought refuge in Phrygia (central Anatolia) but was murdered in 404, probably at the behest of the Spartans or possibly by the brothers of a Persian woman he had seduced.

Alcibiades was a capable politician and naval commander, but his boundless ambition led him into unsound political decisions, and his many shifts of allegiance ensured that he could never be completely trusted by anyone.
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Alexander, Harold Rupert Leofric George (1891–1969)

British Army field marshal. Born on December 10, 1891, in London, Harold Rupert Leofric George Alexander was educated at Harrow and Sandhurst and commissioned in the Irish Guards in 1911. He served on the Western Front during World War I and rose to command a battalion and, temporarily, a brigade, ending the war as a lieutenant colonel.

Following the war, Alexander helped organize military forces in Latvia in 1919. He graduated from the British Army Staff College at Camberley and the Imperial Defence College and held staff assignments, first at the War Office and then in the Northern Command. He commanded the Nowshera Brigade of the Northern Command in India (1934–1938) as a brigadier general. On his return to Britain in 1938 he was advanced to major general and received command of the 1st Division.

With the beginning of World War II, Alexander’s division was ordered to France, where he distinguished himself in 1940 during the Battle for France by commanding I Corps, the British rear guard in the withdrawal to Dunkerque (Dunkirk), and then the Dunkerque perimeter. Promoted to lieutenant general (December 1940), Alexander had charge of the Southern Command in Britain. In February 1942 he received command of British forces in Burma. Recalled to Europe, that July he became commander of British forces in the Middle East. There he worked well with Eighth Army commander General Bernard L. Montgomery as well as other Allied leaders. Alexander played a key role in building up British forces for the Second Battle of El Alamein (October 23–November 4).

Alexander attended the Casablanca Conference (January 1943), after which he became deputy supreme commander of Allied forces in North Africa and commander of the 18th Army Group. He initially had a low opinion of U.S. Army generals and thought that American forces were poorly trained. Although he realized that cooperation with the Americans was vital, he gave greater latitude to British commanders.

Appointed commander in chief of the 15th Army Group for the invasion of Sicily in July 1943, Alexander failed to maintain adequate control over subordinates Montgomery and U.S. major general George S. Patton Jr., each of whom sought the preeminent role. Alexander directed the Allied invasion of Italy in September. Again the command was hindered by rivalries between his subordinates and grandstanding by U.S. lieutenant general Mark Clark. The command in Italy, however, brought Alexander promotion to field marshal (November 1944) and elevation to supreme Allied commander in the Mediterranean.

On May 1, 1945, German forces in Italy surrendered unconditionally, and that October Alexander handed over his Italian command. In January 1946 he was created Viscount Alexander of Tunis.

From 1946 to 1952, Alexander was appointed governor-general of Canada. Created Earl Alexander of Tunis in January 1952, he served from February 1952 to October 1954 as minister of defense in Britain. Alexander died in Slough, England, on June 16, 1969. Not a great general, Alexander was nonetheless regarded as an excellent strategist who never lost a battle.
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Alexander III, King of Macedonia (356–323 BCE)

King of Macedonia and ruler of Persia. Alexander III’s conquest of the Persian Empire, his military ability as one of history’s truly great captains, his vision of a unified people, and his role in spreading Greek culture that changed the Mediterranean world and ushered in the Hellenistic period all warrant the appellation “Alexander the Great.” Alexander was born in Pella, Macedonia, in 356 BCE to PhilipII, king of Macedonia, and Olympias of Epirus. Bright and charismatic, Alexander had the philosopher Aristotle as his teacher after 342.

Although Alexander had a tumultuous relationship with his father, much of Alexander’s later success is attributable to Philip’s training and generals. Philip created the superb Macedonian Army that his son used to conquer the known world. Philip also secured control of Greece, an essential prelude to an invasion of the Persian Empire.

Alexander proved himself as a military commander, having charge of the Macedonian left-wing cavalry in Philip’s victory over the allied Greeks in the Battle of Chaeronea (August 338 BCE). In 337 Alexander fled with Olympias to Epirus following a violent quarrel between her and Philip. Both returned to Pella some months later.

Philip was preparing to invade Persia when he was assassinated in July 336 BCE. Suspicions swirled around Alexander and Olympias, but the succession was not contested, and Alexander became king. Before he could carry out his father’s plan of invading Persia, Alexander first shored up his power base in northern Greece. In 335 he won a series of victories in Thessaly, Boeotia, and Illyria, and he brutally suppressed a revolt in Thebes, after which he razed the city.

In 334 BCE Alexander set out to invade the Persian Empire, the world’s largest empire. Departing Macedonia with an army of Macedonian and Greek soldiers drawn from the League of Corinth, the confederation that Philip had created after his victory at Chaeronea in 338, Alexander crossed the Hellespont (Dardanelles) into Asian Minor with the aim of first liberating the small Greek city-states of Asia Minor. His army was small for the task ahead of it: only some 30,000 infantry and 5,000 cavalry. What moved his men was Alexander’s leadership. He shared their hardships and was always in the thick of the fray.
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Detail of a mosaic depicting Alexander III (the Great) of Macedonia on horseback at the Battle of Issus (333 BCE). A brilliant military commander, Alexander conquered Persia and spread Greek culture throughout much of the known world. This floor mosaic was originally located in the House of the Faun, Pompeii. (The Gallery Collection/Corbis)



The Persian satraps (governors) of Asia Minor assembled a much larger force to fight Alexander and waited for him on the east bank of the Granicus River. In May 334 BCE Alexander personally led his cavalry across the river into the Persian line, and the Macedonians achieved a stunning victory. This dramatic triumph established Alexander as a bold commander and inspired fanatical devotion to him among his men.

After freeing the Ionian cities from Persian control, Alexander won successive battles and sieges in central Turkey, and in September the swift-moving Alexander surprised the Persian defenders of the Cilician Gates (near Bolkar Daglari) and seized that vital pass without a fight. He then moved against the main Persian army under Emperor Darius III. The decisive Battle of Issus (November 333 BCE) again proved Alexander’s reputation. Darius escaped, but Alexander captured his family and all his baggage, later marrying one of Darius’s daughters. Alexander refused an offer from Darius of 10,000 talents (300 tons) in gold.

Alexander then pushed south. In one of the great siege operations in all history, he took Tyre and Gaza at the end of 332 BCE. All Phoenicia passed under his control, an essential prelude to a new invasion of Persia as far as his lines of communication back to Greece were concerned. He then occupied Egypt, traveling into the desert to consult the oracle of Ammon at Siwa (331), where Alexander was greeted by the priest as the son of Ammon (Zeus, to the Greeks). It is not clear whether Alexander believed in his own divinity.

Learning that Darius had put together a huge new army, Alexander departed Egypt and marched north into southern Mesopotamia in the spring of 331 BCE. Alexander and his army crossed the Tigris River that September, and in the Battle of Gaugamela (Arbela, October 331) with about 50,000 men he again defeated Darius’s force, variously estimated at between 250,000 and 1 million men. Alexander’s victory ended the Persian Empire.

Later in 331 BCE Alexander captured Babylon and then Susa. Cities rallied to him, knowing of his leniency and toleration of their gods if they surrendered and of terrible punishments if they resisted. In December in a lightning strike, Alexander secured the Persian Gates and then occupied and sacked the Persian capital of Persepolis, one of the blemishes on his career (the reasons remain in dispute). When Darius was killed in 330 by members of his own entourage, Alexander became king.

Alexander shocked his Macedonians by adopting Persian dress and ceremonies and by advancing Persians to high posts. He insisted that his generals take Persian wives. Aristotle had told him to treat the Persians as slaves, but Alexander had a wider vision in which all men would be bound by a common culture (that of Greece) and have equal opportunity based on their deeds.

Alexander now ruled the greatest empire of antiquity, but he wanted more. He campaigned along the southern shores of the Caspian Sea. Suppressing a plot from among his senior officers, he ordered the execution of both Philotas and his father Parmenion in December 330 BCE. In 329 Alexander invaded southern Afghanistan and Badakshan. Wherever he went he founded new cities, many of them named for him (the most famous was Alexandria in Egypt). He then campaigned along the Oxus River before besieging and capturing the reputedly impregnable fortresses of the Sogdian Rock and the Chiorenes Rock in 327. He then married Roxanne, daughter of the lord of the Sogdian Rock, reportedly to secure an heir, for he had a male lover in his subordinate Hephaestion. That same year Alexander crushed a plot against him from among the corps of pages, executing its leader.

Alexander invaded India by the Khyber Pass, crossed the Indus River (April 326 BCE), and defeated King Porus in the Battle of the Hydaspes (May). That July Alexander’s army mutinied, refusing to proceed farther. Alexander then led his army in a difficult and nearly disastrous march across the Gedrosian Desert in Buluchistan during September–November 325, returning to Persepolis in January 324. He then crushed another mutiny against his assimilationist policies in the army. Alexander arrived in Babylon in the spring of 323, evidently intent on making it his capital. In June 323 after a night of heavy banqueting, he took ill for several days. Alexander died on June 13, 323. Reportedly, when asked on his deathbed to whom he would leave the empire, he said “to the strongest.” In any case, his generals were soon fighting to see who would control the empire, which was ultimately divided among them.

Alexander was a general of unmatched leadership who excelled in every type of combat, including sieges and irregular warfare. A master of logistics, he also possessed a keen administrative sense. He was never defeated in battle. It was not just that Alexander conquered much of the known world, for his reign also ushered in a new era in which Greek culture spread to new areas. The rulers who followed him adopted similar court practices and continued his Hellenizing policy.
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Alexius I Comnenus (1048–1118)

Byzantine emperor. Born in Constantinople (Istanbul) in 1048, Alexius was a great-nephew of Byzantine emperor Isaac I Comnenus. As a member of the military aristocracy, Alexius went to war at a young age and established himself as a successful general while in his early 20s. He distinguished himself in fighting the Seljuk Turks during 1068–1069 and 1070–1071. Alexius also took part in the Byzantine Civil War of 1071–1081 and won an important victory at Calavryta in Thrace (1079).

The incompetence of Emperor Nicephorus III Botaniates (r. 1078–1081) led Alexius and his brother Isaac to seize the imperial throne in April 1081. At that time the Byzantine Empire was under heavy pressure from the Seljuk Turks in Anatolia and from the Norman rulers in southern Italy, who threatened Byzantine territory in the Balkans. Alexius concentrated first on the Normans.

Norman leader Robert Guiscard had already defeated Byzantine forces in southern Italy when he occupied the island of Corfu and laid siege to Dracchium (in present-day Albania), the chief Byzantine Adriatic port. Alexius secured some troops from the Turkish sultan of Nicaea and rushed to defend Dracchium but was forced to surrender the port to Guiscard (February 1082). Guiscard then advanced into Epirus and Thessaly, laying siege to Larissa in Thessaly. In the Battle of Larissa (1084), Alexius defeated a large Norman force and looted its camp. This victory and the death of Guiscard in 1085 ended the Norman threat. Next pressured along the lower Danube by the nomadic Pechenegs and Cumans who raided into Thrace, Alexius secured an understanding with the Cumans in order to defeat the Pechenegs in the Battle of Mount Lebounion (April 1091). Then in 1094 Alexius defeated the Cumans.

In March 1095 Alexius requested the help of Pope Urban II at Rome against the Seljuk Turks in order to recover Asia Minor with the Holy Land. Urban II urged the western nobles to provide assistance, and in November 1095 at Clermont he called for a crusade against the Turks. The various European armies traveled through Byzantine territory to Constantinople, where they were to set off for the Holy Land. In the process they plundered and clashed with Byzantine forces. Fearful that the crusaders would turn on Constantinople itself (as indeed happened in the Fourth Crusade), Alexius bribed their leaders and got them to swear an oath of loyalty to him and promise the return of Byzantine lands taken by the Turks. Finally the crusaders departed and aided Alexius in capturing Nicea (June 19, 1097), following a 45-day siege. The defenders surrendered to the Byzantines on the condition that the crusaders not be allowed to plunder the city. These terms strained relations between Alexius and the crusaders, who had very different goals. Alexius sought to capture the important coastal cities of western Anatolia and strengthen them against the Turks, while the crusaders wanted to plunder the cities in order to finance their goal of an advance on Jerusalem (which they finally took in 1099). These divergent views became all too apparent in the Siege of Antioch (October 1097–June 1098). Meanwhile, Alexius was able to achieve his goal of retaking Smyrna (Izmir), Ephesus, and Sardis and other cities in western Asia Minor.

The final years of Alexius’s reign saw the Turks attempt to regain territories they had lost. Turkish successes led Alexius to launch a major campaign in central Anatolia, culminating in his great victory at Philomelion (1116). Alexius died on August 15, 1118, in Constantinople. He had ruled Byzantium for 37 years. A capable general and an outstanding diplomat, he adroitly blended war and diplomacy to maximum advantage and left the empire far stronger, although this success proved temporary.
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Allenby, Sir Edmund Henry Hynman (1861–1936)

British Army field marshal. Born on April 23, 1861, at Brackenhurst, Nottinghamshire, England, Edmund Henry Hyman Allenby was educated at Haileybury College. At first he expressed no interest in the military, but after failing the entrance exam for the Indian civil service, he passed the examination for the Royal Military College, Sandhurst, leaving there as a lieutenant in the 6th Inniskilling Dragoons in 1881.

Reporting to his regiment in South Africa in 1882, Allenby first saw combat in the Bechuanaland Expedition of 1884–1885. Returning to Britain with his unit in 1890, in 1895 he entered the British Army Staff College at Camberley. Before leaving Camberley in 1897, he was promoted to major.

In 1898 Allenby served with the 3rd Cavalry Brigade in Ireland. The next year on the beginning of the South African (Boer) War (1899–1902) he returned to his Inniskilling Regiment and sailed to South Africa, where he helped defend the frontier against Boer attack and aided in the relief of Kimberley (February 15, 1900). Allenby assumed temporary command of the regiment when its commander was invalided home and then led a cavalry column of the Cavalry Division in the Transvaal.

Colonel Allenby returned to Britain in 1902, recognized as a promising officer. He commanded the 5th Lancers during 1902–1905. This was followed by promotion to brigadier general (1905) and command of the 4th Cavalry Brigade at Colchester, then promotion to major general (1910) and the post of inspector of cavalry. Here his abrupt manner and imposing physical appearance led to him being known as “The Bull.”

In August 1914 Allenby commanded the single cavalry division in the British Expeditionary Force (BEF) sent to France to serve on the Western Front. His unit distinguished itself covering the British retreat after the Battle of Mons (August 23). In November 1914 on the expansion of the BEF to two armies, Allenby received command of the Cavalry Corps. He commanded V Corps in the Second Battle of Ypres (April 22–May 25, 1915) and that October assumed command of the Third Army. Allenby was promoted to lieutenant general in 1916.
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British field marshal Sir Edmund H. H. Allenby commanded British and Imperial forces in Egypt, 1917–1918, then was high commissioner for Egypt and the Sudan until 1925. (Library of Congress)



Allenby’s troops performed well in the Second Battle of Arras (April 9–May 16, 1917), although his aggressive style rankled more cautious and conservative senior officers. On June 9, 1917, Allenby was replaced in command of the Third Army by General Sir Julian Byng and transferred to Egypt. Allenby’s leadership and battlefield skills fitted perfectly with the dynamics of the desert theater, but a principal reason for his transfer was his ongoing feud over tactics with BEF commander Field Marshal Sir Douglas Haig.

On June 27, 1917, Allenby replaced Lieutenant General Sir Archibald Murray as commander of British and imperial forces in Egypt. The War Office charged Allenby with capturing Jerusalem by Christmas. Allenby’s bold and proactive leadership buoyed sagging morale as operations commenced against the Turks and their German advisers, notably General der Infanterie (U.S. equiv. lieutenant general) Erich von Falkenhayn and General der Kavallerie (U.S. equiv. lieutenant general) Otto Liman von Sanders. The capture of Beersheba on October 31, 1917, by surprise attack made possible by artful operational deception broke the stalemate on the Gaza-Beersheba Line that had so stymied Murray.

Allenby’s aggressive attacks on Ottoman forces resulted in victory at Junction Station (November 13–15, 1917) and the occupation of Jerusalem (December 9), all despite water and logistics problems complicated by stiffening Turkish defenses. Allenby and his offers entered Jerusalem on foot (December 11) through the Jaffa Gate out of respect for Jerusalem’s status as a religious shrine for Christianity, Judaism, and Islam.

The loss of troops taken for Western Front service handicapped offensive operations through the spring of 1918, but reinforcements allowed Allenby to resume vigorous summer actions. Rapid attacks coordinated with Lieutenant Colonel T.E. Lawrence’s Arab guerrillas in September and October resulted in the smashing of the Turkish defensive lines at Megiddo (September 19–21) and the occupation of the key cities of Damascus (October 1), Homs (October 16), and Aleppo (October 25). Faced with the collapse of their southern imperial front, the Ottomans withdrew from the war (October 30), which further stimulated the armistice of November.

Created a field marshal in 1919 and made Viscount Allenby of Megiddo and Felixstowe that October 7, Allenby remained in the Middle East as British High Commissioner for Egypt (1919–1925), overseeing a trying transition to a nominally sovereign state. Returning to Britain, Allenby died in London on May 14, 1936.

Allenby was the consummate professional soldier. As a theater commander, his qualities of bold, aggressive leadership resulted in rapid and overwhelming victory with relatively few casualties, making him among the most successful of all British major commanders of the war. His masterful employment of combined arms in the Battle of Megiddo is considered to be a precursor to the German blitzkrieg tactics of World War II.
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Anson, George (1697–1762)

British admiral. Born on April 23, 1697, in Shugborough, Staffordshire, George Anson entered the navy as a volunteer in the Ruby (50 guns) in February 1712. He was promoted to lieutenant in 1716. His first command was the Weazell (4guns) in 1722. Promoted to captain in 1724, he held a succession of commands off the North American coast. Ashore during 1735–1737, Anson was appointed to the fourth-rate Centurion (60 guns) in 1737.

After the outbreak of the War of Jenkins’ Ear against Spain in 1739, Commodore Anson took command of a squadron of six ships to sail to the Pacific, departing England in September 1740. It was one of the great expeditions of the age of sail. Two of Anson’s ships failed to make it around Cape Horn, and one, the Wager, was dashed against the shore and lost. Thus, Anson entered the Pacific in June 1741 with only the Centurion, the Trial (8 guns), and the storeship Anna Pink, all having suffered heavy personnel losses. They were later joined by the Gloucester (50 guns). After raiding Spanish coastal trade and possessions along the coast of South America, Anson sailed for China in May 1742 with the Centurion and Gloucester, the other two ships having been condemned. In August, he abandoned the Gloucester.

Following a refit at Macao, Anson cruised the Philippines for the annual Manila treasure galleon. On June 23, 1743, he took the Spanish ship Nuestra Señora de la Covadonga (36 guns) and cargo valued at £500,000. Anson returned to England via the Cape of Good Hope, arriving in June 1744. Promoted to rear admiral, he refused the promotion when an acting commission he had issued was not confirmed.

Anson then went on half pay until he became lord of the admiralty under a new government in 1745, when both promotions were confirmed. In 1746 Anson was elevated to vice admiral and took command of the Channel Fleet. On May 3, 1747, with 14 ships of the line and his flag in the Prince George (90 guns), he encountered a French fleet of equal size under Admiral Pierre Jacques Taffanel de La Jonquière, escorting a convoy off Cape Finisterre. In the ensuing battle, Anson captured 18 French ships, with £300,000 in specie.

Raised to the peerage as Baron Anson of Soberton, Anson was first lord of the admiralty during 1751–1756 and 1757–1762. Regarded as a highly effective administrator, he sponsored a number of reforms, including the classification of British warships by rates, changes in the articles of war, and the creation of a permanent corps of marines. He was promoted to admiral of the fleet in 1761. Anson died on June 6, 1762, at Moor Park, Hertfordshire.
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Ardant du Picq, Charles Jean Jacques Joseph (1821–1870)

French Army officer and military theorist. Charles Jean Jacques Joseph Ardant du Picq was born at Périgueux on October 19, 1821. He graduated from the French military academy at Saint-Cyr in 1844 as a sublieutenant, having been assigned to the 67th Infantry Regiment. Promoted to captain (August 1852), Ardant du Pique served in the 9th Light Cavalry Battalion during the Crimean War (1853–1856) and was taken prisoner in the storm of the central bastion of Sebastopol in September 1855. Following his release at the end of the war, he saw service in Syria (1860–1861) and Algeria (1864–1866). Promoted to colonel in 1869, Ardant du Picq took command of the 10th Infantry Regiment and, while leading it in battle during the Franco-Prussian War, was mortally wounded by a shell explosion near Gravelotte on August 15, 1870. He died at Metz on August 19.

Ardant du Picq was the author of the one of most original books of military theory of the 19th century, the posthumous Les Études sur le combat antique et moderne (Studies of Ancient and Modern Combat), usually known simply by its English title as “Battle Studies” and published in 1880. Before his death, Ardant du Picq had published only his study of ancient warfare in 1867. The larger work, a military classic, is mostly unknown today. His work stresses the importance of moral and psychological principles in battle, which Napoleon had stressed as being to all others in a ratio of three to one. Ardant du Pique claimed that such factors did not change through history. Regardless of the time in which they live, men in combat are capable of just so much exertion, sacrifice, and effort. Soldiers need inspiration and capable leadership. Ardant du Pique also placed great importance on firepower, insisting that attackers should fire to “the last possible moment,” without which they would not reach their objective. Ardant du Picq’s writing was highly influential in the offensive doctrine (offensive à outrance) championed by Colonel François Loyzeau de Grandmaison and future marshal of France Ferdinand Foch during World War I.
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Arminius (17 BCE–21 CE)

German military leader and national hero. Arminius (the latinized form of Hermann or Armin) was born in Germany in 17 BCE, the son of Segimer, prince of the Cherusci. Arminius served in the Roman Army during 1–6 CE and was awarded Roman citizenship for his services. He returned to Germany to find his people chafing under the rule of Roman governor Publius Quinctilius Varus and took leadership of the revolt of the German tribes against Rome beginning in 6CE in Dalmatia and Pannonia (comprising the Roman province of Illyricum). In 9CE Arminius surprised Varus and three legions in the Teutoburger Wald, utterly destroying them. Very few of the 20,000–30,000 men in the three legions escaped alive, and Varus committed suicide.

This disaster caused Rome to shorten its defensive front and withdraw its legions from the Elbe to the Rhine. Arminius was unable to follow up his victory, however, as there were no plans to conquer the Roman provinces.

In 15 CE Germanicus Caesar led Roman legions against Arminius, in the process taking as prisoner Arminius’s wife, Thusnelda. Following an indecisive battle in the Teutoburger Wald in which Germanicus barely escaped the fate of Varus, Arminius was finally defeated in 16 CE. The campaign had been so costly, however, that Germanicus was recalled, and Rome gave up the idea of a frontier on the Elbe.

The Germans then fell to fighting among themselves. Arminius was successful in warfare against Marbo, king of the Marcomanni, but was murdered in 21 CE. Germans later hailed Arminius as a national hero, celebrating his achievement in song and writing. In 1875 the Germans raised a large monument to him on Grotenburg mountain near Detmold, Klopstock, in the Teutoburger Wald.
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Arnold, Benedict (1741–1801)

American Revolutionary War general, first for the Americans and then for the British. Born in Norwich, Connecticut, on January 14, 1741, Benedict Arnold was both difficult and rebellious as a youth. At age 15 he enlisted in the Connecticut militia and served in the French and Indian War (1754–1763), although he did not see battle. Later he became a pharmacist and a bookseller in New Haven. In 1774 Arnold was elected captain of a Connecticut militia company.

With the beginning of the Revolutionary War, Arnold joined the Patriot cause. Proud, vain, and extremely sensitive to criticism, he was nonetheless an effective planner and a brilliant field leader. Arnold conceived the plan to attack British-held Fort Ticonderoga and secure its cannon to use against the British in the Siege of Boston. Commissioned a militia lieutenant colonel by Massachusetts, Arnold teamed with Ethan Allen, who had the same idea, taking Ticonderoga on May 10, 1775.

In the summer of 1775, various plans were developed for a Patriot invasion of Canada. Arnold submitted his own plan to Continental Army commander General George Washington and secured command of the smaller of two columns sent into Canada. Commissioned a colonel in the Continental Army, Arnold led 1,000 men on an epic march through the Maine wilderness against Quebec, which he narrowly missed seizing and with it all of Canada. Arnold was wounded in the leg in the Battle of Quebec (December 31, 1775). In January 1776 Congress appointed him a brigadier general.

Arnold remained in Canada until the spring of 1776 and the arrival of British reinforcements. He then oversaw the building of and commanded the little fleet of some 15 gondolas and galleys that met the British in one of the most important battles of the war, on Lake Champlain (October 11–13, 1776). Although Arnold’s squadron was destroyed, he had delayed the British advance south down Lake Champlain, preventing an invasion of New York that autumn and perhaps saving the Patriot cause.

Brave and even reckless in battle, Arnold nonetheless made enemies through his lack of tact and his imperious manner. He also failed to understand the workings of state and national politics as they affected the military. When Arnold fell victim to a quota system and was unfairly passed over for appointment as major general, he saw only the work of enemies and a nation’s ingratitude. Congress finally advanced him to major general (May 1777) but did not restore his seniority. Bitter, Arnold temporarily resigned his commission in July. Named by Washington to go north and assist in stopping British lieutenant general John Burgoyne’s invasion of New York, Arnold returned to service.
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Continental Army major general Benedict Arnold was one of the most brilliant field commanders of the American Revolutionary War (1775–1783) but turned traitor. His plan to hand over West Point and General George Washington to the British was discovered, however. He escaped, then fought the remainder of the war as a British army brigadier general. (Library of Congress)



Arnold raised the Siege of Fort Stanwix (Fort Schuyler) at the end of the Mohawk Valley in New York (August 1777), then played a key role in stopping the main British force under Burgoyne. In the First Battle of Saratoga (Freeman’s Farm, September 19), Arnold commanded the American left wing and brought Burgoyne’s advance to a halt. Arnold’s quarrel with American commander Major General Horatio Gates caused the latter to remove him from command. Arnold disobeyed Gates’s order to remain in camp and rallied American forces to help win the Second Battle of Saratoga (Bemis Heights, October 7), where he was again injured in the same leg wounded at Quebec.

Restored to seniority on the major generals’ list by Congress (November 1777), Arnold became military governor of Philadelphia (1778), where he was soon accused of questionable financial dealings. There he also fell in love with Peggy Shippen, a beautiful, ambitious, and disgruntled young lady of Loyalist persuasion. Living beyond their means, they conceived a plan to betray their nation to the British. Arnold was to secure command of West Point and then deliver that fortress, its garrison, and probably Washington himself to the British. Arnold secured the West Point command on August 3, 1780, but a series of accidents led to the plot’s discovery late the next month.

Arnold escaped and accepted a commission as a brigadier general in the British Army. He fought principally in Virginia, where he took Richmond (January 1781) and destroyed much property. He also led a bloody raid on New London, Connecticut, in September. Quite possibly the finest field commander on either side in the war, Arnold never found the fame he sought. Departing for England in December 1781, he soon found himself retired as a colonel on half pay. His several attempts to secure an active British Army commission were unsuccessful. Arnold died in London on June 14, 1801, his name synonymous with the word “traitor.”
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Arnold, Henry Harley (1886–1950)

U.S. Army Air Forces (USAAF) general who led it throughout the war. Born on June 25, 1886, in Gladwyne, Pennsylvania, Henry Harley “Hap” Arnold graduated from the U.S. Military Academy, West Point, in 1907 and was commissioned in the infantry. He transferred into the aeronautical division of the Signal Corps in 1911 and received his pilot’s certificate after training with Orville Wright. In 1912 Arnold set a world altitude record and won the first Mackay Trophy for aviation.

During World War I Arnold served on the army staff in Washington, rising to the rank of colonel and overseeing all aviation training. After the war he reverted to his permanent rank of captain. During the 1920s Arnold held a variety of assignments. He supported Colonel William Mitchell at the latter’s 1925 court-martial, although this was not well received by Arnold’s superiors. Arnold wrote or coauthored five books on aviation, won a second Mackay Trophy, and continued to rise in the U.S. Army Air Corps. He became its assistant chief as a brigadier general in 1935. In 1938 he became chief of the U.S. Army Air Corps as a major general on the death of Major General Oscar Westover in a plane crash.

Arnold proved particularly adept at improving the readiness of his service and expanding its resources even with tight interwar budgets. Promoted to lieutenant general (December 1941), he was designated commanding general of the USAAF in the March 1942 War Department reorganization that raised the air arm to an equal status with the Army Ground Forces and Army Service Forces. Because the British had a chief of air staff, Arnold was included on the British-American Combined Chiefs of Staff as well as the U.S. Joint Chiefs of Staff. Although he was not a major player in their decisions, he was a loyal supporter of U.S. Army chief of staff George C. Marshall, who repaid Arnold after the war by supporting the establishment of an independent U.S. Air Force. Arnold was promoted to full general in March 1943 and became one of four five-star generals of the army (December 1944).

During the war Arnold built an organization that reached a peak of approximately 2.5 million personnel and more than 63,000 aircraft. He was a fine judge of people and selected the best men as his advisers, staff, and field commanders. Arnold also established an emphasis on technological research and development that his service retains today. Although he was not really involved in day-to-day combat operations, his authority to relieve the field commanders who really did run the war gave him leverage to influence their actions. Poor health limited his effectiveness late in the war, especially after a fourth heart attack in January 1945.

Arnold was a proponent of precision bombing doctrine, but his pressure for more raids despite bad weather led to increased use of less accurate radar-directed bombardments in Europe, and his demand for increased efficiency in Japan inspired the fire raids there. His main goal was to make the largest possible contribution to winning the war and to ensure that the USAAF received credit for it through proper publicity.

Although Arnold retired in June 1946, his goal of an independent U.S. air service—the U.S. Air Force—was realized the next year by his successor, General Carl Spaatz. In May 1949 Arnold’s five-star title of rank was changed to designate him the first and thus far only “General of the Air Force.” Arnold truly deserves the title “Father of the United States Air Force.” He died at Sonoma, California, on January 15, 1950.
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Ashurbanipal (ca. 693–627 BCE)

Warrior king of Assyria. Ashurbanipal (Assurbanipal, Sardanapal) was born sometime around 693 BCE. The younger son of King Esarhaddon, Ashurbanipal became crown prince in 672 on the death of his elder brother and then king on his father’s unexpected death while campaigning in Egypt in 669. For whatever reason, Ashurbanipal was unpopular at court and with the priesthood; reportedly the assistance of his mother Queen Naqi’a-Zakutu proved vital in his accession.


ASHURBANIPAL




Ashurbanipal was one of the few ancient rulers who could read and write. Not only an effective military commander, he was much interested in education and the arts. Ashurbanipal was a great bibliophile, a passionate collector of texts and tables who gathered all the cuneiform clay tablets available. His library at Nineveh has been touted as the first systematically collected library in history. Among its holdings was the Epic of Gilgamesh. Most of the tablets discovered from the library are in the British Museum.



As was the case throughout Assyrian history, Ashurbanipal’s reign was marked by near-constant warfare. He first crushed a revolt in Egypt and captured Memphis (668–667 BCE). The first of eight campaigns against Elam began in 667. In 663 Ashurbanipal put down a second revolt in Egypt, sacking the city of Thebes. Around 665 he captured Tyre and secured the submission of other Syrian cities, and in 652 he went to war against his brother Shamash-shum-ukin, who led a coalition against him centered on Babylon. Following a two-year siege, Ashurbanipal retook Babylon (648), and the coalition against him promptly collapsed.

In 647 BCE Ashurbanipal renewed the campaigns against Elam, taking and destroying its capital of Susa (639). Details of the remainder of his rule are sketchy, but there are reports of court intrigues against him involving two sons. Reportedly, Ashurbanipal died in his capital of Nineveh in 627, but it may have been as early as 630. In any case, his death led to a protracted civil war between his two sons that proved catastrophic for Assyria. Ashurbanipal was one of the great rulers of the ancient world.
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Atatürk (1881–1938)

Turkish general and statesman, regarded as the father of modern Turkey. Mustafa Rizi, the son of a customs official, was born in Salonika (Thessaloníki) on March 12, 1881, and began military schooling at age 12. He proved so adept at mathematics that he earned the nickname “Kemal,” meaning “The Perfect One.” The young man liked the name and made it part of his own, preferring to be known as Mustafa Kemal and later Kemal Atatürk.

Commissioned a lieutenant in 1902, Kemal served ably in a number of staff posts and combat commands. During the turbulent years before the outbreak of World War I, he became active in the emerging reformist Young Turk movement. In 1909 he took part in the march on Constantinople to depose Sultan Abdul-Hamid II but soon after turned his attention to military matters. Kemal saw action as a major during the Italo-Turkish War (1911–1912), when the Italians invaded and seized Libya. A year later as a lieutenant colonel, he was chief of staff of a division based at Gallipoli during the Balkan Wars (1912–1913).

Kemal was overshadowed during this period by the rise of Enver Pasha, a dashing politically minded officer who was the leader of the reformist Young Turks and a remarkably inept general. Kemal and Enver disagreed violently about the encouragement of German influence in the government and armed forces. Unlike his rival, Kemal believed that the Ottoman Empire should remain neutral in World War I, doubted the chances of the Central Powers, and resented Enver’s invitation to Berlin to send a military mission not only to advise but actually to command Ottoman forces.

Following a period of exile as military attaché in Sofia, Bulgaria, Kemal was recalled and appointed to command, with the rank of colonel, the 19th Division at Rodosto on the Gallipoli Peninsula. Although in charge only of the area reserves and subordinated to German General der Kavallerie (U.S. equiv. lieutenant general) Otto Liman von Sanders, Kemal established his military reputation during the Allied amphibious landings of April 1915. He immediately committed his troops and led a series of fierce counterattacks that pinned the invaders on the landing beaches.
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Ottoman and Turkish general and statesman Mustafa Kemal played a leading role in the defeat of Allied forces in the 1915 Gallipoli Campaign and in the expulsion of the Greek Army from Anatolia after World War I. The founder of the Republic of Turkey and given the surname Atatürk (meaning “Father of the Turks”), he served as its first president from 1923 to 1938 and instituted a campaign to westernize and modernize his country. (Library of Congress)



When the Allies tried another landing at Suvla Bay (August 1915), Kemal received command of that area as well. By early 1916 when the Allies had evacuated their forces, he was hailed as the “Savior of Constantinople.” Subsequently promoted to general, Kemal took command of XVI Corps and continued his success against the Allies in defending Anatolia in March 1916. He was the only Ottoman general to win victories against the Russians.

Kemal’s accomplishments as well as his chafing at being subordinate to the Germans so threatened and angered Enver Pasha that he later relieved Kemal of command in 1917, placing him on sick leave. A year later with the German-Ottoman alliance facing defeat by the Allies, Enver recalled Kemal to command the Seventh Army in Palestine. Outnumbered by Lieutenant General Sir Edmund H.H. Allenby’s better-equipped British forces, Kemal extricated the bulk of his command and withdraw first to Aleppo and then to the Anatolian frontier, an orderly retreat that nonetheless saved his army.

With the Allied victory and collapse of the Ottoman Empire, Kemal used his assignment as inspector general of the armies in eastern and northeastern Anatolia to strengthen those elements working for a free and independent Turkish nation. On May 19, 1919, ignoring the sultan’s attempt to remove him, Kemal issued orders that all Turks fight for independence. In April 1920 he established a provisional government in Ankara. Kemal became president of the National Assembly in Ankara and directed Turkish forces against Greek forces in eastern Anatolia during 1921–1922. In the Battle of Sakkaria (August 24–September 16, 1921), he halted the Greek drive on Ankara. He then went on the offensive, taking Smyrna in bitter fighting that culminated in the burning and sacking of the Greek section of the city (September 9–23, 1922).

With the external threat ended, Kemal advanced on Istanbul. The Allied powers agreed to withdraw their troops there, and Kemal ended the sultanate on November 1, 1922. The Treaty of Lausanne (July 24, 1923) granted almost all the concessions that Turkey demanded, and Kemal proclaimed the Republic of Turkey (October 29, 1923), with himself as president.

Kemal then set about implementing widespread reforms that limited the influence of Islam and introduced Western laws, dress, and administrative functions. Although an autocrat, Kemal, who took the title Atatürk in 1934, encouraged cooperation between the civil and military branches and based his rule on the concept of equality of all before the law. His achievements in every field of national life were extraordinary, and virtually single-handedly he inspired Turkey to take its place among the modern nations of the world. Atatürk died in Istanbul on November 10, 1938.
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Attila (ca. 406–453)

Last and most powerful king of the Huns. Perhaps born in 406 in Pannonia (western Hungary), Attila was the son of King Mundiuch of the Huns. In 418 Attila was sent as a child hostage to the court of Emperor Honorius. Attila and his brother Bleda ruled jointly from the late 430s, but in 445 Attila murdered Bleda and assumed sole rule. Attila is said to have been moody and simple in his tastes, but he was also anxious to assert his power and apparently enjoyed warfare, in which he had some success. Christians remembered him chiefly for his cruelty and knew him as “the scourge of God.”

Attila ruled over a conglomeration of peoples in Central Europe, most of them Germanic in origin and mostly north of the Danube River. His empire was then the largest in Europe. It extended from the Baltic in the north almost to the Rhine in the west and to the Black Sea in the east.

In the past, Hun kings had been willing to accept subsidies from the Romans and provide mercenaries for their armies, but Attila demanded heavier sums of tribute from Byzantine emperor Theodosius II and periodically invaded to enforce his demands. The annual tribute finally reached 2,100 pounds of gold. In 441 and again in 443, Attila invaded the Balkan provinces of the Eastern (Byzantine) Empire. In 447 he moved against Constantinople itself. The walls had fallen into disrepair but were strengthened just in time, whereupon Attila invaded Greece, only to be stopped at Thermopylae. His chief aim in his campaigning seems to have been to secure booty and tribute.

Subsequently, Attila shifted his attention to the Western Roman Empire. Around 449, Princess Justa Grata Honoria, sister of western emperor Valentinian III, seeking to escape a forced betrothal, reportedly sent a ring to Attila and appealed for his assistance, possibly even offering her hand in marriage. In any case, Attila chose to interpret her appeal as such. Attila sent emissaries to Valentinian to secure Honoria, at the same time demanding that the emperor hand over half of his empire. When Valentinian rejected these demands, Attila prepared for war.

In 451 Attila crossed the Rhine and invaded Gaul. The great Roman general Aetius put together a coalition of Romans, Franks, and Visigoths and defeated the larger Hun force under Attila in two battles, at Orléans and at Châlons, quite possibly saving Western civilization. Attila then withdrew back across the Rhine. In 452 he invaded northern Italy across the Alps, again to claim Honoria, and captured Milan. Valentinian fled from Ravenna to Rome. Attila halted his march south at the Po, allegedly agreeing to withdraw following entreaties from an emissary of Pope Leo I. But disease and starvation were probably the deciding factors. Speculation swirls around Attila’s death, which occurred on his wedding night in 453, probably in Jazberin. On his death, the Hun Empire soon broke up. Attila’s lands were divided among his two sons, but the subject peoples rebelled, and the empire soon split into small parts.
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Augustus, Gaius Julius Caesar Octavianus (63 BCE–14 CE)

First Roman emperor. Born into a wealthy but undistinguished Roman family on September 23, 63 BCE, Gaius Octavius, known in early life as Octavian or Octavianus, was a nephew of Julius Caesar. Octavian accompanied his uncle on his campaign in Spain in 46. Named by Caesar as his heir and adopted son in 44, Octavian took the name of Gaius Julius Caesar. Following Caesar’s assassination in Rome (March 15, 44), Octavian was in great danger, as Caesar’s immediate successor Mark Antony regarded him with suspicion.

Cold, calculating, and extremely ambitious, Octavian raised an army from among Caesar’s legionaries (44 BCE), emphasizing that he was Caesar’s rightful heir. Octavian temporarily allied himself with Marcus Junius Brutus, one of the leaders of his uncle’s assassination, against Antony. Octavian took the field in November 44, campaigning in Cisalpine Gaul. Antony meanwhile moved to Gaul to defeat Brutus. Octavian, joined by two new consuls, defeated Antony at Mutina (Modena) in 43. Returning to Rome in August, Octavian forced the Senate to declare him consul and Caesar’s rightful heir and to outlaw Caesar’s assassins.

In November 44 BCE Octavian joined with Antony and Aemilius Lepidus, both of whom had commanded under his uncle. Ostensibly this Second Triumvirate was organized to avenge Caesar’s death, but it actually involved a division of the Roman state among the three men. Several thousand prominent Romans, including senators, were now deprived of their property, and many of them were slain.

Antony and Octavian then invaded Greece to do battle with Caesar’s assassins Brutus and Longinus Gaius Cassius. Antony and Octavian were victorious over their enemies in the First and Second Battles of Philippi (October 26 and November 26, 42). Octavian then returned to Italy and put down a revolt by Antony’s brother, Lucius Antonius, at Persua in 41, managing to avoid an open break with Antony. Octavian then campaigned successfully against Sextus Pompeius and pacified Dalmatia, Illyria (Yugoslavia), and Pannonia (western Hungary) in 34. Not wielding the same power as the other two triumvirs, Aemilius Lepidus was obliged to retire in 36.
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A highly effective military commander and Rome’s first emperor during 27 BCE–14 CE, Augustus oversaw the final demise of the Roman Republic and institution of the system of rule known as the Principate, the first phase of the Roman Empire. It was a particularly delicate balancing act that depended as much on Augustus’ own political genius and magnetic personality as it did on his raw power. (De Agostini/Getty Images)



Octavian quarreled with Antony over the latter’s treatment of his sister Octavia (who had married Antony in 40 BCE) and his marriage to Cleopatra. In 33 Octavian turned the people of Rome against Antony, raising a large army and fleet and crossing to Greece. Octavian defeated Antony and Cleopatra in the Battle of Actium (September 2, 31 BCE), then pursued them to Egypt, where Antony committed suicide. Cleopatra, unable to charm Octavian as she had his adoptive father and Antony, also committed suicide. Octavian then added Egypt to the empire.

On his return to Rome, Octavian proclaimed that the republic had been restored. Although he referred to himself only as princeps (first citizen), he controlled the state, ruling by means of his control of the army. In 27 BCE the Roman Senate conferred on Octavian the title Augustus (“the exalted”). To the army, however, Caesar Augustus was known as imperator, the title given by soldiers to their commander, and it is from this term that the word “emperor” is derived.

As emperor, Augustus reformed the army, reducing it to some 150,000 men in 27 legions along the frontier and an approximate same number of auxiliaries. Following the conclusion of a favorable treaty with the Parthian Empire (present-day Iran and Iraq) in 20 BCE, Augustus sent a large number of troops to conquer Germany. After some initial successes, the Germans destroyed three Roman legions in the Battle of Teutoberg Forest (Teutoberger Wald, 9 CE).

In sharp contrast to his rise to power, Octavian’s rule was benign so long as his power was not threatened. An astute and effective administrator, he maintained a facade of democratic institutions and instituted important reforms. He also carried out substantial building projects, boasting that he had found Rome a city of brick and left it a city of marble. His rule marked the end of the tumultuous Roman civil wars and the beginning of a long period of peace, known as the Pax Romana. Augustus died in Rome on August 19, 14 CE. He was succeeded by his stepson Tiberius.
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Babur, Zahir ud-din Muhammad (1483–1530)

Conqueror of northern India and founder of the Mughal Empire. Born in Andijan in the Fergana Valley in present-day Uzbekistan on February 14, 1483, Zahir ud-din Muhammad Babur was reportedly descended from both Tamerlane and Genghis Khan. Babur became ruler of the khanate of Fergana at age 12 on the death of his father in 1495. Babur inherited the continuing struggle for control of Transoxiana (Bukhara and Samarkand) and managed to defeat efforts by his uncles to dislodge him from his position. Despite his youth, he enjoyed initial military success. Said to be inordinately strong physically, Babur twice captured Samarkand (1497 and 1501).

In 1501, however, Babur was defeated by Muhammad Shaybani, khan of the Uzbeks, in the Battle of Sar-i-pul (April–May 1501), again losing Samarkand. Driven from Fergana by Shaybani, Babur eventually settled in Kabul in 1504 and began a campaign to regain his lost territory. By 1512, with it clear that he could not reestablish his position in Central Asia, Babur turned his attention to India and the rich territory of the Delhi sultanate, which Babur believed he was entitled to rule as a descendant of Tamerlane.

During 1515–1523 Babur launched a series of raids into the Punjab, capturing Kandahar in 1522. In 1524 he invaded Lahore only to be driven out by forces under the governor, Daulat Khan Lodi. Undeterred, Babur again invaded Lahore the next year, this time with 10,000 men, to face an army of 30,000 men under Ibrahim Lodi, sultan of Delhi and Daulat Khan’s uncle. Establishing a strong defensive position, in the Battle of Panipat (April 20, 1526) Babur turned back the attackers and then launched his cavalry. The Indians fled, leaving 15,000 dead on the field. Lodi was among those killed. Babur then occupied Delhi (April 27) and established the Mughal Empire.

In 1527, Babur fought the Rajputs. In the Battle of Khanua (March 16, 1527) with only 20,000 men, he defeated a Rajput army under Rana Sanga said to number 100,000. In 1529 Babur invaded Bihar and then Bengal. In the Battle of Gogra (May 1529), he met and defeated an Afghan invasion.

Babur’s victories were brought to an end only by his death at Agra on December 26, 1320. His conquests laid the basis for the Mughal Empire in India, which was greatly expanded by his grandson Akbar. Babur also greatly expanded the influence of Persian culture in the Indian subcontinent. His memoirs, known as the Baburnama, written by Babur himself, are considered the first true autobiography in Islamic literature. A military commander of great ability, Babur demonstrated considerable tactical acumen in his repeated defeat of armies far larger than his own.
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Badoglio, Pietro (1871–1956)

World War II Italian Army marshal. Born in Grazzano Monferrato (renamed Grazzano Badoglio), Italy, on September 28, 1871, Pietro Badoglio entered the Italian military in 1890 as an artillery officer and participated in the campaigns in Abyssinia in 1896–1897 and Tripolitania (Libya) in 1911–1912. A captain at the beginning of World War I, he rose to lieutenant general in August 1917 and command of XXVII Corps in the Battle of Caporetto (October–November 1917). His deployment and poor handling of his corps opened a gap in the Italian lines and facilitated the Austro-German advance. Some information on this was suppressed, and Badoglio’s career did not suffer. Indeed, he became deputy to chief of staff of the Italian Army General Armando Diaz.

From November 1919 to February 1921, Badoglio was army chief of staff. Benito Mussolini came to power in Italy in 1922, and the antifascist Badoglio was ambassador to Brazil during 1924–1925. Reconciling to the regime, he returned to Italy in May 1925 as chief of the General Staff and was promoted to field marshal in June 1926.

During 1928–1933, Badoglio was governor of Italian North Africa and oversaw the suppression of the Senussi Rebellion. In November 1935 he assumed command of Italian forces in Ethiopia, completing the conquest of that country and being rewarded with the title “Duke of Addis Ababa” and the post of viceroy there in May 1936. In November 1939 Badoglio was again chief of staff of the Italian Army until forced to resign on December 4, 1940, with the failure of Italian forces in Greece.

Following Mussolini’s arrest in July 1943, King Victor Emanuel III selected Badoglio as head of the Italian government and commander of the armed forces. Badoglio then dissolved the Fascist Party and many of its institutions, released political prisoners, and failed to enforce anti-Semitic legislation. He also helped engineer Italy’s change from the Axis to the Allied side as a cobelligerent, carried out secretly on September 3, 1943. When the German Army took over much of Italy, Badoglio, the king, and other members of the government fled Rome to Brindisi, where they set up a government in cooperation with the Allies. On September 29, 1943, Badoglio formally surrendered Italy, and on October 13, 1943, Italy declared war on Germany. Following the liberation of Rome, Badoglio stepped down on June 4, 1944. He died at his family home in Grazzano Badoglio on November 1, 1956. An effective field commander, Badoglio is best known for his effective leadership of the Italian government during 1943–1944.
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Bagration, Peter Ivanovich (1765–1812)

Russian general, best known for his service during the French Revolution and the Napoleonic Wars. Born in 1765 into a noble family in Georgia, Peter Ivanovich Bagration joined the Russian Army in 1782. He subsequently fought in some 20 campaigns and 150 battles.

Bagration first saw action in the Caucasus against the Turks in the Russo-Turkish War (1787–1792). He then campaigned in Poland under Marshal Aleksandr Suvorov, where Bagration’s role in the Siege of Warsaw in 1794 brought his elevation to general. He first gained international renown for his role in the French Revolutionary Wars in campaigning in Italy and Switzerland, again under Suvorov, specifically for his capture of Brescia (April 21, 1799) and his role in the Battle of Trebbia (June 17–19). During Marshal Mikhail Kutuzov’s retreat before Napoleon Bonaparte in 1805, Bagration distinguished himself at Hollabrunn (November 16), and his 6,000-man rear guard held off 30,000 French cavalry under Marshal Joachim Murat. In the Battle of Austerlitz (December 2, 1805), Bagration’s men held on the Allied right against French troops under Marshal Jean Lannes. Bagration again commanded the Russian rear guard in the Russian retreat after the battle. He participated in the hard-fought battles at Eylau (February 8, 1807) and Heilsberg (June 10), and at Friedland (June 14, 1807) he again distinguished himself.

Following the Peace of Tilsit (July 7, 1807) that restored peace between Russia and France, in 1808 Bagratian marched a Russian army across the frozen Gulf of Finland to capture the Åland Islands from Sweden. In 1809 he again fought against the Turks with success, this time in Moldavia.

During Napoleon’s invasion of Russia in 1812, Bagration commanded the Russian Second Army of the West. Following Prince Mikhail Barclay de Tolly’s withdrawal from Smolensk after the French victory there (August 16–18), Bagration accused his superior of treason (on his deathbed, Bagration acknowledged that Barclay had indeed done the right thing). In the Battle of Borodino (September 7, 1812), Bagration commanded the Russian center and left. Bagration was mortally wounded in the battle by a French musket ball that shattered his left shin.
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Russian general Prince Peter Bagration (1765–1812) fought in Poland and against the Turks, but he is best known for his actions in the Wars of the French Revolution and Napoleon. He was mortally wounded in the Battle of Borodino on September 7, 1812. (George Dawe [1781–1829]/Hermitage, St. Petersburg, Russia)



Bagratian died at Simy, east of Moscow, on September 24, 1812. Certainly one of the very best Russian generals of the period, he inspired his men by his personal bravery in battle and generosity to them, but his fiery temperament made him a difficult subordinate and impetuous. As a highly effective leader of rearguard actions, Bagratian has often been compared to French marshal Michel Ney. The great Soviet World War II Belorussian offensive of 1944 that resulted in the destruction of the German Army Group Center was named for Bagration.
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Bai Chongxi (1893–1966)

Guomindang (GMD, Kouomintang, Nationalist) Chinese general. Born in Guilin (Kweilin), Guangxi (Kwangsi) Province, on March 18, 1893, Bai Chongxi (Pai Ch’ung-hsi) was a Muslim of Hui ethnicity. He entered the Guangxi military cadre training school in Guilin but on his parents’ request withdrew for a time to study at the Guangxi Schools of Law and Political Science. When the Xinhai Revolution began in 1911, Bai fought in the Students Dare to Die Corps.

In 1914 Bai graduated from the Second Military Preparatory School at Wuchang. Following precadet training, he entered the third class of the Baoding (Paoting) Military Academy in June 1915. Upon graduation in 1916, he returned to Guangxi and served in his native provincial forces. In 1924 Bai cooperated with fellow Guangxi officers Li Zongren (Li Tsung-jen) and Guang Shaohong to create the Guangxi Pacification Army and gain control of Guangxi.

Bai supported the GMD, joining it in 1925 and taking part in the Northern Expedition of Jiang Jieshi (Chiang Kai-shek) between 1926 and 1928 while at the same time maintaining his power base in Guangxi. Bai was chief of staff of the GMD army during the expedition and was credited with using speed and maneuver to surprise and defeat larger warlord forces. He also commanded the forces that took Hangzhou and Shanghai in 1927. Bai took part in the purge of communist forces and other leftist elements in Shanghai. He also commanded the advance GMD elements that captured Beijing in June 1928.

In 1929, Bai, Li, and Guang, known as the Guangxi Clique, rebelled against Jiang for having concentrated too much power in his own hands. Although Bai waged a brilliant campaign, the resulting struggle ended in stalemate, as national unity seemed more important with the threat posed by the Japanese following the September 1931 Mukden (Shenyang) Incident. Bai also played a key role in the reconstruction of Guangxi, which boasted a progressive administration. In late 1931 Bai and Li rejoined the GMD, working to create a reformist provincial government and resolving their differences with Jiang. In mid-1936 their forces were reorganized as the GMD government’s Fifth Route Army, with Bai as deputy commander.

In the 1937–1945 Sino-Japanese War, Bai was both deputy chief of staff of the Military Affairs Commission and a member of the National Aeronautical Council, responsible for devising military strategy for the Nanjing (Nanking)–Shanghai area in Jiangsu (Kiangsu) Province. Given the heavy losses sustained by GMD forces during October and November 1937, Bai opposed the stand at Nanjing and argued for keeping Chinese forces intact. Jiang accepted Bai’s strategy, known as “trading space for time,” and moved the GMD government to Chongqing (Chungking), Sichuan (Szechwan) Province.

In Chongqing, Bai continued to participate in strategic planning that led to the first Chinese victory in the Tai’erzhuang (T’ai-erh-chuang) Campaign of March–April 1938 in Jiangsu. That July, Bai commanded the Fifth War Zone, covering Shandong (Shantung) and part of Jiangsu north of the Changjiang (Yangtze) River. In December, Bai personally commanded Chinese forces that were to halt the Japanese drive on Guangxi. Failing to accomplish that, he was recalled in January 1939.

Bai remained in Chongqing until the end of the war as deputy joint chief of staff, director of the Military Training Board, and chairman of the Military Inspection Commission. Despite his growing opposition to the Chinese communists, he strongly supported the protracted war strategy developed by Mao Zedong (Mao Tse-tung) in 1940 to fight the Japanese. Bai’s Quangxi soldiers were regarded as some of the most effective Chinese troops in the war against Japan. Jihad against the Japanese was declared a religious duty for Chinese Muslims.

During the 1946–1949 Chinese Civil War, Bai, first as defense minister and then as director of the Strategic Advisory Commission, grew frustrated by Jiang’s refusal to yield any authority and by his military policy. Bai resigned in 1948. He returned later that year to command an army group of four armies in central China but again disagreed with Jiang’s military policies that led to the disastrous defeat of the GMD. Bai joined other Chinese leaders in demanding that Jiang step down in order to allow a peace agreement with the communists. At the end of 1949 Bai fled to Taiwan (then known as Formosa), where he became vice chairman of the Strategic Advisory Committee and a member of the Central Executive Committee of the GMD until his death in Taipei on December 2, 1966. Bai was one of the finest generals on either side during the Chinese Civil War and was also a highly effective military strategist whose excellent advice was often ignored.
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Bajan (?–609)

Ruler of the Avars who waged a long struggle against the Byzantine Empire. The date and location of the birth of Bajan (Bayan, Baian) are unknown, but in 558 he was elected khagan (chagan, or great ruler) of the Avars, a Central Asian confederation of nomadic tribes related to the Huns. Driven west by the Turks, the Avars settled in the lower Danube Valley. Bajan occupied Attila’s former residence and largely adopted his methods. Bajan concluded a treaty with Byzantine emperor Justinian I whereby the Avars agreed to help defend the northern Byzantine frontier in return for an annual tribute. During 558–563, Bajan expanded Avar control over the Carpathian Basin (Pannonian Plain), assimilating the Gepids living there. He then conducted a number of raids west against the Franks.

When Byzantine emperor Justinian II halted payment of tribute, Bajan led an Avar army south into present-day northern Serbia. In 570 Bajan defeated a Byzantine army sent against him and secured resumption of and an increase in tribute for the return of the captured territory. Emperor Tiberius II appealed to Bajan for assistance when Slavs crossed the Danube and invaded Illyria, Byzantine forces then being engaged against Persia in 581. Bajan insisted on the cession of Sirmium to the Avars in 582.

When Maurice became Byzantine emperor late in 582 and refused Bajan’s demands for increased tribute, the Avars occupied Singidunum (Belgrade) and other places. In 584 the Avars advanced as far south as Adrianople in Thrace before being defeated there by a Byzantine army and forced to withdraw in 587. On his defeat of the Persians in 590, Maurice was able to concentrate on the Balkans, concluding an alliance with the Franks against Bajan and the Avars. Bajan took the field, defeating Byzantine forces sent against him and driving nearly to Constantinople, where a truce was concluded in 594. Fighting resumed the next year, with Byzantine forces recapturing Sirmium and Singidunum and other places along the Danube while Bajan and the Avars ravaged Dalmatia.

In 597 Bajun campaigned in present-day Romania, defeating a Byzantine army there and forcing Maurice to sign a peace treaty in 599. Bajan ignored the treaty regarding Dalmatia, and Maurice then put together a large force against him. In a series of battles near Singidunum, the Byzantine army defeated the Avars, making the Danube River the Byzantine frontier.

Bajun then retired to his own domains. He did not again make war on the Byzantines and died in 609. The kingdom he had created lasted for two centuries until it was destroyed by Charlemagne at the end of the eighth century.
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Balck, Hermann (1893–1982)

German Army general who commanded the Sixth Army at the end of World War II. Born in Danzig-Langfuhr, Prussia, on December 7, 1893, Hermann Balck was the son of William Balck, a World War I division commander and one of Germany’s most noted writers on tactics. Hermann Balck entered Hanover Military College in February 1915. During World War I, he served as a mountain infantry officer on the Western and Eastern Fronts as well as on the Italian and Balkan fronts, rising to command a company. He was wounded seven times and was recommended for but did not received the Pour le Mérite award.

Balck remained in the postwar Reichswehr, transferring to the cavalry and becoming an early exponent of mechanization. He twice refused opportunities to be trained as a General Staff officer. Nonetheless, during the 1939 invasion of Poland, he served in Lieutenant General Heinz Guderian’s Inspectorate of Mobile Troops, where he was responsible for managing the reconstitution of the German panzer divisions. In late 1939, Balck assumed command as a lieutenant colonel of the 1st Rifle Regiment in the 1st Panzer Division of Guderian’s XIX Panzer Corps. On May 13, 1940, Balck’s regiment crossed the Meuse River and spearheaded Guderian’s breakthrough at Sedan.

After the defeat of France, German tanks and infantry were task-organized into combined-arms battle groups (Kampfgruppe), largely on Balck’s recommendation. This change was a major development in the evolution of combined-arms warfare doctrine. Until then, infantry and armored regiments of a panzer division were committed separately.

Promoted to colonel, Balck served in the April 1941 Greek Campaign as commander of the 3rd Panzer Regiment. After the Germans broke through the Metaxis Line, he commanded the panzer battle group that outflanked the British at Mount Olympus. In November 1941 Balck became inspector of mobile troops, the position that Guderian had held in 1938. During Operation TAIFUN, the abortive drive on Moscow, Balck was responsible for managing tank replacements for the panzer divisions.

In May 1942, Balck became the commander of the 11th Panzer Division in the Soviet Union. Promoted to Generalmajor (U.S. equiv. brigadier general) that October, he often commanded from the front, and his principal tactical axiom was “night marches are lifesavers.” In December 1942 during the Soviet offensive along the Chir River north of Stalingrad, the 11th Panzer Division crushed a Soviet assault with a series of stunning counterattacks. With Balck issuing only verbal orders over the radio, his division counterattacked in three different directions over a period of four days, destroying a Soviet tank corps and defeating the Fifth Shock Army in the process. The Chir River was perhaps the most brilliantly fought division-level battle of World War II.

Promoted to Generalleutnant (U.S. equiv. major general) in January 1943, Balck briefly commanded the XIV Panzer Corps at Salerno in 1943, where he was injured in an airplane crash. He was made General der Panzertruppen (U.S. equiv. lieutenant general) in November 1943 and returned to duty as commander of the XLVIII Panzer Corps, heading it during the fierce battles at Kiev, Radomyshl, and Tarnopol in 1944. During those battles, his corps destroyed three Soviet armies. Balck’s chief of staff in the XLVIII Panzer Corps was Colonel Friedrich Wilhelm von Mellenthin, who would remain with him for most of the rest of the war. In August 1944, Balck and Mellenthin took over the Fourth Panzer Army. Counterattacking near Baranov, they halted the Soviet offensive in the great bend of the Vistula. For that action, Balck became the 19th recipient (out of only 27 recipients) of the Knight’s Cross with Oak Leaves, Swords, and Diamonds.

In September 1944, Balck assumed command of Army Group G on the Western Front. His mission was to stop Lieutenant General George S. Patton’s Third Army and prevent him from interfering in the Ardennes Offensive, planned for that December. Late in December, however, Balck was relieved of his command, the victim of political intrigues by Schutzstaffel (SS) chief Heinrich Himmler and Adolf Hitler’s periodic witch hunts. Thanks to the intervention of Guderian, Balck was reassigned as commander of the reconstituted German Sixth Army, which also had operational control of two Hungarian armies. When the war ended, Balck kept his troops out of Soviet hands by surrendering them to the U.S. XX Corps in Austria.

Balck remained in captivity until 1947. Throughout that period, he declined to participate in the U.S. Army Historical Division’s series of interviews and monographs. That decision may partially account for Balck’s relative obscurity today. Mellenthin in his widely regarded 1956 book Panzer Battles rejected the portrayal of Balck in the Lorraine Campaign and called him Germany’s finest field commander. Balck died in Erbenbach-Rockenau, Germany, on November 29, 1982.
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Baldwin, Frank Dwight (1842–1923)

U.S. Army officer. Frank Dwight Baldwin was born near Manchester, Michigan, on June 26, 1842. He began his military career in 1861, serving briefly as a second lieutenant in the Michigan Horse Guards. In September 1862 he was commissioned a first lieutenant in the 19th Michigan Infantry and served with that unit throughout the American Civil War. Baldwin was taken prisoner in Tennessee during the Battle of Thompson’s Station (March 5, 1863).

Exchanged, Baldwin commanded a company of the 19th Michigan during the 1864 Atlanta Campaign. For his role in the Battle of Peachtree Creek (July 12, 1864) in Georgia, he was nominated for the Medal of Honor for leading his company in a counterattack against heavy fire, during which he single-handedly penetrated the Confederate position, took two Confederate officers prisoner, and captured the colors of a Georgia regiment. He did not receive the Medal of Honor until December 3, 1891.

Mustered out of federal service as a captain in June 1865, Baldwin received a regular army commission as a second lieutenant in the 19th Infantry in February 1866. Seven months later he transferred to the 37th Infantry and spent the next three years with that unit on the Kansas frontier. In 1869 Baldwin was assigned to the 5th Infantry, then commanded by Colonel Nelson A. Miles.

Baldwin served as Miles’s chief of scouts during the Red River War in the Texas Panhandle (1874–1875). Baldwin was nominated for a brevet promotion to captain for his actions during a battle on the Salt Fork of the Red River (August 30, 1874). Two months later at McClellan’s Creek, Texas, he led two companies of the 5th Infantry in a surprise attack against a vastly larger Cheyenne force to rescue two settler girls who had been captured several months earlier when the rest of their family had been killed by Cheyennes. Baldwin was again nominated for a brevet promotion, and on November 27, 1894, he received his second Medal of Honor for that action.

Following the Battle of the Little Bighorn (June 25–26, 1876), the 5th Infantry was transferred to Montana, and Baldwin commanded a force that dispersed Sitting Bull’s camp on the Redwater River (December 18, 1876). Baldwin then led 5th Infantry troops in an attack against forces under Crazy Horse at Wolf Mountain (January 8, 1877). Baldwin received brevet promotion nominations for each of those actions. Later that year, he participated in the Lame Deer expedition and the campaign against Chief Joseph’s Nez Percés. Promoted to captain in 1879, Baldwin was advanced to major in 1898.

Baldwin continued on the western frontier in various capacities. Between October 1894 and May 1898, he was the resident agent at the Anadarko Agency in Indian Territory, today’s state of Oklahoma. Promoted to lieutenant colonel in December 1899, Baldwin was assigned to the 4th Infantry, stationed at Cavite on the island of Luzon in the Philippines. In July 1901 he was promoted to colonel and assumed command of the 27th Infantry. On Mindanao on May 2, 1902, Baldwin’s troops defeated a large Moro force at Bayan during the Philippine-American War.

Baldwin was promoted to brigadier general on June 9, 1902. The following February, he was appointed to commander of the Department of the Colorado. Baldwin retired from the army in 1906 shortly after being promoted to major general. During World War I, he served as the adjutant general of Colorado. Baldwin died in Denver on April 22, 1923. One of the most decorated officers of the 19th century, Baldwin was the first American soldier to earn the Medal of Honor in two different wars.
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Banér, Johan (1596–1641)

Swedish field marshal. Johan Banér was born in Djursholm Castle, Sweden, on July 3, 1596. His father and uncle were both beheaded in 1600 on a charge of treason against the Crown. Despite the fact that Gustavus Adolphus’s father had ordered Banér’s father executed, Banér developed a close friendship with King Gustavus Adolphus when the latter reinstated the Banér family following his accession to the throne in 1611. Banér entered the Swedish Army in 1615 and fought in the Swedish Siege of Pskov that same year during the Russo-Swedish War of 1613–1617. He then participated in the Polish-Swedish War of 1617–1629. Banér was promoted to cornet in 1617, to captain lieutenant in 1620, and to colonel in 1622. During 1625–1626 he commanded the fortress of Riga, and he then took part in a number of battles against the Poles. During 1629–1630 he was governor of Memel (Klaipéda).

In 1630 when Gustavus Adolphus entered the Thirty Years’ War (1618–1648) in Germany as the Protestant champion and to secure territory and influence for Sweden, Banér was a general and one of his chief lieutenants. In the Battle of Breitenfeld (September 17), Banér commanded the right-wing Swedish cavalry. Shortly thereafter he became Gustavus’s chief of staff. Banér took part in the capture of Augsburg and of Munich and distinguished himself in the Battles of the Lech (April 15–16, 1632). He was wounded in the unsuccessful Swedish assault on General Wallenstein’s camp at Alte Veste (September 3–4). When Gustavus moved on Lützen, he left Banér in command of Swedish forces in western Germany, where Banér opposed the imperial general Johan von Aldringen.

Banér was promoted to field marshal in February 1634. Acting in concert with a Saxon army, he invaded Bohemia and moved against Prague but was halted by the complete defeat of Bernhard of Saxe-Weimar and Field Marshal Gustav Horn in the Battle of Nördlingen (September 6, 1634). The ensuing Peace of Prague (May 30, 1635) placed Sweden in a dangerous position. In early 1635 Banér took command of all Swedish forces and won a victory in the Battle of Wittstock (October 4, 1636), restoring Swedish fortunes in central Germany. Swedish forces were decidedly inferior in numbers to those of their opponents, and Banér, after rescuing the garrison of Torgau, was forced to withdraw across the Oder River into Pomerania in late 1638.

In 1639 Banér’s reorganized Swedish forces again overran northern Germany, defeating the Saxons at Chemnitz (April 14, 1639) and even invading Bohemia and threatening Prague. Then, in a daring and highly unusual winter campaign in 1640–1641, Banér joined with French forces commanded by the Comte de Guébriant and attacked Regensburg, seat of the Holy Roman Empire, but was unable to capture the city. Harassed by imperial forces, Banér then withdrew to Halberstadt, where he died on May 20, 1641, probably from pneumonia contracted during the retreat. A bold general and a thorough disciplinarian who was nonetheless well respected by his men, Banér was a worthy chief of staff to Gustavus Adolphus.

Spencer C. Tucker

Further Reading

Parker, Geoffrey. The Thirty Years’ War. New York: Military Heritage Press, 1987.

Steckzén, Birger. Johan Banér. Stockholm: H. Gerber, 1939.

Barbarossa (ca. 1483–1546)

Greco-Turkish pirate and admiral. Born in Greece around 1483, Khair ed-Din (Khizr ed-Din), better known as Barbarossa for his fiery red beard, followed his four older brothers into a livelihood of piracy, becoming involved in the struggle for control of the coast of the Maghrib (Northwest Africa). Barbarossa and one of his brothers captured a number of towns along the Algerian coast. Accepting the suzerainty of Turkish sultan Selim I in return for material assistance in 1517, Barbarossa captured Algiers in 1519 and set it up as his naval base. There he built up his naval force and employed larger galleys to raid Malta in 1532.

In 1533 Sultan Suleiman II the Magnificent awarded Barbarossa the title of kapitan pasha (admiral). Later that same year, Barbarossa took Koroni and Patras in Greece from Venice. In 1534 he captured Tunis, although Charles V retook it the next year. In 1537 Barbarossa attacked the southeastern coast of Italy and then assisted in Suleiman’s Siege of Corfu until forced to retire by a fleet under Genoese admiral Andrea Doria. During 1537–1538 Barbarossa captured several Venetian fortresses on the Greek mainland as well as a number of Greek islands.
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Known as Barbarossa for his fiery red beard, Ottoman admiral Khair ed-Din helped bring northwestern Africa into the Ottoman Empire. He also led an Ottoman fleet in a major victory over the Venetians and their Christian allies at the Battle of Préveza in 1538. (Christie’s Images/Corbis)



In the Battle of Préveza (September 27, 1538) off western Greece, Barbarossa, with about 90 galleys and 50 small galiots, managed to outmaneuver Andrea Doria’s superior force of 130 full-sized Venetian, Papal, Spanish, and Genoese galleys, making himself master of the eastern Mediterranean. Taking advantage of fighting between the Habsburgs and the Valois in 1542, Barbarossa joined with the French to raid the coast of Catalonia in Spain in 1543. Sacking Nice that same year, he spent the winter of 1543–1544 at Toulon.

Barbarossa was then at court in Istanbul until his death in July 1546. For generations, Turkish ships passing his tomb at Besiktas in Istanbul would fire a salute. A bold and resourceful commander, he was also a highly efficient and capable administrator. Barbarossa showed special skill in attacking land targets from the sea.
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Barclay de Tolly, Mikhail Bogdanovich, Prince (1761–1818)

Russian field marshal. Born at Luhde-Grosshof in Livonia of Scots descent on December 27, 1761, Mikhail Bogdanovich, later known as Prince Barclay de Tolly, joined the Russian Army as a private in 1776. His industriousness, bravery, and demonstrated ability won him steady promotion. Barclay de Tolly first saw combat in fighting against the Turks during 1788–1789. He then fought against the Swedes in 1792 and the Poles during 1792–1794. Barclay de Tolly won promotion to general in 1799 and distinguished himself in the Battle of Pułtusk (December 26, 1806).

Barclay de Tolly commanded a division in the Battle of Eylau (February 7–8, 1807) and was badly wounded. His role in the battle gained the attention of Czar Alexander I and brought advancement to lieutenant general. During 1808–1809, Barclay de Tolly campaigned in Finland against the Swedes. In 1810 he was appointed minister of war. In this position, he carried out numerous reforms that greatly improved the capability of the Russian Army. Barclay de Tolly well understood the limits of these and, in the event of a French invasion, advocated drawing the French deep into Russian territory and awaiting a favorable opportunity to engage the invaders.

Appointed to command the First Army of the West on Napoleon Bonaparte’s invasion of June 1812, Barclay de Tolly several times avoided Napoleon’s efforts to envelop his forces, drawing the invaders deeper into Russia. Such a strategy was highly unpopular at court and led directly to Barclay de Tolly’s replacement as Russian commander by Field Marshal Prince Mikhail Kutuzov.

Barclay De Tolly commanded the right wing of the Russian Army in the Battle of Borodino (September 7, 1812), but he resigned from the army soon thereafter. Recalled to active service in 1813 for the German War of Liberation, he commanded a corps in the Battle of Dresden (August 26–27) and the Battle of Leipzig (October 16–19). His role in the latter victory led to him being made a count. Barclay de Tolly led Russian forces in the invasion of France in 1814, and on the Russian occupation of Paris he was promoted to field marshal.

On Napoleon’s return to France in 1815, Alexander I appointed Barclay de Tolly commander of the Russian Army. Russian forces did not see action in the Hundred Days, but on the second abdication and final exile of Napoleon, the czar created Barclay de Tolly a prince. Barclay de Tolly died on May 26, 1818, at Insterburg (Chernyakhovsk) in East Prussia. A gifted administrator and military reformer, he was also a brave soldier and a capable field commander and deserves much credit for the final defeat of the French in 1814.
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Barry, John (1745–1803)

U.S. naval officer, considered the father of the U.S. Navy. Born in County Wexford, Ireland, around 1745, John Barry immigrated to Philadelphia in 1761 and joined the merchant marine at an early age. When the American Revolutionary War began in 1775, Barry sold his ship Black Prince to the Continental Navy and was commissioned a captain. On April 6, 1775, he captured the British tender Edward, the first Royal Navy vessel taken by a Continental Navy ship. During the next few years Barry held a succession of naval commands and established himself as one of the most aggressive American naval leaders. While awaiting a new ship, he raised an artillery company from his crew in the autumn of 1776 that served with distinction on land in the Battle of Trenton (December 26, 1776) and the Battle of Princeton (January 3, 1777) and won commendation from General George Washington.

In the spring of 1781, Barry received his most important command, that of the frigate Alliance. He departed Boston carrying diplomatic envoys and en route defeated and captured three British brigs. On the return trip he conveyed the Marquis de Lafayette back to America before commencing a successful Caribbean cruise and securing more prizes. The Alliance fired the final shots of the war at sea and crippled HMS Sybil off Cape Canaveral (March 10, 1783).

After the war, Barry successfully lobbied Congress to provide pensions for veteran sailors. He also engaged in the lucrative China trade before being appointed senior captain of the newly created U.S. Navy in March 1794. In this capacity he supervised construction of the large 44-gun frigate United States, which he commanded throughout the undeclared Quasi-War with France (1798–1800). Barry successfully captured several French privateers and also dueled with the batteries at Bass Terre before taking charge of all American naval forces in the Caribbean. His final official duty was ferrying diplomatic envoys to France for peace negotiations.

Poor health forced Barry to resign from the navy in 1801. He died in Philadelphia on September 13, 1803, having imparted traditions of aggressive leadership and victory to the nascent U.S. Navy.
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Bart, Jean (1650–1702)

Privateer and French Navy commodore. Born on October 21, 1650, in Dunkerque (Dunkirk), Jean Bart at age 15 served in the Dutch Navy under Michiel de Ruyter, where Bart learned naval techniques and privateering. Later his knowledge of the Dutch coastline enhanced his skill as an independent privateer.

On the outbreak of the Third Anglo-Dutch War (1672–1674), Bart became a privateer for the French, probably hoping to profit from the more lucrative Dutch shipping. As captain of the small privateer Serpente, he fought six battles and captured 81 prizes. Bart came to the attention of French naval minister Jean Baptiste Colbert. Although first denied a commission because of his social origin, Bart won a lieutenancy in 1679.

After further service against pirates off Portugal, Bart was promoted to commander in 1686 and received command of the frigate Railleuse. At the start of the War of the League of Augsburg (1688–1697) while commanding a squadron guarding merchant vessels going to Brest, Bart was captured and taken to Portsmouth. Escaping prison, he returned to France to command the Alcyon in the Battle of Beachy Head (June 30, 1690), under Admiral Anne-Hilarion de Cotentin, Comte de Tourville. In the Battle of Lagos (June 17, 1693), Bart sank seven enemy vessels. In June 1694 while commanding a six-ship squadron, he surprised a similar-sized Dutch force escorting a grain convoy. Bart captured two Dutch warships along with a large number of grain ships and took his prizes to Dunkerque to help feed his famine-ravaged nation. The French government ennobled him for this action.

Bart then advised on the land fortifications around Dunkerque and defended the city against English attacks led by John Benbow during 1695–1696. Bart managed to run Benbow’s blockade of Dunkerque in May 1696 and took or destroyed some 80 Dutch ships off the Dogger Bank. In 1697 King Louis XIV promoted Bart to commodore for his services to France. By the end of the war, Bart had accounted for victories over 30 enemy ships and had captured 200 merchant ships. In 1697 he slipped through an English blockade to deliver the Prince de Conti, a candidate for the Polish throne, to Danzig.

At the end of the war Bart retired to Dunkerque. He died there on April 27, 1702. An enterprising and bold commander and a superb seaman, Bart was one of France’s greatest naval heroes.
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Basil II Bulgaroctonus (958–1025)

Byzantine emperor known as Bulgaroctonus (“Bulgar-butcher”). Basil was born in Constantinople in 958, the son of Emperor Romanus II (959–963), and was nominally the emperor on his father’s death in 963, but others exercised effective rule. In 976 Basil was formally recognized as coemperor with his brother Constantine. In response to inroads by Czar Samuel of Bulgaria into Byzantine territory, in 981 Basil invaded Bulgaria but met defeat that same year in the Battle of Sofia.

Basil then returned to Constantinople to deal with internal matters, and because his brother had no interest in affairs of state, from 985 Basil was sole emperor. In 987 several of his generals led a revolt against him. Gaining control of most of Anatolia, they marched on Constantinople. Basil called on Kiev for aid. He defeated the rebels in the Battle of Chrysopolis (988) and achieved final victory over them at Abydos (April 13, 989).
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Byzantine emperor Basil II, known as the “Bulgar butcher,” conquered Bulgaria and annexed Armenia. This frontispiece from a Byzantine psalter dating between 1017 and 1025 shows Basil dominant over the prostrate figures of conquered Bulgarians. (Werner Forman/Art Resource, NY)



In 991 Basil again campaigned against Bulgaria but was forced to break this off on the invasion of his eastern territory by the Egyptian Fatimids in 995. Taking personal command, Basil raised the Siege of Aleppo that same year and then managed to regain all the territory lost earlier. While Basil was campaigning against the Fatimids, Czar Samuel invaded Greece, laying waste to it as far as the Peloponnese. Basil then moved into the Balkans, defeating Samuel in the Battle of Spercherios (996) and then retaking Greece and Macedonia. By 1001 Basil had seized forts around Sardica (Sofia), cutting off Samuel from Bulgarian territory along the Danube. Samuel then invaded Macedonia and sacked Adrianople before being defeated by Basil in a battle near Skopje in 1004.

Basil then drove the Bulgars from Thrace and Macedonia and invaded Bulgaria itself in 1007. Finally, in the Battle of Balathista (July 29, 1014), he gained a decisive victory over the Bulgars, although Czar Samuel managed to escape. Basil ordered all Bulgar prisoners taken to be blinded and led to Samuel in groups of 100, each led by a man left with only one eye. Reportedly Samuel was so shaken by this that he collapsed and died several days afterward.

With these events Bulgar resistance soon ended, and Basil incorporated Bulgaria into the Byzantine Empire. He then turned east, annexing Armenia and building defenses against the Seljuk Turks in 1020. Basil was preparing an expedition to take Sicily from the Arabs when he died on December 15, 1025.

Basil II grew to be a highly effective general. Bold, daring, and ruthless, he was also an excellent administrator. Certainly he was one of the most competent of Byzantine emperors.
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Bayerlein, Fritz (1899–1970)

German Army general whose various commands included the Panzer Lehr Division during World War II. Born in Würzburg, Germany, on January 14, 1899, Fritz Bayerlein joined the German Army at age 16 and fought on the Western Front in World War I in the 2nd Jäger Battalion. Bayerlein entered the Reichswehr in 1921 and was commissioned a second lieutenant in January 1922. He held a variety of positions in the interwar years and was a major at the time of the outbreak of World War II in September 1939.

During the invasion of Poland, Bayerlein served as a chief of operations of the 10th Panzer Division, part of General of Panzer Troops (U.S. equiv. lieutenant general) Heinz Guderian’s XIX Corps. Bayerlein was also operations officer for Panzer Group Guderian in the Battle for France in 1940 and was promoted to lieutenant colonel that September. He continued to serve with Guderian as the operations officer of Guderian’s 2nd Panzer Group in the first three months of the invasion of the Soviet Union.

In October 1941, Bayerlein was transferred to North Africa as chief of staff to General Erwin Rommel’s Afrika Korps (Africa Corps). A brilliant staff officer, Bayerlein became chief of staff for Panzer Army Afrika in April 1942 and was promoted to colonel. On August 30 when General Walther Nehring was wounded at the start of the Battle of Alam Halfa, Bayerlein took command of the Afrika Korps. He again led a decimated Afrika Korps during its long retreat after the Battle of El Alamein. Wounded during the last days of the fighting in North Africa, he was evacuated prior to the Axis surrender (May 13, 1943).

Bayerlein was promoted to Generalmajor (U.S. equiv. brigadier general) in July 1943. In October he took command of the 3rd Panzer Division, beginning his second tour on the Eastern Front. The division distinguished itself in the face of heavy odds, and his breakout of encirclement at Kirovgrad (January 1944) permitted the escape of his own division and four other German divisions.

Bayerlein next commanded the newly formed Panzer Lehr Division, leading it from its creation in early 1944 until February 1945. Under Bayerlein, promoted to Generalleutnant (U.S. equiv. major general) in May 1944, the division fought in Normandy. The division helped slow the British advance on Caen but was decimated by the massive air attack (July 25) at Saint-Lô in the Allied Operation COBRA. Later reconstituted, the division was a unit of the XLVII Panzer Corps of General of Panzer Troops Hasso Manteuffel’s Fifth Panzer Army in the attack on Bastogne in December 1944. Bayerlein took command of LIII Corps in February 1945, which included remnants of his old Panzer Lehr Division, and defended the Ruhr pocket until its surrender (April 15, 1945).

Bayerlein was held as a prisoner of war until 1947. Following his release, he wrote about his wartime impressions and experiences. He also contributed more than 20 studies in the postwar German Military History Program. His postwar reminiscences are insightful historical analyses of Germany’s leaders and military campaigns. Bayerlein died in Würzburg on January 30, 1970.
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Bazaine, Achille François (1811–1888)

French Army officer and marshal of France. Born in Versailles on February 13, 1811, Achille François Bazaine failed the entrance examination for the École Polytechnique and enlisted in the French Army as a private in March 1831. The next year he transferred to the French Foreign Legion. In 1833 he was commissioned a sublieutenant. Awarded the cross of the Legion of Honor for service in Algeria, he was advanced to lieutenant in 1835. During 1837–1838 Bazaine served with the French military mission to Spain during the First Carlist War (1834–1839). Following extensive service in Algeria, he was advanced to général de brigade.

Bazaine commanded a brigade in the Crimean War (1853–1856), participating in the final assault on the Russian fortress of Sevastopol (September 1855), and was then briefly military governor of the city. He was then advanced to général de division and commanded French forces in the expedition to take the Russian Kinburn forts.

In the 1859 Italian War between the Kingdom of Sardinia (Sardinia-Piedmont) and France on the one side and Austria on the other, Bazaine commanded a division and was wounded in fighting in Lombardy. He played a major role in the bloody French victory at Solferino (June 24). Bazaine again distinguished himself in command of a division in the French expedition to Mexico in 1862. He captured Puebla (May 17, 1863) and for this success received command of the entire French expeditionary corps. In September 1864 Bazaine was made marshal of France. He directed the French military evacuation from Mexico (February 1867) under pressure from the U.S. government.

At the beginning of the Franco-Prussian War (1870–1871), in August 1870 Bazaine commanded III Corps. On August 12 following two French defeats, Emperor Napoleon III named him to command the French Army of the Rhine of five corps. Bazaine failed to either support VI Corps or make a serious effort to break free of the Prussians in the Battle of Gravelotte–St. Privat (August 18) and withdrew back on the fortress of Metz, where his army was promptly besieged. Bazaine made only two timid, halfhearted efforts to break out of Metz (August 26 and 31). In both cases, he ordered a withdrawal as soon as Prussian resistance stiffened. On his own authority, Bazaine opened negotiations with the Prussians, including discussions that he be allowed to use his army “to save France from itself.” (The Second Empire had been overthrown, and the Third Republic had been proclaimed in Paris.) This plan collapsed, and Bazaine surrendered his army of 130,000 men (October 27). Inexplicably, he refused to order the destruction of its weapons, so the Prussians obtained 600 guns in perfect working order.

At the end of the war and his release from captivity, Bazaine demanded a court of inquiry, which issued a censure of his conduct in May 1872. Unhappy with its finding, Bazaine demanded a court-martial, which in December 1873 convicted him and sentenced him to military degradation and death. Marshal Patrice MacMahon, then president of France, commuted the sentence to 20 years’ imprisonment. Sent to the Isle Sainte-Marguérite, Bazaine escaped from that place with the assistance of his wife in August 1874 and fled to Italy. Bazaine ultimately settled in Spain, where he died in poverty in Madrid on September 23, 1888.

Although Bazaine had proven to be a bold, resourceful, and competent officer through the 1860s, his performance in the Franco-Prussian War belied this. His lack of leadership in that conflict certainly contributed to the French defeat.
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Bazán, Álvaro de, First Marquis de Santa Cruz (1526–1588)

Spanish admiral. Born in Grenada to a noble family on December 12, 1526, Álvaro de Bazán was the son of a Spanish general and commander of galleys in the Mediterranean. Bazán served under his father, winning recognition in fighting the French in 1544. In 1554 Bazán led a squadron of galleys against the Barbary corsairs. In 1562 he became governor of Gibraltar and commander of galleys there. Bazán defended Oran successfully against an attack led by Turkish admiral Hassan in 1563, then took command of galleys at Naples in 1568 and was made the first marquis of Santa Cruz in 1569.

Bazán devised the Holy League’s battle plan that resulted in victory over the Ottoman Turks in the great Battle of Lepanto (October 7, 1571). As commander of the reserve division of galleys in that battle, he played a key role when the Turks pierced the allied battle line. In 1572 he captured Hamat Bey.

When King Philip II annexed Portugal in 1580, Bazán enforced Spanish rule over the Portuguese Atlantic islands, defeating the French at Terceira in the Azores (1582) and São Miguel (1583), when he executed all the prisoners. Appointed captain general of the galleys of Spain, Bazán urged on Philip II the concept of dispatching a great Spanish fleet northward to win mastery of the English Channel and then transport Spanish troops from the Netherlands to conquer England. Bazán was named to command the expedition. However, the exertions of putting together the considerable forces required, let alone their logistical support, adversely affected his health, and Bazán died in Lisbon on August 9, 1588. His successor as commander of the Invincible Armada, the Duke of Medina Sidonia, had never held sea command before and led the armada to defeat.

Although Bazán was a fine seaman and an able tactician, the destruction by Sir Francis Drake of Spanish ships and supplies at Cádiz and other Spanish ports during May–June 1587 probably doomed the Invincible Armada in any event. It is doubtful whether Bazán could have made any difference in the outcome.
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Beatty, David, First Earl of the North Sea (1871–1936)

British Royal Navy admiral and first earl of the North Sea. Born in Stapely near Natwich, Cheshire, England, on January 17, 1871, David Beatty was the son of an army officer. Beatty entered the Royal Navy as a cadet in 1884, passing into the training ship Britannia. In 1885 he was posted to the ironclad Alexandra, flagship of the British Mediterranean Squadron. Other ship assignments followed, and in May 1890 Beatty was promoted to sublieutenant. He was then assigned to the gunnery school ship Excellent at Greenwich.

Other ship assignments in-cluded service in 1892 in the Royal Yacht Victoria and Albert. Beatty was promoted to lieutenant that August. He then served in the sailing corvette Ruby in the West Indies before transferring to the battleship Camperdown and then to the battleship Trafalgar.

During the Sudan campaign of 1896–1897, Beatty distinguished himself commanding river gunboats on the Nile, bringing his promotion to commander in 1898. The next year he was appointed executive officer of the small battleship Barfleur on the China station, where he took part in operations ashore associated with putting down the Boxer Rebellion (Uprising) of 1899–1901 and was wounded in the arm at Tianjin (then known as Tiensin). Highly praised for his leadership, Beatty was advanced to captain in November 1900, only two years after his promotion to commander and at age 29.
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Aggressive British admiral David Beatty, First Earl Beatty of the North Sea, commanded the battle cruiser squadron in the Battle of Jutland in 1916 during World War I. He assumed command of the Grand Fleet that same year and led it for the remainder of the war. (Library of Congress)



Beatty returned to Britain, where he underwent an operation to restore proper use of his injured arm. In May 1902 he took command of the cruiser Juno, joining the Mediterranean fleet. He then commanded the second-class cruiser Arrogant (1903–1904) and the heavy cruiser Suffolk (1904–1905). Beatty was naval adviser to the Army Council during 1906–1908 in the wake of the First Moroccan Crisis (1905–1906) and in that capacity was involved in planning for the possible dispatch of a British expeditionary force by sea to Europe.

During 1908–1910, Beatty commanded the battleship Queen in the Atlantic Fleet. On January 1, 1910, he was promoted to rear admiral, the youngest flag officer in more than 100 years. When Winston Churchill became first lord of the admiralty in 1911, he selected Beatty as his naval secretary.

In 1913, Beatty took over command of the Battle Cruiser Squadron of the Grand Fleet. He was promoted to temporary vice admiral at the beginning of World War I and to permanent vice admiral in January 1915. His forces engaged in some of the earliest naval battles of World War I: the Battle of Helgoland Bight (August 28, 1914) and the Battle of the Dogger Bank (January 24, 1915). In the latter, confusion over signals resulted in the escape of most of the German squadron, although its ships were damaged.
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The British battle cruisers suffered from both a lack of turret armor and magazine protection. During the Battle of Jutland, David Beatty’s flagship, the battle cruiser Lion, was saved only by quick flooding of its midships magazines, but the battle cruisers Indefatigable, Queen Mary, and Invincible were all blown out of the water by German shells. Only 27 men survived of their combined crews of 3,333. After watching the destruction of the Queen Mary, Beatty is said to have turned to his flag captain and remarked nonchalantly, “Chatfield, there seems to be something wrong with our bloody ships today.”



On May 31, 1916, the German High Seas Fleet came out in force into the North Sea. Beatty commanded the advance guard, and his Battle Cruiser Squadron of six battle cruisers, supplemented by the 5th Battle Squadron of four of the newest, fastest, and most powerful battleships, was first to encounter the German advance guard. Thus began the Battle of Jutland (May 31–June 1, 1916). In this first of four phases of the battle, the Run to the South, German gunnery was particularly effective: the British battle cruiser Indefatigable blew up, and Beatty’s flagship the Lion was saved only by the prompt flooding of a magazine. A third British battle cruiser, the Queen Mary, was also lost. A further signaling failure saw the 5th Battle Squadron miss a signal from Beatty to turn and fall behind. This was critical, for this powerful force was soon out of range. The Run to the North followed, with Beatty leading the High Seas Fleet into range of the Grand Fleet.

The results of Jutland turned out to be indecisive. Controversy and the search for scapegoats were inevitable, given that the British had lost more ships. Beatty was particularly upset with the interpretation of the battle presented in the official naval history. Others came to his defense, and sides lined up, pro-Jellicoe and pro-Beatty. Admiral Sir John Jellicoe, British commander in chief at Jutland, published two volumes of memoirs. Beatty published nothing; his papers went into private hands and were later purchased and added to the archives of the National Maritime Museum.

In December 1916, Beatty succeeded Jellicoe as commander in chief of the Grand Fleet, with the rank of temporary admiral, when Jellicoe became first sea lord. Beatty served in that post for the remainder of the war, concentrating on refitting the fleet, integrating U.S. naval units (after April 1917), and carrying out convoy operations. Promoted to permanent admiral in January 1919, he then succeeded Jellicoe as first sea lord (1919–1927) and was advanced to admiral of the fleet. Beatty retired in July 1927. He died in London on March 11, 1936, and is buried in St. Paul’s Cathedral.

Popular with his men and the public, Beatty was widely known for his offensive spirit and determination. A superior tactical commander, he also understood the need for technological change.

Eugene L. Rasor and Spencer C. Tucker

Further Reading

Beatty, Charles. Our Admiral: A Biography of Admiral of the Fleet Earl Beatty. London: Allen, 1980.

Chalmers, William S. The Life and Letters of David, Earl Beatty. London: Hodder and Stoughton, 1951.

Ranft, Bryan M., ed. The Beatty Papers: Selections from the Private and Official Correspondence of Admiral of the Fleet Earl Beatty. 2 vols. London: Scolar for the Navy Records Society, 1989–1993.

Roskill, Stephen W. Admiral of the Fleet Earl Beatty: The Last Naval Hero: An Intimate Biography. London: Collins, 1980.

Beauharnais, Eugène de, Viceroy of Italy (1781–1824)

French general. Born in Paris on September 3, 1781, Eugène de Beauharnais was the son of Alexandre Vicomte de Beauharnais, guillotined in 1794 during the Reign of Terror, and his wife Joséphine de Tascher de la Pagerie, who became the mistress and then the first wife of Napoleon Bonaparte. Eugène Beauharnais joined the army at age 13 and fought in the Vendée. Taking an immediate liking to Napoleon, Beauharnais served as his aide-de-camp in the Italian Campaign (1796–1797) and the Egyptian Campaign (1798–1799). Beauharnais assisted Napoleon in his coup d’état of November 1799 and was made a captain of dragoons, leading his squadron under his stepfather in the Battle of Marengo (June 14, 1800). By 1804 Beauharnais was both a prince of the empire and a general.

In June 1805 Napoleon appointed Beauharnais viceroy of Italy and in January 1806 officially adopted him. In 1809 Beauharnais was made commander of the Army of Italy. Defeated by Austrian forces under Archduke John in the Battle of Sacile (April 16) and the Battle of Caldiero (April 29–30), Beauharnais was victorious at San Daniele (May 11). He won the important victory of the Raab (June 14). Following the Battle of Aspern-Essling (May 21–22), Napoleon recalled the Army of Italy, and Beauharnais fought with the emperor at Wagram (July 5–6).

During the 1812 Russian Campaign, Beauharnais led the largely Italian IV Corps and fought with distinction in the Battle of Borodino (September 7) and the Battle of Maloyaroslavets (October 24–25). During the retreat from Russia, on January 13, 1813, Beauharnais assumed command of what remained of the Grand Army from Napoleon’s brother-in-law Marshal Joachim Murat, who fled to Italy. During the 1813 War of German Liberation, Beauharnais played a major role in the French victory at Lützen (May 2) and was then sent to organize the defense of Italy. Victorious in the Battle of Mincio (February 8, 1814), he was nonetheless forced to conclude an armistice with Austria and Naples (April 16).

Beauharnais then retired to the court of his father-in-law, King Maximilian I of Bavaria. Created the prince of Eichstädt and the duke of Leuchtenberg, Beauharnais lived in Munich until his death on February 21, 1824. A bold, daring, and resourceful military commander, Beauharnais was also a capable administrator and was well liked by his men. Unlike many members of Napoleon’s family, Beauharnais remained loyal to Napoleon, who both loved him and thought most highly of him.
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Beck, Ludwig (1880–1944)

German Army general who was involved in attempts to overthrow Adolf Hitler. Born in Biebrich, Germany, on June 29, 1880, Ludwig Beck joined the army in 1898 and as a lieutenant attended the Kriegsakademie (War Academy) in Berlin from 1908 to 1911. Promoted to captain in 1913, he qualified as a General Staff officer the same year and served in a variety of staff and command positions during World War I on the Western Front.

Beck continued in the postwar Reichswehr, rising to command of the 1st Cavalry Division. Promoted to Generalmajor (U.S. equiv. brigadier general) in February 1931 and to Generalleutnant (U.S. equiv. major general) in December 1932, he was appointed in October 1933 as chief of the Truppenamt (Troop Office), the thinly disguised covert General Staff prohibited to the Germans under the Versailles Treaty. In 1933, Beck was the primary author of Truppenfuehrung (Unit Command), which remained the principal war-fighting manual of the German Army until 1945. The body of doctrine in that manual profoundly influenced the conduct of combined-arms warfare for the remainder of the 20th century.

In March 1935 the Truppenamt was redesignated the General Staff of the Army, and in May Beck was promoted to General der Artillery (U.S. equiv. lieutenant general). He presided over the expansion of the revived General Staff and the development of war plans based on a defensive strategy. His peers considered Beck a master military planner. Beck clearly understood that any future war would necessarily become a multifront conflict, which Germany could not win. As late as 1935, however, Beck continued to believe that the officer corps of the German Army could keep the National Socialists under control. But as Hitler continued the push to invade Czechoslovakia in 1938, Beck opposed him openly, writing a series of memoranda describing the inherent dangers in the policy of aggression.

Beck attempted to mobilize other generals to oppose Hitler’s policies but failed to gain the support of army commander in chief General Walther von Brauchitsch. In August 1938, Beck retired from the army and was promoted to Generaloberst (U.S. equiv. full general). He then organized a covert opposition group of active and retired officers and other conservatives, maintaining contact with other democratic opposition movements. Beck also contacted London in an attempt to secure British and French support for a coup against Hitler. British prime minister Neville Chamberlain declined to support such a move. Shortly before the 1940 invasion of the West, Beck’s group tried to warn Belgium.

By 1943, Beck had become convinced that the only way to save Germany was to assassinate Hitler. Beck’s group tried several times, culminating in Colonel Claus von Stauffenberg’s bomb attempt on July 20, 1944. If Stauffenberg had succeeded, the conspirators planned to use the Home Army to establish martial law, seize the radio stations, and arrest key Nazi and Schutzstaffel (SS) leaders. As the head of the planned interim government pending free elections, however, Beck refused to agree to the systematic summary execution of party and SS leaders to secure success.

When the conspirators learned that Stauffenberg had failed, Beck nonetheless insisted on continuing the putsch, called Operation VALKYRIE, saying that Germany deserved the attempt. VALKYRIE was unsuccessful. Arrested in the Bendlerstrasse in Berlin, Beck was offered the privilege of shooting himself. When two tries only rendered him unconscious, a sergeant shot Beck in the neck, ending his life on the night of July 20–21, 1944. Despite being unfairly and inaccurately painted by Heinz Guderian as a rigid and unimaginative opponent of armored warfare, Beck helped rebuild the German military into an efficient war-fighting machine. In his early opposition as a general to Hitler’s policy of aggression and in his later active opposition as a private citizen, Beck proved that during the Third Reich, true German patriotism was incompatible with Nazism.
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Belisarius (ca. 505–565)

Great Byzantine general. Probably born in present-day southwestern Bulgaria around 505, Belisarius is presumed to be of Thracian ancestry. He entered the Byzantine Army as a youth. Rising rapidly in the ranks, he served in the bodyguard of Emperor Justin I, whose successor, Justinian I, entrusted Belisarius with command of an army sent against Persia in 530. With 25,000 men, Belisarius defeated a Persian army of 40,000 men in the Battle of Dara. Although then narrowly defeated by a numerically vastly superior Persian army in the Battle of Callinicum near Urfa on the Euphrates River (531), he was able to prevent further Persian inroads that year, which encouraged the Persians to make peace.

Belisarius received command of an expedition against the Vandals in North Africa but, fortunately for Justinian I, had not yet departed Constantinople when the great Nika Uprising occurred there in 532. Belisarius played a key role in putting down the rioting that claimed as many as 30,000 lives. In the process he probably saved Justinian’s throne.

In 533 Belisarius sailed with 15,000 land troops to engage the Vandals. Using Sicily as a base of operations, he arrived in Africa that September and defeated the Vandals under their leader Gelimer at Ad Decximum that same month. Belisarius then captured the city of Carthage and again, this time outnumbered as much as 10 to 1, surprised and defeated Gelimer in the Battle of Tricamerum in December. Capturing Gelimer (March 534), Belisarius returned with him to Constantinople in triumph.

In 535 Emperor Justinian gave Belisarius command of an expedition to Italy in the hopes of reuniting the two halves of the former Roman Empire. Never provided sufficient manpower resources by Justinian, Belisarius nonetheless performed brilliantly. With only 8,000 men, he invaded Sicily and besieged and took Palermo (autumn of 535). Distracted from his design by an uprising among Byzantine troops in North Africa, he sailed there with only 1,000 men and put it down (spring of 536). He then landed in southern Italy, taking Naples that summer and Rome in December. Rebuilding the defenses of Rome, he withstood a siege by the Goth army under Vitiges (March 537–March 538), then with the arrival of reinforcements forced Vitiges to end the siege. Belisarius then moved to Ravenna, where Vitiges had taken refuge, and laid siege to that city (538–539), inducing Vitiges to surrender (late 539). Belisarius was forced to break off plans for the conquest of all Italy when he was recalled to Constantinople by a jealous Justinian, who feared that his great general would accept proffered offers to become king of Italy. Despite Justinian’s poor treatment, Belisarius always remained completely loyal to the emperor.

Commanding against the Persians in 542, Belisarius drove them out of Lazica in present-day southeastern Anatolia (542–544) and then invaded Persia itself. With the achievement of a truce with the Persians in 545, secured by the payment of tribute by the Byzantines, Justinian again sent Belisarius to Italy. Because of inadequate resources, Belisarius was unable to prevent the capture of Rome by Goth leader Totila. Nonetheless, Belisarius soon retook that city and held it against repeated Goth attacks in 546. Despite his successes, Belisarius was never able to accomplish much in Italy because of Justinian’s failure to provide him with adequate resources.

Justinian recalled Belisarius to Constantinople in 549, where he again retired. Called from retirement in 554, Belisarius secured southwestern Spain for the Byzantine Empire. Again called from retirement in 559 to confront a major Bulgar invasion across the Danube into Moesia (today northern Bulgaria) and Thrace, Belisarius was victorious over a much larger Bulgar force under Zabergan in the Battle of Melanthius, after which Belisarius drove the Bulgars back across the Danube.

Brought to trial on Justinian’s orders on undoubtedly trumped-up charges of corruption in 562, Belisarius was found guilty and stripped of his honors and property. Justinian evidently had second thoughts, for Belisarius was restored to favor the next year. Largely responsible for having increased the size of the Byzantine Empire by some 45 percent, Belisarius died in Constantinople in 565.

Brave, resourceful, a brilliant tactical commander, and entirely loyal to Justinian, despite the latter’s poor treatment of him, Belisarius was certainly the last great Roman general.
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Benedek, Ritter Ludwig August von (1804–1881)

Austrian field marshal. Born at Ödenburg (Sopron), Hungary, the son of a doctor, on July 14, 1804, Ritter Ludwig August von Benedek graduated from the Maria Theresa Military Academy in 1822 and was commissioned in the Austrian Army. In 1833 he was appointed to the General Staff.

Benedek took part in the operation to put down a revolt by Poles against Austrian rule in western Galicia in 1846. Serving under Field Marshal Joseph Radetzky, Benedek distinguished himself in fighting during the Revolutions of 1848–1849; against the Sardinian Army at Curtalone (May 29, 1848), Vicenza (June 10), Custozza (July 25), Mortara (March 21, 1849), and Novara (March 23); and then against the Hungarians (April–August 1849).

Benedek served as a chief of staff to Radetzky during 1850–1857. During the Italian War of 1859 between Austria on the one hand and Sardinia and France on the other, Benedek commanded a corps and distinguished himself in covering the Austrian retreat over the Mincio River bridges following the Battle of Solferino (June 14, 1859). Emperor Franz Joseph then promoted Bendedek to Feldzeugmeister (field marshal), advancing him over a half dozen other officers and appointing him quartermaster general of the army during 1860–1864 and commander of Austria’s largest field army, the Army of Italy, in Venetia during 1861–1866. As the son of a provincial doctor and thus not of the nobility, Benedek proved popular with his men and the public, especially with his jabs at “blue bloods” and “bookworms” among the officer corps.

On the outbreak of the Austro-Prussian War of 1866, Franz Joseph named Benedek to command the North Army, the main Austrian forces in Bohemia in June. The emperor did this despite Benedek’s unfamiliarity with the area and over his objections. On July 3, 1866, in the decisive battle of the war, Benedek’s army was defeated by the Prussians under General Helmuth von Moltke at Königgratz (Sadowa), although Benedek’s forces were able to withdraw in good order. Benedek was then relieved of his command and court-martialed, but Franz Joseph halted the proceedings. Benedek was allowed to retire from the army to Graz, where he died on April 27, 1881.

A bold and resourceful junior commander, Benedek proved indecisive in supreme command, although in his defense his service had prepared him for action in Italy, not in Bohemia.
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Bennigsen, Levin August Theophil (1745–1826)

Russian Army general. Levin August Theophil Bennigsen was born at Braunschweig, Hanover, on February 10, 1745, the scion of an old German noble family. After spending his youth as a page at the royal court, Bennigsen became an ensign in the foot guards at age 15 and fought in several campaigns in Westphalia and along the Rhine in 1762. The following year he left the military to administer his estate, but the death of his wife and numerous debts forced him to join the Russian Army as a major in 1773. Bennigsen fought in the Russo-Turkish War of 1787–1792 and distinguished himself in the Siege of Ochakov (1788).

Promoted to brigadier general, Bennigsen next saw service against the Poles, and in 1796 he campaigned with success against the Persians, being instrumental in arranging the capture of Derbent. Czar Paul I consequently promoted him to lieutenant general. Bennigsen returned that favor by conspiring against Paul, whose unstable policies toward the military angered a number of senior leaders. With the approval of the czar’s son, Alexander, Bennigsen set in motion a coup that led to the murder of Paul in 1801. Consequently, Czar Alexander I appointed Bennigsen governor of Lithuania and promoted him to general of cavalry the following year.

Following Russia’s declaration of war against Napoleon in 1805, Bennigsen led 50,000 men into Austria. He was forced to retreat after the decisive French victory at the Battle of Austerlitz (December 2, 1805) and saw no action until the winter of 1806. While operating in eastern Poland, he fought French marshal Jean Lannes to a draw at the village of Pultusk and successfully disengaged at the approach of French reinforcements (December 26).

During the next several weeks, Bennigsen skillfully evaded several attempts by Napoleon to ensnare his forces before finally being brought to battle at Eylau (February 8, 1807) when Napoleon, with 45,000 men, launched a frontal assault against the Russian center. Bennigsen, commanding 67,000 men, directed the fire of a 70-gun battery against the oncoming troops of French marshal Pierre Augereau, causing heavy losses. The ensuing Russian counterattack drove in the French center and nearly captured Napoleon himself. However, the situation was reversed by a brilliant cavalry charge led by Marshal Joachim Murat, whose troops rode through the surprised Russians and back again, causing them to halt. Further fighting by both sides achieved little, and that night Bennigsen decided that caution was the best course and ordered a retreat. For a loss of 15,000 men, he had managed to inflict 25,000 casualties on the hitherto invincible Grand Army.

Through the spring of 1807, the Russians fought additional battles at Guttstadt and Heilsburg, neither of which was conclusive. It was not until June 14 that Napoleon cornered Bennigsen at Friedland and gave battle. After much hard fighting Bennigsen was clearly outmaneuvered, and he retired with more than 18,000 casualties for a French loss of only 8,000 men. Soon after the Battle of Friedland, Czar Alexander I called for a truce and signed the Treaty of Tilsit (July 7, 1807). Bennigsen bore a measure of responsibility for the defeat and withdrew to his estate at Zakret, near Vilnius.

In June 1812 Napoleon invaded Russia at the head of 600,000 men, and the Russian government called Bennigsen out of retirement. Bennigsen became chief of staff under General Mikhail Kutuzov, but the two leaders were mutually antagonistic and did not work well together. Bennigsen fought well at the bloody Battle of Borodino (September 7) and defeated Murat at Tarutino the following month. Owing to continuing disagreements with Kutuzov, however, Bennigsen again withdrew from military service.

After Kutuzov’s death in the spring of 1813, Czar Alexander I called Bennigsen back into service, and he assumed command of the Army of Poland. After much marching and countermarching, his men arrived to support General Mikhail Barclay de Tolly’s decisive final attack in the Battle of Leipzig (October 19, 1813), whereupon Alexander made Bennigsen a count. Bennigsen remained in Germany during the invasion of France and besieged French marshal Louis Davout in Hamburg for several months.

After Napoleon’s abdication, Bennigsen assumed command of the Second Army in Bessarabia, where he remained until 1818. The aged general then retired from active service to his estate in Hanover to compose his memoirs. Bennigsen died there on December 3, 1826.

The first general to inflict a major reversal on Napoleon, Bennigsen was capable rather than brilliant. He served with tenacity and distinction throughout the Napoleonic Wars against France.
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Bernadotte, Jean Baptiste Jules (1763–1844)

Marshal of France and, as Charles XIV, king of Sweden. Born at Pau on January 26, 1763, the son of a lawyer, Jean Baptiste Jules Bernadotte enlisted in the French Army in September 1780. His rapid advance through the ranks was made possible by the great expansion of the army and the departure of royalist officers during the Wars of the French Revolution. Bernadotte was promoted to regimental sergeant major in February 1790, sous-lieutenant (second lieutenant) in November 1791, and major in February 1794. In April 1794 he commanded a demibrigade in the Army of the North.

Bernadotte played an important role in the victory by General Jean-Baptiste Jourdan over the Austrians in the Battle of Fleurus (June 26, 1794), for which Bernadotte was promoted to general of brigade. That October he was promoted to general of division. In January 1797 he joined the French Army of Italy commanded by Napoleon Bonaparte. Bernadotte was briefly ambassador to Vienna during February–April 1798. From July to September 1799 he was minister of war. He then commanded the Army of the West (April 1800–September 1802). Named marshal of France in May 1804, he served as governor of Hanover (May 1804–August 1805).

Bernadotte commanded I Corps in Napoleon’s victory over the Austrians and Russians in the Battle of Austerlitz (December 2, 1805). Created the prince of Porte-Corvo in June 1806, Bernadotte commanded I Corps in the 1806 war against Prussia but was not present at the Battle of Jena-Auerstädt (October 14, 1806) despite Napoleon’s orders, and for this Bernadotte was censored by the emperor. Bernadotte partially redeemed himself by a victory over the Russians at Mohrungen (January 25, 1807). In June 1807 he was wounded in the neck by a musket ball during fighting with the Russians in the Battle of Spanden. From July 1807 to March 1809 he was governor of the Hanseatic towns. In 1809 he commanded ICorps in the war against Austria and fought in the Battle of Wagram (July 3, 1809). On July 8 Bernadotte resigned his commission and returned to Paris after quarreling with Napoleon, who was unhappy with Bernadotte’s conduct in the battle. Bernadotte was briefly commander of the Army of Antwerp during August–September 1809.

On August 21, 1810, the Swedish parliament elected Bernadotte crown prince of Sweden, based on his record as an effective administrator who had good relations with the Swedes while he was in northern Germany. Bernadotte soon became quite popular in Sweden. After Napoleon occupied Swedish Pomerania in January 1812, in April Bernadotte allied Sweden first with Russia and then in March–April 1813 with Britain and Prussia against France. During June 1813–July 1814 Bernadotte commanded the Allied Army of the North against France. In the German War of Liberation of 1813, he was victorious over French forces at Gross Beeren (August 23, 1813) and Dennewitz (September 6). Bernadotte participated in the Battle of the Nations at Leipzig (October 16–18). Arriving on the field late in the battle, he helped turn the French retreat into a rout. During December 1813–January 1814, Bernadotte invaded Denmark and forced it to cede Norway to Sweden. He then commanded Swedish forces that occupied Norway (May–June 1814). In February 1818 Bernadotte formally succeeded to the Swedish throne as King Charles XIV. He died at Stockholm on March 8, 1844.

Bernadotte’s record as a general was uneven, although he performed very well in the German War of Liberation. An effective king of Sweden, he proved to be a moderate who did much to modernize his adopted country.
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Bernhard, Duke of Saxe-Weimar (1604–1639)

German Protestant general of the Thirty Years’ War (1618–1648). Born in Weimar in the Duchy of Saxe-Weimar on August 16, 1604, Bernhard (Bernard) was the 11th son of Johann, Duke of Saxe-Weimar, and Dorothea Maria of Anhalt. After studies at the University of Jena, Bernhard began his military career as a teenager when, following the start of what would be the Thirty Years’ War, he fought on the Protestant side, beginning in the Bohemian period of the war (1618–1625) and taking part in the battles at Wiesloch (April 27, 1622) and Wimpfen (May 6, 1622) and fighting along with his brother William in the major Protestant defeat at Stadtlohn (August 6, 1623).

Bernhard learned a great deal regarding military art from these early battles. During the Danish period of the war (1625–1629), he joined the forces of Danish king Christian IV of Denmark. When Christian was forced from the struggle, Bernhard went to the Dutch Republic and was present at the Siege of ’s-Hertogenbosch (Bois-le-Duc) during its capture by Prince Frederick Henry (September 14, 1629).

When King Gustavus II Adolphus of Sweden landed in Germany and initiated the Swedish period (1630–1635) of the war, Bernhard joined him as a colonel in 1631. His command abilities were much in evidence while he was in charge of the left wing of the army in the great Battle of Breitenfeld near Leipzig (September 17, 1631). Having shown an aptitude for independent command and being trusted by Gustavus, Bernhard then led extensive Swedish raids throughout much of central Germany, especially the Rhineland, during the spring and summer of 1632.

Bernhard rejoined Gustavus at Arnstadt at the beginning of November 1632 and demonstrated great courage and ability while in command of the Swedish left in the Battle of Lützen (November 16). When Gustavus was killed during this battle, Bernhard assumed command of the army, rallied the shaken Protestant forces, and defeated the Catholics, capturing their artillery train.

With the death of Gustavus, the strong central leadership that had characterized the Protestant cause came undone. Despite the best efforts of able Swedish chancellor Axel Oxenstierna, who created the League of Heilbrunn to unite the Protestant states, infighting among commanders saw the initiative in the war pass to the imperial side.

Appointed commander of the army of the League of Heilbronn, Bernhard pursued an independent course. Campaigning in southern Germany, he ravaged much of Bavaria in 1633 and exacted considerable sums from the Catholic cities he captured. He also quarreled with Swedish general Gustavus Horn. That same year, Oxenstierna granted Bernhard the former bishoprics of Würzburg and Bamberg and invested him with the title “Duke of Franconia.”

In July 1634 Bernhard and Horn, at the head of a Swedish force of about 20,000 men, pushed into Bavaria hoping to divert imperial forces under King Ferdinand of Hungary and Matthias Gallas moving on Regensburg. On July 22, however, imperial forces took Regensburg. They also captured Donauworth and laid siege to Nördlingen in western Bavaria. On August 23 Bernard and Horn arrived near Nördlingen with about 25,000 men, but on September 3 a Spanish army of 20,000 men under the young Cardinal Infante Ferdinand, brother of Spanish king Felipe IV (Philip IV), joined Ferdinand’s army of 15,000 men near Nördlingen. Battle was joined on September 6, 1634. Bernhard seriously underestimated the strength of the Catholic forces he was facing. That and feuding with Horn led to defeat. The imperial side turned back a badly coordinated Protestant attack and then itself attacked. More than 6,000 Swedes were killed, with Horn among the dead. Only 11,000 men of the combined Protestant force escaped, Bernhard among them. The Catholic side sustained only 1,200 casualties.

The Battle of Nördlingen almost wiped out the army created by Gustavus, in effect reversed the Swedish victory in the Battle of Breitenfeld, and led to the recapture of southern Germany for Catholicism. Indeed, the situation after Nördlingen appeared sufficiently dire that the chief minister of France, Armand Jean du Plessis, Cardinal Richelieu, brought his nation openly into the war on the Protestant side, initiating the final phase of the war, the French or Franco-Swedish period (1634–1648).

In June 1635 Bernhard entered French service, becoming that country’s chief general in Germany. At the same time, he retained his post as general in chief of the forces maintained by the Heilbronn League of Protestant princes. Bernhard often found it difficult to balance policies favoring the Protestant German states with those sought by France, however.

Most of the subsequent fighting was along the upper Rhine. During August–September 1636, Bernhard blocked invading imperial forces under Gallas invading France at Dijon. French orders to the contrary, Bernhard remained largely on the defensive until 1638, when he attacked and destroyed an imperial army under Count Savelli and Johann von Werth in the Battle of Rheinfelden (March 1 and 3). Bernhard went on to besiege and take Breisach (June 5–December 17). Now assisted by French forces, he defeated a relieving imperial army at Wittenweiher (July 30), then crushed Charles of Lorraine’s forces at Sennheim (October 15). Bernhard hoped to secure Alsace and Hagenau, his personal possession of Würzburg having been lost in 1634, and planned to make Breisach, taken in December 1638, his capital. Richelieu, however, opposed creation of a strong new state on France’s eastern frontier. Bernhard had reportedly opened negotiations with the Swedes when, at the onset of a new military campaign, he suddenly fell ill and died, possibly of smallpox, at Neuenburg am Rhein on July 18, 1639. He was only 34.

Self-seeking, ruthless, and unprincipled, Bernhard of Saxe-Weimar was nonetheless a capable general who excelled in siege warfare and in maneuver. A general who enjoyed the loyalty of his men, he was also one of the few solid native German commanders on the Protestant side in the Thirty Years’ War.
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Berthier, Louis Alexandre (1753–1815)

French marshal and Napoleon Bonaparte’s indispensable chief of staff. Louis Alexandre Berthier was born at Versailles, France, on November 20, 1753, the son of an army geographical engineer. He followed his father into the same profession, becoming a topographical engineer in January 1766. Berthier was promoted to lieutenant of infantry in March 1770, to lieutenant of dragoons in August 1776, and to captain of dragoons in June 1777. During 1780–1783 he served on the staff of Lieutenant General Jean-Baptiste Donatien de Vimeur, Comte de Rochambeau, commander of French forces in North America during the American Revolutionary War.

Promoted to lieutenant colonel in July 1789 and to colonel in April 1791, Berthier commanded the National Guard at Versailles. In May 1792 he was promoted to brigadier general and became chief of staff of the Army of the North. His status as a noble was a source of continuing suspicion, and in September 1792 he was suspended from all duties.

Reinstated in March 1795 by Minister of War Lazare Carnot as a brigadier general and chief of staff of the Army of the Alps and Italy, Berthier assisted General François Christophe de Kellerman in fighting in Switzerland. The turning point in Berthier’s career occurred when Napoleon Bonaparte took command of the Army of Italy in February 1796 and Berthier continued as chief of staff. He fought with Bonaparte throughout the First Italian Campaign of 1796–1797 and distinguished himself in fighting in the battles at Lodi (May 5, 1796) and then at Rivoli (January 14, 1797), when he led a cavalry charge. But his real forte was as a staff officer, and he became an invaluable member of Bonaparte’s military family. The two men established a relationship that lasted nearly two decades, becoming so closely associated that soldiers later jokingly referred to Berthier as “the Emperor’s wife.”

After helping to establish the Roman Republic, Berthier next accompanied Bonaparte to Egypt in 1798. Berthier returned to France with Bonaparte the following year to participate in the Coup of 18 Brumaire. In April 1800 Berthier commanded the Reserve Army and was wounded in the arm in the Battle of Marengo in Italy (June 14). After several months as ambassador extraordinary to Spain, in October 1800 Berthier was appointed minister of war.

Following Bonaparte’s coronation as Emperor Napoleon I in 1804, Berthier became one of the 18 original marshals and was first in seniority. Commencing in 1805, he was chief of staff of the Grand Army. Berthier smoothly translated Napoleon’s numerous strategic dictates into clear, concise orders for the other marshals to carry out. In recognition of Berthier’s sterling service, Napoleon made him the prince of Neuchatel in 1806. In September 1807, Berthier resigned as minister of war to concentrate solely on field operations. But, however useful as a secretary, in 1809 at the commencement of the war with Austria, he badly botched the deployment of French armies in Napoleon’s absence, although Napoleon’s timely arrival righted things, and the French drove off forces led by the capable Archduke Charles. Berthier helped plan the hard-fought victory at Wagram (July 5–6, 1809) and was made the prince of Wagram in consequence. During February–June 1810 he was ambassador extraordinary to Austria.

Berthier’s capacity for staff work was manifest during the invasion of Russia in June 1812, when Napoleon had to feed and supply an army of some 600,000 men. Despite enormous preparations, the system broke down in the vast expanse of Russia, but throughout the disastrous retreat Berthier remained with the army to reinforce what little order remained. During the ill-fated campaign of 1813 in Germany, Berthier’s staff work facilitated the French victories at Lützen (May 2), Bautzen (May 20–21), and Dresden (August 26–27), although after the French defeat in the great Battle of Leipzig (October 16–19) he became increasingly war-weary. Berthier remained at the emperor’s side throughout the spring campaign of 1814 in France and sustained serious wounds during the Battle of Brienne (January 29). That April Berthier joined a group of marshals, the “mutineers,” who finally forced Napoleon to abdicate. Following the Bourbon restoration, Berthier was rewarded with numerous titles for having changed alliances.

In March 1815, Napoleon escaped from his island exile at Elba and returned to France. After some hesitation, Berthier remained loyal to the Bourbons. He accompanied King Louis XVIII in his flight from Paris to Ghent, then took refuge on his estate in Bamberg, Bavaria. On June 1, 1815, Berthier fell to his death from a window on the third floor of his Bamberg castle while observing columns of Russian cavalry headed toward France.

For nearly two decades Berthier had translated the emperor’s wishes into decisive military orders, greatly facilitating the victory of French arms. Napoleon later claimed that he had dire need of Berthier’s services in 1815 and declared that had he been present, the French could have triumphed at Waterloo (June 18). Napoleon stated that “As chief of staff, Berthier has no equal.”
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Berwick, James FitzJames, First Duke of (1670–1734)

French general during the War of the Spanish Succession (1701–1714). Born at Moulins, France, on August 21, 1670, James FitzJames was the illegitimate son of the future King James II of England and Arabella Churchill and thus the nephew of John Churchill, the future Duke of Marlborough. Brought up a Catholic, FitzJames was educated at the Collège de Juilly, the Collège du Plessis, and the Collège de La Flèche.

At age 15 FitzJames was apprenticed to Charles V, Duke of Lorraine, to learn the military profession. FitzJames was present at the Siege of Buda, when Charles led an Austrian army to liberate that city from the Ottomans (September 2, 1686). In 1687 James II created FitzJames the duke of Berwick, the earl of Tinmouth, and Baron Bosworth. Returning to Hungary, Berwick distinguished himself in the Battle of Nagyharsany (Second Battle of Mohács, August 12, 1687), when Charles defeated the Ottomans.

Berwick returned to England, where James II made him governor of Portsmouth. When James was overthrown the next year in the Glorious Revolution of 1688, Berwick accompanied his father into exile. Berwick then took an active role in James’s attempts to recover his throne. Berwick fought in the Battle of the Boyne (July 12, 1690). Following the failure of the Irish campaign, however, he and many Irish and Scottish Catholics joined the French Army.

Berwick fought under French marshal François Henri de Montmorency-Bouteville, Duke of Luxembourg, when the French defeated English king William II in the Battle of Steenkerke (Steenkirk, August 3, 1692) and in the Battle of Neerwinden (Landen, July 29, 1693), where Berwick was taken prisoner. Soon exchanged, he was promoted to lieutenant general for his military service. In 1695 because of his support for his father and for fighting with the French against England, Berwick was attainted and his positions in England declared forfeit.

Berwick particularly distinguished himself during the War of the Spanish Succession. He initially served in Flanders under French king Louis XIV’s grandson, the incompetent Duke of Burgundy. Berwick’s principal accomplishments came in Spain, where he fought to establish Philippe, Duc d’Anjou, as King Philip V. After a year of fruitless campaigning with only a small army and little Spanish support, Berwick withdrew in 1704, but British and Portuguese intervention in Spain in 1706 prompted a general uprising of the Spanish people against the Portuguese and the Protestant English. Berwick, now a marshal of France, was thus able to recover Madrid on October 4. The next spring, English general Henri De Massue, Earl of Galway, led an allied army of 22,000 Portuguese, British, and Dutch troops from Valencia toward Madrid. Berwick, commanding a Franco-Spanish army (including an Irish regiment) of some 25,000 men, met and defeated them in the Battle of Almansa (April 25, 1707), ensuring Philip V’s position as king of Spain. (Almansa is sometimes noted as the only battle between the English and French in which the English army was commanded by a Frenchman and the French army was led by an Englishman.)

Following this victory, in 1707 Philip V created Berwick the duque de Liria y Xérica (duke of Liria and Jérica) and lieutenant of Aragon, while in 1710 Louis XIV made him the duke of Fitz-James. The success of allied forces under the Duke of Marlborough against the French in the Battle of Oudenarde (July 11, 1708) led to Berwick’s recall northward. He took part in unsuccessful French efforts to relieve the Siege of Lille (August 13–December 9, 1708) and was then dispatched to Piedmont, where he fought a successful campaign defending the Alps against an allied invasion of France from that direction. Berwick then returned to Spain and waged a highly successful campaign to secure Catalonia. His last great victory in the war was the capture, following a long siege (July 25, 1713–September 11, 1714), of Barcelona.

Appointed governor of Guienne, in April 1719 during the War of the Quadruple Alliance (1718–1720) Berwick again invaded Spain at the head of a French army of 30,000, this time against Philip V. French forces overran much of northern Spain until forced by disease and the onset of winter to return to France in November. Berwick was not called to military service again until 1733 during the War of the Polish Succession (1733–1738), when he commanded the French Army of the Rhine. Successfully besieging Kehl that year, he was killed in the Siege of Philippsburg, decapitated by a cannonball on June 12, 1734.

An excellent soldier and a masterful logistician, Berwick was widely recognized for his military abilities in campaigns involving rapid maneuver as well as position warfare and for his courage under fire and his personal integrity.
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Bismarck, Otto Edward Leopold von (1815–1898)

Minister president of Prussia and chancellor of Germany. Born at the family estate of Schönhausen in Brandenburg (now Saxony-Anhalt) just east of the Elbe on April 1, 1815, Otto Edward Leopold von Bismarck came from a prominent noble family. He briefly studied law at the University of Göttingen and finished his education at Friedrich Wilhelm University, Berlin. Entering the Prussian civil service as a court reporter, he had to resign for neglect of his duties. Bismarck then took over management of the family estates.

Marriage and election to the United Landtag in 1847 changed the sometimes wild Bismarck. In Berlin he was known as a conservative, even a reactionary. After the reversal of the Revolution of 1848 in Prussia, he served as Prussian representative to the Diet of the German Confederation at Frankfurt during 1851–1859, then Prussian ambassador to Russia during 1859–1862 and to France in 1862. Recalled to Berlin in September 1862 by his friend Minister of War Albrecht von Roon, Bismarck accepted from King Wilhelm I the post of minister president (premier) of Prussia. The king was then in deadlock with the Landtag (lower house of parliament) over expansion of the army and means to pay for it, and Bismarck believed that the Crown should openly defy the wishes of the nation’s elected representatives. Bismarck became, as he put it, “the best hated man in the country,” knowing that, if successful, his running roughshod over the Landtag would be forgotten. Bismarck believed that it was not “speeches and the will of the majority” but “iron and blood” that would bring the unification of Germany under Prussian leadership.
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Otto von Bismarck was minister-president of Prussia (1862–1890) and also German chancellor (1871–1890). Late in life he boasted that he had caused three wars. Certainly he was recognized as having masterminded the unification of Germany. Bismarck’s policies also did much to bring on World War I. (Chaiba Media)



Using taxes collected in defiance of the Landtag, Roon and chief of the Prussian General Staff General Helmuth von Moltke expanded, reformed, and readied the Prussian Army. Bismarck then engineered war with Denmark over the duchies of Schleswig and Holstein, persuading Austria to fight on Prussia’s side in 1864. Under his careful orchestration, relations with Austria steadily deteriorated. Securing the neutrality of France and Russia, he goaded Austria into war that saw Prussia and Italy fighting Austria and virtually all the other German states.

The Austro-Prussian War (Seven Weeks’ War) of June–August 1866 went as Bismarck planned, establishing Prussia as the dominant German power. Bismarck treated Austria leniently, taking some territory in northern Germany and forming the states north of the Main River into the North German Confederation. The war also brought Bismarck’s triumph over the Landtag, for he secured passage of a bill of indemnity on September 8, 1866, that legalized his actions since 1862.

Bismarck isolated France diplomatically, then secretly secured nomination of a Prussian Catholic prince as king of Spain. Bismarck then manipulated the ensuing diplomatic crisis during which the French government declared war on July 19, 1870. The Franco-Prussian War (1870–1871) pitted France against Prussia and the remainder of the German states and ended in a decisive German victory. Bismarck proclaimed at Versailles the establishment of the German Empire on January 18, 1871. In the ensuing Treaty of Frankfurt (May 1871), he took from France most of Alsace and Lorraine and imposed an indemnity of 5 billion francs, two and a half times the cost of the war to Prussia.

Now raised to prince and made chancellor of the new German Empire, Bismarck devoted his energies to establishing the new imperial institutions. In foreign affairs, his chief goal was to isolate France. He first tried for a tripartite arrangement with Austria-Hungary and Russia, but when this fell apart he opted for the Dual Alliance with Austria in 1879. He then secured a secret bilateral arrangement with Russia known as the Reinsurance Treaty in 1887.

While Bismarck enjoyed great success in foreign affairs, his record in domestic developments was far less satisfactory. The 1870s were marked by a struggle with the Catholic Church, and in the 1880s there were struggles with the socialists. Both were failures for Bismarck. When Wilhelm II became kaiser in 1888, he and Bismarck clashed on a number of issues—chiefly who would rule Germany—and Wilhelm forced him to leave office on March 18, 1890. From retirement, Bismarck criticized Wilhelm’s policies of dropping the Reinsurance Treaty in 1890 and opposed the kaiser’s plan to build a powerful navy, which Bismarck predicted would drive Britain into the arms of France. Bismarck died at his estate of Friedrichsruh on July 30, 1898.

Bismarck changed the face of Germany and of Europe, but his exaltation of the policy of blood and iron encouraged his countrymen to worship power at the expense of justice and helped bring on World War I and World War II. In domestic affairs, he placed excessive power in the hands of the kaiser and failed to train the German people in the art of self-government. As Georg von Bunsen summed up, Bismarck “made Germany great and Germans small.”

Spencer C. Tucker

Further Reading

Cecil, Lamar. Wilhelm II: Prince and Emperor, 1859–1900. Chapel Hill: University of North Carolina Press, 1989.

Crankshaw, Edward. Bismarck. New York: Viking, 1981.

Eyck, Erich. Bismarck and the German Empire. New York: Norton, 1964.

Palmer, Alan. Bismarck. New York: Scribner, 1976.

Pflanze, Otto. Bismarck and the Development of Germany. Princeton, NJ: Princeton University Press, 1963.

Blake, Robert (1599–1657)

English admiral. Born in 1599 (and baptized at St. Mary’s Church on September 27) in Bridgewater, Somerset, Robert Blake was educated at Wadham College, Oxford. He probably gained maritime experience from commercial enterprise and travel. Blake represented Bridgewater in the Short Parliament of 1640, and his Puritan principles led him to side with Parliament during the First English Civil War (1642–1646). He distinguished himself during the defenses of Bristol in 1643 and Lyme in 1644. As governor of Taunton, he successfully withstood a royalist siege ending in July 1645.

Blake returned to Parliament in 1646, and in February 1649 he was appointed a general-at-sea, along with Edward Popham and Richard Deane. Initial responsibilities included the suppression of royalist privateers under Prince Rupert, first in the Irish Sea and then at Lisbon and in the Mediterranean. On returning to England in 1651, Blake assumed command of an amphibious force that captured royalist strongholds on Jersey and the Scilly Isles.

With the return of Popham and Deane to land service, Blake remained the only general-at-sea at the beginning of the First Anglo-Dutch War (1652–1654). When a Dutch fleet led by Maarten van Tromp refused to salute a fleet led by Blake on May 19, 1652, fighting broke out between the English and Dutch. The resulting Battle of the Downs (Dover) was a chaotic brawl lasting four hours until Tromp withdrew, with the loss of two ships.

Blake sailed into the North Sea in early June to intercept a returning Dutch East India convoy and to disperse its herring fleet. Tromp sailed north to challenge him, but storms prevented a clash. Witte Corneliszoon de With replaced Tromp, who resumed command after Blake’s defeat of de With in the Battle of Kentish Knock (September 28, 1652), beating Blake in turn at Dungeness (November 30).

Parliament refused to accept Blake’s offered resignation. Deane and George Monck joined him as generals-at-sea, reorganizing the fleet and implementing a series of reforms. These efforts were rewarded in the Battle of Portland (February 18–20, 1653); the English lost a single warship, while the Dutch lost 11 ships, in addition to 30 merchantmen. Blake was wounded in the engagement, however. He also began to suffer from a series of ailments that burdened his remaining life and career. Monck assumed command of the fleet, but the timely return of Blake with 18 ships at the Battle of the Gabbard (June 2–3, 1653) won the day for the English. A blockade of the Dutch coast followed, but poor health forced Blake to relinquish command. By the time of his return to sea in September 1654, the Dutch had been defeated in the Battle of Scheveningen (July 31, 1653), and the war ended in April 1654.

Peace brought no respite for Blake, for Oliver Cromwell had designs against Spain. William Penn sailed to attack the West Indies and Cartagena, and Blake departed for the Mediterranean with 27 ships in October 1654. His success at Porto Farina (April 4, 1655), where 9 galleys were burned in a daring inshore attack, crowned his efforts against the Barbary pirates, but he was unable to intercept the Spanish Plate fleet and sailed to England in the autumn of 1655.

Blake returned to the Mediterranean in March 1656, with Edward Montagu joining him as a new general-at-sea. While operations against the Spanish were inconclusive, intelligence gained from captured ships led Blake to surmise correctly that the 1657 Plate fleet would concentrate at Tenerife prior to sailing for Cádiz. Blake found the galleons at Santa Cruz, anchored in a harbor protected by extensive fortifications. He launched a successful attack on April 20, destroying the entire Spanish fleet without losing a ship (although the treasure was secured ashore). Blake then left a blockading force off Cádiz, returning to England with the remainder of his fleet but succumbing to his final illness within sight of Plymouth on August 7, 1657.

Innovative, resourceful, true to his faith, and a bold naval commander and innovator, Blake can be regarded as one of the fathers of the Royal Navy.
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Blücher, Gebhard Leberecht von (1742–1819)

Prussian field marshal. Born in Rostock, Mecklenburg, on December 16, 1742, Gebhard Leberecht von Blücher enlisted in a Swedish cavalry regiment in 1757 during the Seven Years’ War (1756–1763) and fought against the Prussians until he was captured in 1760. He then changed sides and was commissioned a cornet in the Prussian Army. Soon earning a reputation for boldness and personal bravery as a resourceful cavalry officer, Blücher fought against Sweden until the end of the war. He was also noted for heavy drinking, gambling, and womanizing, qualities that were not acceptable in the army during the reign of Frederick II the Great (1740–1786).

Disliking garrison life and passed over for promotion, Blücher retired from the army in 1773 to farm. Recalled to service as a major in 1786 at his own request after the death of Frederick II, Blücher served with distinction against the French in the early battles of the French Revolutionary War and the Napoleonic Wars. As commander of the 8th Hussars, Blücher was victorious over the French in the Battle of Landau (May 28, 1794) and was promoted to major general.

Following peace between Prussia and France in 1795, Blücher became military governor of Münster, openly criticizing Prussia’s failure to enter the war on the side of Austria and Russia. In 1805 Blücher wrote a tract titled Thoughts on the Organization of a National Army, in which he urged that Prussia adopt a program of universal military service. In 1806 when Prussia again declared war on France, Blücher performed effectively during the Prussian withdrawal before Napoleon. Fighting under Friedrich Wilhelm, Duke of Brunswick, at the Battle of Auerstadt (October 14, 1806), Blücher mounted repeated cavalry charges against the French, attempting to cover Brunswick’s retreat. Blücher was one of the few Prussian generals to emerge from the war with his reputation intact. During 1807–1811 he was military governor of Pomerania, after which he retired.

At age 71, Blücher again came out of retirement in 1813 to fight in the War of German Liberation, only to lose at both Lützen (May 1–2) and Bautzen (May 20). He triumphed at Katzbach (August 26), however, and was the Prussian commander in the Battle of the Nations (Leipzig, October 16–18, 1813).

Promoted to field marshal, Blücher led Prussian forces across the Rhine and into France on January 1, 1814. Although checked by Napoleon on numerous occasions during the drive on Paris, Blücher always resumed the advance. On March 30, he joined forces with other Allied troops to win the Battle of Montmartre in the capital, bringing Napoleon’s abdication on April 6.

Blücher then again retired to his Silesian estates. With Napoleon’s return from Elba, Blücher again came out of retirement on March 8, 1815, at age 72 to command the Prussian Army in the field. Defeated in the Battle of Ligny (June 16, 1815), Blücher marched his men to support the English under Arthur Wellesley, Viscount Wellington of Talaverae, at Waterloo rather than retreat back on his base at Namur. Wellington later called it “the decision of the century,” for the arrival of the Prussians decided the Battle of Waterloo (June 18, 1815), Napoleon’s final defeat. Created the prince of Wahlstadt, Blücher then retired from the army for a final time. He died at Kribolwitz in Silesia on September 12, 1819.

Although rough, uneducated, and a man of substantial vices and appetites, Blücher was well respected by his men, who knew him as “Alte Vorwarts” (Old Forward). Personally courageous, he was also a bold and resourceful commonsensical commander who relied heavily on a highly effective staff. His great accomplishment was to restore confidence in the Prussian Army, which had been badly shaken by its early defeats at the hands of Napoleon.
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Boelcke, Oswald (1891–1917)

German Air Service pilot and ace regarded as the father of aerial combat. Born in Giebichenstein near Halle, Saxony, on May 9, 1891, Oswald Boelcke sought a military career. After study at the Prussian Cadet Academy at Koblenz, he entered the Military Telegraph Service in 1912 as an officer cadet. At Darmstadt, Boelcke became interested in aviation and soon transferred to the German Air Service. He completed pilot training at Halberstadt shortly after the beginning of World War I. Later in September 1914, Boelcke was stationed with Fliegerabteilung 13 (Aviation Section 13) near Montmédy, where he formed a highly successful flying team with his older brother Wilhelm, a trained observer, performing reconnaissance missions over the Western Front.

At the beginning of May 1915 on his own instigation, Boelcke was transferred to Fliegerabteilung 62 at Douai. July 1915 saw the introduction of the Fokker E.1 Eindecker aircraft, a plane equipped with synchronizing gear allowing a machine gun to fire through the propeller arc, and Boelcke was one of five German pilots given access to the first three prototype models. The Eindecker ushered in a period in aerial combat known to the Western Allies as the Fokker Scourge, although Boelcke himself did not score his first confirmed kill until August 19. Nine days later while on the ground, he dove into a canal fully clothed to rescue a drowning French boy.

Together with squadron mate Max Immelmann, Boelcke devised the best way to utilize the Eindecker. Boelcke was much more methodical in recording the lessons of aerial combat. On January 12, 1916, both Boelcke and Immelmann, who vied with one another to become the leading German ace, were awarded the coveted Pour le Mérite (Blue Max) after scoring eight victories, the first German pilots to be so honored.

In March 1916 Boelcke, who believed that he was stationed too far from the front, received permission to use the airfield at Sivry in support of the German offensive at Verdun. He connected a frontline observation post to the airfield, creating the first tactical air direction center. Boelcke was then appointed leader of the new Fliegerabteilung Sivry of six aircraft, the precursor of the Jasta fighter squadrons.

At the request of Flugfeldchef Hermann von der Leith-Thomsen, Boelcke also prepared a set of rules for air combat, which came to be known as the Dicta Boelcke. These stressed disciplined formations and accurate gunnery. In spite of great technological change, much of the Dicta Boelcke remained valid at least through World War II.

Concerned for his safety, the German high command grounded Boelcke following Immelmann’s death in combat on June 18. Boelcke then persuaded the high command to organize aircraft into fighter squadrons (Jagdstaffel or Jasta). Sent on an inspection tour of the Balkans and the Eastern Front, Boelcke visited with German pilots. In August he was recalled to the Western Front to organize and command Jagdstaffel 2, which was officially named Jasta Boelcke after his death. For the new fighter squadron, Boelcke recruited a number of talented pilots, including Baron Manfred von Richthofen, for whom Boelcke was both mentor and instructor. Jasta 2 was the premier German air unit of the war, with 20 aces and 336 aerial victories for only 44 German losses.

On October 28, 1917, Boelcke was on his sixth sortie of the day, flying with his two best pilots, Erwin Böhme and Richthoften. Unaware of each other’s presence, Boelcke and Böhme closed on the same British aircraft, and the upper wing of Boelcke’s plane struck the undercarriage of Böhme’s aircraft. Boelcke appeared to regain control of the aircraft, but when he exited a cloud bank the top wing was gone, and his aircraft came down near a German artillery battery. The crash landing did not appear to be a major one, but Boelcke, who rarely wore his flying helmet or seatbelt, was found dead, killed immediately on impact. Böhme was not to blame, for Boelcke had violated his own dictum of not closing in on a single combatant when others were in pursuit of it, but Böhme had to be restrained from taking his own life. He would be shot down and killed 13 months later.

Boelcke’s final total was 40 Allied aircraft, most of them shot down by waiting until he was nearly on top of his opponent before opening fire. Among his victims was Victor Chapman, the first American ever killed in aerial combat.
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Bolívar, Simón (1783–1830)

South American revolutionary leader, general, and liberator. Born into a wealthy family in Caracus, Venezuela, on July 24, 1783, Simón Bolívar was orphaned at age nine, after which he was raised by an uncle and educated by tutors. Bolívar traveled to Spain in 1799 to complete his education and there married a young Spanish noblewoman in 1802. He returned with his wife in 1803 to Venezuela, where she died of yellow fever. Bolívar traveled to Spain in 1804. After visiting France, he returned to Venezuela in 1807.

Napoleon Bonaparte’s removal of the Bourbons from the Spanish throne in 1808 brought upheaval to the Spanish colonies in Latin America, and Bolívar joined the Latin American movement seeking independence. Dispatched on a diplomatic mission to Britain by the Venezuelan Junta in 1810, he was unable to secure assistance and returned to Venezuela in March 1811 with Francesco Miranda, who had led an unsuccessful revolution in Venezuela in 1806. Bolívar joined the army of the new republic (declared on July 5, 1811). He commanded the fortress of Porto Cabello, but when Miranda was forced to surrender to the Spanish in July, Bolívar fled to Cartagena de Indias.

Securing a military command in New Grenada (now Colombia), Bolívar led an invasion of Venezuela in May 1813 and defeated the Spanish in six hard-fought battles, known as the Campaña Admirable. He entered Mérida on May 23 and was proclaimed El Liberador. Bolívar took Caracas (August 6) and was confirmed as El Liberador.

Civil war soon broke out. Bolívar won a series of battles but was defeated at La Puerta (June 15, 1814) and forced to flee to New Grenada. Gaining control of forces there, he liberated Bogotá, only to be defeated by Spanish troops at Santa Maria and forced into exile in Jamaica in 1815. There he requested and received assistance from Haitian leader Alexandre Pétion in return for a promise to free the slaves.

Returning to Venezuela in December 1816, Bolívar fought a series of battles but was again defeated at La Puerta (March 15, 1818). Withdrawing into the Orinoco region, he raised a new force. Joined by several thousand British and Irish volunteers who were veterans of the Napoleonic Wars and linking up with other revolutionary forces, he crossed the Andes by the Pisba Pass and caught Spanish forces completely by surprise, winning the important Battle of Boyacá (June 11, 1819) and taking Bogotá (August 10). On the creation in September 1821 of Gran Colombia, a federation comprising much of modern Venezuela, Colombia, Panama, and Ecuador, Bolívar became its president. Victories over the Spanish in the Battles of Carabobo (June 25, 1821) and Pichincha (May 24, 1822) consolidated his authority in Venezuela and Ecuador.
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South American revolutionary leader Simón Bolívar (1783–1830) was, more than any other individual, responsible for the early-19th-century liberation of much of Latin America, including Venezuela, Colombia, Ecuador, Peru, and Bolivia. (Library of Congress)



In September 1823, Bolívar arrived in Lima to raise a new army. He defeated royalist forces in the Battle of Junín (August 6, 1824) and then departed to liberate Upper Peru, which was renamed Bolivia by its people. Bolívar wrote the new state’s constitution, which provided for a republican form of government with a strong presidency. His subsequent efforts to bring about Latin American unity were unsuccessful. Disheartened by the secession of Venezuela from the Gran Colombia in 1829, Bolívar, now in failing health, resigned his presidency on April 27, 1830. Intending to travel to Europe, he died near Santa Marta, Colombia, of tuberculosis on December 17, 1830.

Tenacious, bold, and resourceful, Bolívar was a great motivator of men. He was a staunch republican who favored limited government, property rights, and the rule of law. Not a brilliant tactician as a general, he was more important as an inspirational leader. Credited with having led the fight for the independence of the present nations of Venezuela, Colombia, Ecuador, Panama, and Bolivia, Bolívar was disappointed in his efforts to achieve continental unity. He is today regarded as one of Latin America’s greatest heroes.
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Boroević von Bojna, Svetozar (1856–1920)

Austro-Hungarian field marshal. Born into a military family in Umetić, Croatia, on December 13, 1856, Svetozar Boroević attended military schools in Kemenitz and Guns and then the Infantry Cadet School at Liebenau near Graz, where he was commissioned a lieutenant in the Austro-Hungarian Army upon graduation on May 1, 1875. He distinguished himself in the Bosnian campaign of 1878, especially in the storming of Sarajevo, and was awarded the Military Merit Cross. Boroević attended the War Academy in Vienna (1881–1883) and then served with the General Staff. During 1887–1891, he taught at the Theresian Military Academy at Wiener Neustadt. Promoted to major in May 1892 and to lieutenant colonel in May 1895, in April 1896 he assumed command of a battalion of the 17th Infantry Regiment, and in November 1897 he was promoted to colonel. During 1898–1904 he was chief of staff of VIII Corps at Prague.

In February 1904 Boroević took command of the 14th Infantry Brigade at Peterwardein, receiving promotion to Generalmajor (U.S. equiv. brigadier general) on May 1. The next year he was raised to the Hungarian nobility; thereafter he was known as Boroević von Bojna. He then commanded the VII District Landwehr militia (1907–1912). On May 1, 1908, he was promoted to Feldmarschalleutnant (U.S. equiv. major general). In September 1909 he assumed command of VI Corps at Kassa (present-day Kosice, Slovakia). He was promoted to General der Infanterie (U.S. equiv. lieutenant general) on May 1, 1913.

At the beginning of World War I, Boroević von Bojna commanded VI Corps in Galicia. He fought in the Battle of Zamosc-Komarów (August 26–30, 1914) and the subsequent relief of Przemyśl. Boroević von Bojna saw action in the Carpathian Mountains against the Russians the next winter. The following spring (May 1915) he commanded the Third Army in support of the German Eleventh Army at Gorlice-Tarnów.

Beginning in late May 1915 and for the next two years, Boroević von Bojna commanded the Fifth Army, later named the Isonzo Army, on the Italian front. Although his forces were outmanned and outgunned, he was successful in holding Italian Army forces at bay in the series of 11 battles along the Isonzo River (June 23, 1915–September 15, 1917). In the great Battle of Caporetto (October 24–November 12, 1917), sometimes called the Twelfth Battle of the Isonzo, his army and the German forces routed the Italians. Boroević von Bojna was unable to mount an effective pursuit because of a lack of transport, and Italian forces were able to establish a new line along the Piave.

In January 1918 Boroević von Bojna strongly opposed Hungarian proposals to divide the Dual Monarchy’s army into separate Austrian and Hungarian commands. Promoted to Feldmarschall (field marshal) on February 1, 1918, he in vain opposed chief of staff Feldmarschall Franz Conrad von Hötzendorf’s plan for a new Alpine offensive. Although Boroević von Bojna’s forces advanced as far as Montello, the rising Piave River and stiff Allied resistance drove them back to their original positions. In the Battle of Vittorio Veneto (October 24–November 4, 1918), the final Allied offensive on the Italian front, Boroević von Bojna led an initial stubborn defense, but his army soon began to break apart, with divisions leaving the battle or refusing to attack. On October 28 Austria requested an armistice, forcing Boroević von Bojna into a difficult and awkward retreat. He tried but failed to rally the armies for a final defense of Austria, then offered to lead a march on Vienna to help Karl I restore order there, which the emperor refused.

Boroević von Bojna retired in December 1918. He was certainly one of the finest senior commanders of the Dual Monarchy in the war, especially known for his mastery of defensive warfare. Boroević von Bojna attempted to make his home in the newly formed Yugoslavia but was instead forced to live in poverty in Austria until his death in Klagenfurt on May 23, 1920.

Harold Lee Wise

Further Reading

Rothenberg, Gunther. The Army of Francis Joseph. West Lafayette, IN: Purdue University Press, 1976.

Schindler, John R. Isonzo: The Forgotten Sacrifice of the Great War. Westport, CT: Praeger, 2001.

Stone, Norman. The Eastern Front, 1914–1917. New York: Scribner, 1975.

Villari, Luigi. The War on the Italian Front. London: Cobden-Sanderson, 1932.

Botha, Louis (1862–1919)

Boer and South African general and statesman. Born on September 27, 1862, at Honigfontein near Greytown, Natal, the son of a Boer farmer, Louis Botha was educated at a German Orange Free State mission school. He then became a farmer himself, settling near Vryheid. Botha fought in the 1884 Zululand succession war. Elected to the Volksraad (parliament) of the Transvaal in 1898, he was a political moderate.

Although Botha opposed war with Britain and abstained from the vote for war (October 11, 1899), he joined the Transvaal commando and quickly demonstrated his abilities in the field during the 1899–1902 Boer War, rising to second-in-command of forces under General Petrus J. Joubert. Botha distinguished himself in the defeat of British forces in the Battle of Talana (October 20, 1899) and the Battle of Ladysmith (October 30). He then directed the Siege of Ladysmith (November 2, 1899–February 28, 1900), exercising full command when Joubert was seriously injured (November 23, 1899). Proving adept at forging Boer unity, Botha turned back three relief attempts by British forces under Lieutenant General Sir Redvers Buller in the battles at Colenso (December 15, 1899), Spion Kop (January 24, 1900), and Vaal Krantz (February 5–7).

Outflanked by Buller in the Battle of the Tugela River (February 17–18, 1900), Botha was subsequently forced to abandon the Ladysmith siege and then was maneuvered by Buller out of positions in the Biggarsberg Mountains along the Natal–Orange Free State border (May 14). Buller defeated Botha at Bergendal (August 27) in the last large battle of the Boer War. Although Botha was unable to prevent British Army forces from taking Johannesburg and Pretoria in late 1900, he proved to be a highly skilled tactician who was effective both in dealing with people and in guerrilla warfare, which he waged, chiefly in northern Transvaal, against the British for two years.

Invading Natal in September 1901 in support of General Jan Smut’s Cape Colony raid, Botha defeated British forces under Lieutenant Colonel Hubert Gough in the Battle of Blood River Poort (September 17, 1901), only to be repulsed at Forts Itala and Prospect (both on September 26). He won a costly victory in the Battle of Bakenlaagte (October 30), but by the beginning of 1902 his forces were worn out.

Botha played a major role in peace negotiations and signed the Treaty of Vereeniging with Britain (May 31, 1902), something that angered many of his countrymen. Thereafter he worked to achieve reconciliation between the Boers and the British. In February 1907 he was elected the first prime minister of the Transvaal under British rule, and on May 31, 1910, he was chosen as the first prime minister of the Union of South Africa, serving in that position until his death.

On the outbreak of World War I, Botha extended wholehearted support to Britain, sensing an opportunity to acquire German territory in Africa. Botha suppressed an anti-British insurrection in South Africa during September 1914–February 1915. In early 1915, Botha and Defense Minister Jan Christian Smuts led converging forces into and conquered German South-West Africa (February–July 9, 1915). Although in poor health, Botha attended the Paris Peace Conference following the war and with Smuts signed the Treaty of Versailles, in which South Africa secured a mandate over South-West Africa. Botha died at Pretoria on August 27, 1919. Smuts succeeded him as prime minister.
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Boudica, Queen (?–60 or 61 CE)

Boudica (Boudicca, Boadicea, and, in Welsh, Buddug) was queen of the Iceni tribe in Britain and leader of an uprising against the Romans. The absence of native British literature in this period means that knowledge of Boudica and her rebellion against Rome relies entirely on the writings of Roman historians. Boudica was apparently not of the Iceni tribe but was of royal descent; Roman sources describe her as highly intelligent, tall, and with long reddish brown hair that came to her waist. The name “Boudica” is derived from the Celtic and apparently means “victory.” The closest English name would probably be Victoria.

Sometime between 43 and 45 CE, Boudica was married to Prasutagus, king of the Iceni, a Celtic tribe located in East Anglia in southern Britain. Emperor Claudius and his Roman army conquered large areas of Britain in 43. Although the Icenis were somewhat isolated geographically, Prasutagus understood the realities of Roman power and traveled to Camulodunum (today Colchester in Essex) and agreed to ally with Rome as a client king. Although subject to Roman authority, the Icenis were thus able to maintain their culture. Prasutagus had no male heirs, and his will provided that on his death the kingdom would go jointly to his daughters and the Roman emperor (Nero), but when Prasutagus died in 60 CE his will was ignored, as Roman law did not permit the royal inheritance by females. The kingdom was annexed as if conquered, the royal kinsmen were enslaved, and Boudica was flogged and forced to watch her daughters, then reportedly about 12 years old, being raped.

In 60 or 61 CE while Roman governor Gaius Suetonius Paulinus was leading a military operation on the island of Anglesey in northern Wales, Boudica led the Icenis in revolt, it not being unusual in Celtic society for women to occupy positions of power and influence. The indigenous peoples had suffered heavily under Roman rule, and the erection of a temple in Camulodunum (today Colchester) to Emperor Claudius, who had conquered the Celts and destroyed much of their culture, as well as the Roman attack on the Druid religion caused other tribes, among them the Trinovantes, to join the revolt. The insurgents destroyed Camulodunum, formerly the Trinovante capital, and routed the IX Hispana Legion, sent to relieve Camulodunum, probably at today’s village of Great Wratting in Suffolk.

Learning of the revolt, Suetonius proceeded to the Roman commercial settlement of Londinium (London), the rebels’ next target. Concluding that he lacked the numbers to defend it, Suetonius evacuated Londinium. The rebels burned it to the ground and killed all those who had not evacuated. The same process occurred at Verulamium (St. Albans). Reportedly, tens of thousands of people were killed in the three Roman settlements.

Suetonius, meanwhile, regrouped his forces in the West Midlands and, despite being heavily outnumbered, employed superior training and maneuverability, body armor (which the Celts lacked), and discipline to defeat and then massacre the Celts in the critical Battle of Watling Street (60 or 61 CE). According to the Roman historian Tacitus, almost 80,000 Celts fell in this battle. Emperor Nero had been considering withdrawing Roman forces from the island, but Suetonius’s victory secured Roman control of the province. Boudica escaped from the battle and returned to her kingdom, where she committed suicide or fell ill and died. Boudica remains an important cultural symbol in the United Kingdom.
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Boufflers, Louis François, Duc de (1644–1711)

Marshal of France who fought in the wars of King Louis XIV (r. 1643–1715). Louis François, Duc de Boufflers, was born on January 10, 1644, in Crillion, Picardy (today’s Department of the Oise) into an old French noble family with a strong tradition of military service. He joined the French Army at age 18 in 1662. Boufflers first saw action during the expedition against Algiers in 1664. He took part in the French invasion of Flanders during the War of Devolution (1667–1678) and was present at the captures of Tournai and Lisle (August 28, 1667).

In 1669 Boufflers became colonel of a regiment of royal dragoons. He rose to prominence during the Dutch War (1672–1678) and won the favor of Louis XIV while serving with distinction under Henri de la Tour d’Auvergne, Vicomte de Turenne, in Germany and Lorraine (1672–1674). Boufflers was wounded in the Battle of Enzheim (October 4, 1672). Following the death of Turenne, Boufflers served under Marshal François de Créqui in Germany (1675–1677) and was wounded again in the French victory over the German forces led by Duke Charles of Lorraine in the Battle of Kochersberg (October 17, 1677).

Boufflers was promoted to colonel general of dragoons in 1679 and to lieutenant general in 1682. During the Chambres de Réunion (1680–1683), Boufflers had command of an expedition to Fontarabia (Feunterrabia), Spain, in 1683. Commanding French forces on the Moselle, he opened the War of the Grand Alliance (War of the League of Augsburg or the Nine Years’ War, 1688–1697) with a series of victories. Boufflers invaded the Palatinate and took the important fortress of Mainz (October 15, 1688) as well as Worms and several other towns. During the Siege of Mons (March 15–April 10, 1691), he was again wounded while leading an attack. Fighting under Marshal François Henri de Montmorency-Bouteville, Duc de Luxembourg, Boufflers took part in the French victory in the Battle of Sreenkerke in the Spanish Netherlands (August 3, 1692). For his services he was raised to marshal of France (1693), and in 1694 he was made a duke and given the governorship of Lille. In 1695 Boufflers was cocommander with Marshal François de Neufville, Duc de Villeroi, of French forces in Flanders. Besieged at Namur (July 1–September 6), Boufflers only surrendered after an acclaimed defense and with the loss of 8,000 of his 13,000 men.

Early in the War of the Spanish Succession (1701–1714), Boufflers fought in the Spanish Netherlands, defeating the Dutch at Nijmegen (April 27, 1702), but he was then forced to abandon the Meuse fortresses and driven from the Spanish Netherlands in a brilliant campaign of maneuver (June–July) by the allied commander John Churchill, Duke of Marlborough. Boufflers was then appointed commander of the Royal Bodyguard (1704). When the city of Lille was threatened with a siege by Marlborough and Prince Eugène of Savoy, Boufflers was appointed to command there, conducting a gallant resistance (August 13–December 9, 1708) in what is regarded as one of the major examples of positional warfare. Although finally forced to surrender, he was accorded the full honors of war and was rewarded by Louis XIV as if he had been victorious, being made a peer of France. In 1709 when France was threatened by invasion, Boufflers offered to serve under his junior, Claude-Louis-Hector de Villars, and was with him at Malplaquet (September 11, 1709) in what was one of the bloodiest battles of modern history. After Villars was wounded, Boufflers assumed command of the French forces and carried out a masterful retreat, keeping the army intact and thus able to defend Paris.

Boufflers retired at the end of 1709. He died at Fontainebleau on August 22, 1711. A commander of great courage, skill, and tenacity who was only rarely in supreme command, Boufflers was a master of the positional warfare of his day.
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Bradley, Omar Nelson (1893–1981)

U.S. Army general. Born in Clark, Missouri, on February 12, 1893, Omar Nelson Bradley graduated from the U.S. Military Academy, West Point, in 1915 and was commissioned a second lieutenant of infantry. Bradley saw service along the Mexican border during 1916 following Pancho Villa’s raid on Columbus, New Mexico, but missed combat in World War I. During the interwar period Bradley’s career followed a familiar pattern, with a number of troop commands interspersed with assignments at various military schools, including West Point. He graduated from the Command and General Staff School at Fort Leavenworth in 1929. His most significant assignment was as chief of the Weapons Section during Colonel George C. Marshall’s tenure as deputy commandant at the Infantry School at Fort Benning, Georgia (1929–1933). Bradley graduated from the Army War College in 1934 and then was a tactical officer at West Point (1934–1938). He was promoted to lieutenant colonel in June 1936.

Following service in General Marshall’s secretariat of the General Staff during 1939–1941, Bradley was promoted to brigadier general in February 1941 and assigned command of the Infantry School. Promotion to major general followed in February 1942, and Bradley commanded successively the 82nd Infantry and the 28th National Guard Divisions. In February 1943 Marshall dispatched Bradley to North Africa, where General Dwight D. Eisenhower assigned him as deputy commander of Lieutenant General George S. Patton’s II Corps in the wake of the Kasserine Pass debacle (February 19–25, 1943). When Patton assumed command of the Seventh Army, Bradley took command of II Corps and led it with great distinction in both Tunisia and Sicily.

In October 1943 Bradley assumed command of the First Army and transferred to England to prepare for the cross-channel invasion. He commanded American ground forces on D-day in Operation OVERLORD and during the ensuing Normandy campaign. On July 26, 1944, the First Army broke the German lines outside Saint-Lô in Operation COBRA, Bradley’s operational masterpiece. On August 1, 1944, Bradley assumed command of the 12th Army Group, then encompassing Lieutenant General Courtney Hodges’s First Army and Lieutenant General George Patton’s Third Army.

During the subsequent drive across France, Bradley performed well but not spectacularly. His failure to close the Falaise-Argentan gap reflected poorly on his ability as a strategist and undoubtedly extended the war on the Western Front. When German leader Adolf Hitler launched the Ardennes counteroffensive (the Battle of the Bulge, December 16, 1944–January 16, 1945), Bradley was slow to react, but in the subsequent campaign he renewed Marshall’s and Eisenhower’s confidence by carefully orchestrating the advance of the American armies on Field Marshal Bernard L. Montgomery’s right flank. By war’s end, Bradley had clearly emerged as Eisenhower’s most trusted military adviser. As the 12th Army Group grew to include four separate armies, the largest purely American military force in history, Bradley was promoted to full general in March 1945 on the eve of Germany’s capitulation.

After the war Bradley headed the Veterans Administration, and in February 1948 he succeeded Eisenhower as army chief of staff. In this post Bradley championed the continued unification of the nation’s armed forces. One year later he became the first chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff. Bradley was subsequently promoted to the five-star rank of general of the army on September 22, 1950.

During the Korean War, Bradley supported President Harry S. Truman’s relief of General Douglas MacArthur and also opposed expansion of the war. Bradley retired from active military service in August 1953 to become chairman of the board of the Bulova Watch Corporation. During the Vietnam War, he served as an adviser to President Lyndon Johnson. Bradley died on April 8, 1981, in Washington, D.C.

Modest and unassuming, Bradley was best known as an excellent administrator and planner. Though hardly a brilliant field commander, he performed well under stress and was certainly one of the most successful generals of World War II. Bradley was greatly respected for his concern for the welfare of his men.
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Bragg, Braxton (1817–1876)

U.S. Army and Confederate Army officer and commander of the most important Confederate forces in the western theater for much of the American Civil War. Braxton Bragg was born on March 22, 1817, in Warrenton, North Carolina. After attending local schools, he graduated fifth in his class of 50 from the U.S. Military Academy, West Point, in 1833. Bragg was commissioned in the 3rd Artillery Regiment and sent to Florida to participate in the removal of the Seminoles. His health failed as a result of the conditions and stress, and he spent most of 1838 recovering. Bragg also gained a reputation as a rigid commander who was quarrelsome and critical of faults among superiors and subordinates alike. Lacking tact in delicate situations, he made his dissatisfaction known publicly.

In 1845, Bragg was assigned to the Army of Occupation under Major General Zachary Taylor in Texas. During the Mexican-American War (1846–1848), Bragg distinguished himself by his ability to mold raw recruits into disciplined fighting men as well as for his administrative skill, and he was breveted for bravery in battle. He was also hated by his men, some of whom reportedly tried to kill him. Bragg distinguished himself as an artillery battery commander in the Battle of Buena Vista (February 22–23, 1847). Dissatisfied with the lack of progress in his military career, he resigned his commission as a lieutenant colonel in 1855 and purchased a sugar plantation in Louisiana.

When Louisiana seceded from the Union in January 1861, Bragg became head of its army. He was appointed a brigadier general in the Confederate Army on March 7, 1861, and sent to confront Fort Pickens, quickly turning the inexperienced volunteers into disciplined soldiers. Bragg was promoted to major general on September 12, 1861. Following the fall of Forts Donelson and Henry in February 1862, he led his men from Florida to join the main Confederate Army in the western theater.

Bragg distinguished himself in the Battle of Shiloh on April 6–7, 1862, where he commanded II Corps of the Army of Mississippi under General Albert Sidney Johnston. Bragg retained the corps command during the Battle of Corinth (October 3–4). On June 1862, Bragg’s friend from the Mexican-American War, Confederate president Jefferson Davis, appointed him a full general and named him to command the Army of Tennessee, with date of rank from April 6.

Bragg performed well in Tennessee in the late summer of 1862 and mounted an invasion of Kentucky in connection with forces under Major General Edmund Kirby Smith but was forced to withdraw following the Battle of Perryville (October 8). On December 31, 1862, and January 2, 1863, Bragg attacked Union major general William S. Rosecrans’s Army of the Cumberland in the Battle of Stones River and was defeated. Rosecrans then maneuvered Bragg out of Chattanooga, but Bragg counterattacked and caught Rosecrans off guard and defeated him in the Battle of Chickamauga (September 19–20). Bragg, however, failed to follow up the victory, and after having alienated his men through his harsh discipline and his chief subordinates through his incessant criticism and refusal to accept responsibility for mistakes, his generals urged President Davis to relieve him, without success. Davis even traveled to Chattanooga to assess the situation in person, but he determined that the complaints were the work of malcontents and decided to retain Bragg.

Bragg suffered a major defeat in the Battle of Missionary Ridge (November 25, 1862), largely as a consequence of poor placement of artillery, and he resigned his command under pressure on November 29. Unable to part with his friend, Davis then brought Bragg to Richmond as his military adviser. In this position, Bragg improved conscription and the supply system and reduced corruption. Sent to Fort Fisher near Wilmington, North Carolina, in October 1864 to defend the Confederacy’s last Atlantic seaport, Bragg bungled the defense. Fort Fisher fell in January 1865, although Bragg managed to extricate most of his men and win a small battle at Kinston (March 8–10, 1865). Bragg ended his military career as a subordinate to General Joseph E. Johnston in the Army of Tennessee in an unsuccessful effort to block William T. Sherman’s march through North Carolina. Bragg’s last action was the Battle of Bentonville (March 19–21, 1865).

Following the war, Bragg, having lost his plantation, worked as superintendent of the waterworks in New Orleans, then later in an insurance firm. In 1874 he accepted a position as the chief engineer for the Gulf, Colorado, and Santa Fe Railroad. Bragg died in Galveston, Texas, on September 27, 1876.

Tim Watts and Spencer C. Tucker
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Brock, Sir Isaac (1769–1812)

British Army officer. Isaac Brock was born into a family of means at St. Peter Port, Isle of Guernsey, on October 6, 1769. Educated at home, he entered the 8th Regiment of Foot in March 1785 as an ensign, his commission having been purchased. Brock rose to lieutenant in 1790 and two years later obtained a captaincy in the 49th Foot by raising a new company for it. He purchased a majority in 1795 and a lieutenant colonelcy in 1797.

Except for a brief posting in Jamaica, where he took ill in 1793, Brock spent most of his career in garrison. His only experience in battle occurred on October 2, 1799, when the 49th Foot participated in an action near Egmont op Zee during a brief British campaign in Holland. Brock then took part with the 49th Foot in the fleet of Admiral Sir Hyde Parker for operations against Denmark in 1801. Vice Admiral Lord Horatio Nelson negated the need for Brock to lead his regiment ashore when he destroyed much of the Danish fleet at Copenhagen on April 2, bringing a peace settlement.

Ordered to Canada in 1802, the 49th Foot arrived at Quebec in August. During the next decade, detachments of the regiment served at various posts in Lower and Upper Canada, and Brock gained experience as a garrison commander on the frontier. He was promoted to colonel in 1805, to brigadier general in 1807, and to major general in 1811. He made one visit home during 1805–1806 and then returned to Canada.

During his decade in Canada, Brock earned a reputation for efficiency and affability. In 1811 he requested permission to return to England and seek employment with the army fighting Napoleon in Europe. In the meantime, Lieutenant Governor Francis Gore of Upper Canada went home on leave, and Sir George Prevost arrived at Quebec as governor in chief of British North America. Brock was appointed to take Gore’s civil post and to command the forces in Upper Canada. Early in 1812 Brock received permission to leave Canada, but he chose to stay, in part because he felt honor-bound to prepare for the coming war with the United States. Also, his two senior positions brought him additional income needed to pay off large debts incurred by his family in a bank failure in 1811.

Concerned that the militia of Upper Canada was unfit for active service, Brock formed new flank companies of the best officers and men in the various regiments. He had grave doubts about the overall loyalty of the populace, a large percentage of which consisted of recent settlers from the United States. He also doubted the dependability of the Indian allies but managed to arrange their tentative backing through a close association with Chief John Norton of the Grand River Six Nations.

Prevost’s defensive strategy retained most of the regular troops in Lower Canada, leaving Brock to defend the 600-mile border of Upper Canada with fewer than 5,000 regulars, militia, and Indians. Brock combined them to occupy the main posts on the St. Lawrence, Niagara, and Detroit Rivers, supported on the lakes by the Provincial Marine.

Brock hoped to carry out preemptive strikes against American forts, but Prevost, following orders from London, prohibited any action that might rouse support for the war among the Americans. Nevertheless, Brock gave tacit consent for the assault and capture of American Fort Mackinac, carried out on July 17, 1812. When he learned the details of the invasion across the Detroit River launched by U.S. Army brigadier general William Hull on July 12, Brock acted with his customary dispatch, proceeding with a reinforcement of regulars, militia, and Indians by boat to Fort Amherstburg during the second week of August. Hull had withdrawn to Detroit by this time, and Brock worked with Colonel Henry Procter and Shawnee chief Tecumseh to threaten Detroit with bombardment, which prompted Hull to surrender his army without a fight (August 16, 1812). Brock was now lauded as the savior of Upper Canada. The Crown honored him with a knighthood on October 9.

The armistice negotiated by Prevost and U.S. Army major general Henry Dearborn prevented Brock from working with Tecumseh to execute a campaign into the Old Northwest, much to Brock’s frustration. Brock returned to Niagara, expecting an attack on Fort George or Fort Erie. When the Americans crossed at Queenston on October 13, Brock rode there and was killed that day while leading a small detachment of regulars and militia in an attempt to recapture a battery taken by the invaders.

More than anyone else, Brock prevented the fulfillment of U.S. plans to conquer Canada in 1812. He has been lauded as Canada’s first war hero.

Robert Malcomson
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Brown, Jacob Jennings (1775–1828)

U.S. Army general. Jacob Jennings Brown was born on May 9, 1775, in Bucks County, Pennsylvania, to a prosperous Quaker farming family. Brown graduated from the University of Pennsylvania in 1790, but his father’s financial setbacks forced Brown to support himself. Beginning in 1793, he taught school in Crosswicks, New Jersey, for three years and then surveyed land in Ohio for another two years. He moved to New York in 1798 and opened a select school there. Several articles he wrote for local Federalist newspapers attracted favorable attention from fellow New Yorker Alexander Hamilton. When Hamilton was appointed inspector general of an army being raised in 1799 during the Quasi-War with France, he appointed Brown as his secretary.

By 1800, Brown had purchased a large tract of land in upstate New York, bordering Lake Ontario. He founded the town of Brownsville and enjoyed financial success, although part of his income came from smuggling potash across the border into Canada. In recognition of Brown’s financial acumen and social standing, he was named colonel of the Jefferson County Militia in 1809. His energy and efforts to improve his regiment led to promotion to brigadier general of militia in 1811.

When the United States declared war on Great Britain in June 1812, Brown was given responsibility for patrolling a sector from Oswego, New York, to Lake Francis, commanding a mixed group of regulars and militia. On October 4, 1812, he successfully defended Ogdensburg against a British raid.

By May 1813, Brown was in charge of the defenses at Sackets Harbor, the main American naval base on Lake Ontario, with only 160 men. With the American squadron absent, British troops under Lieutenant General Sir George Prevost, commander in chief of British forces in Canada, sailed from Kingston to capture and destroy the base. Learning of the British plans, Brown collected 400 soldiers and 500 militiamen and defeated the British landing on May 29. Rewarded with a commission as a brigadier general in the regular army effective July 19, 1813, Brown was assigned as a brigade commander in Major General James Wilkinson’s attack on Montreal in November 1813. Brown commanded the advance guard, where his performance was exemplary.

When Wilkinson abandoned the campaign, Brown was appointed to succeed him. Promoted to major general on January 24, 1814, Brown was ordered back to Sackets Harbor in February. He spent the spring and early summer of 1814 planning a new campaign against British forces in Canada.

Brown’s chief subordinates were regular army brigadier generals Winfield Scott and Eleazer W. Ripley. Recognizing Scott’s talent for training, Brown appointed him drillmaster for the army. By July, Brown divided his forces into three brigades—two of regulars and one of volunteer militia. Although his forces totaled only 3,500 men, his army was better trained and equipped than any previous American army in the war.

On July 3, 1814, Brown crossed the Niagara River and captured Fort Erie after only token resistance. Two days later he fought a sharp engagement on the Chippewa River against a British force under Brigadier General Phineas Riall. Scott’s sturdy regulars soon forced Riall from the field. After marching down the Niagara River, the Americans reached Lake Ontario on July 10. The hoped-for naval support from Commodore Isaac Chauncey did not materialize, forcing Brown to feint a retreat toward Fort Erie, hoping that the British might follow.

On July 25, Brown encountered a reinforced British army at Lundy’s Lane. Both sides suffered heavy casualties in the battle, and Brown and Scott were both badly wounded and evacuated. Although the Americans held the field, Brown ordered his army to retreat to Fort Erie. The British then opened a formal siege of the fort. Brown ordered Brigadier General Edmund P. Gaines to take command, but Gaines was wounded on August 29, and Brown returned to action, despite his wounds. On September 17 he led a surprise attack on the British lines, during which the guns of two of the three siege batteries were disabled. On September 21 the British abandoned the siege. The war ended without further action on the northern frontier.

Brown remained in the army, commanding the Northern Division from his home in Brownsville. In 1821 he became the ranking general in the U.S. Army. Ordered to Washington, D.C., he served as commanding general. Brown supported military training for officers, especially the U.S. Military Academy, West Point. He also cultivated good relations with Congress and ensured that the regular army would play a role on the frontier. Brown died in Washington, D.C., on February 24, 1828.

Tim Watts
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Bruchmüller, Georg (1863–1948)

German Army officer. Georg Heinrich Bruchmüller was born in Berlin on December 11, 1863. His early military career was undistinguished. After service as an officer candidate, Bruchmüller was commissioned in the foot artillery in 1885.

Bruchmüller spent his entire career in the standard pattern for an officer of that branch, alternating between assignments with fortress guns and as an instructor in various military schools. In 1913 he had a riding accident and subsequently suffered a nervous breakdown. In October of that year he was medically discharged and was placed on the retired list at the rank of lieutenant colonel but with retired pay of a major.

When World War I began in August 1914, Bruchmüller was recalled to temporary active duty and posted to the Eastern Front, assigned as the divisional artillery commander of the newly formed 86th Division. He soon displayed a talent for field operations. Bruchmüller began experimentation with different fire support tactics, and by the start of 1915 he had seen action in 13 battles and won the Iron Cross Second Class and First Class.

At the Battle of Lake Naroch (March 19–April 30, 1916), Bruchmüller achieved stunning results while in command of 30 batteries during the Tenth Army’s counterattack against the numerically superior Russian forces. The Tenth Army command continued to employ Bruchmüller to orchestrate the fire support for increasingly larger attacks on the Eastern Front. In May 1917 he was awarded the coveted Pour le Mérite.

Bruchmüller eventually came to the attention of Generalmajor (U.S. equiv. brigadier general) Max Hoffmann, chief of staff of the Eastern Front. In August 1917 Hoffmann assigned him to the Eighth Army to control the artillery for the attack at Riga (September 3–5, 1917). After Russia withdrew from the war, Bruchmüller went to the Western Front with General der Infanterie (U.S. equiv. lieutenant general) Oskar von Hutier when the latter assumed command of the newly formed Eighteenth Army.

Bruchmüller commanded the artillery of the Eighteenth Army during the Saint-Quentin Offensive (March 21–April 5, 1918), and his fire support tactics greatly influenced those of the other two armies in that attack. In the four subsequent German offensives of 1918, German first quartermaster general (de facto chief of staff) General der Infanterie Erich Ludendorff placed Bruchmüller in direct charge of all the artillery. In late March, Bruchmüller was promoted to colonel and restored to the active list.

Bruchmüller pioneered many of the fire support techniques that were widely copied by all sides during World War I and ever since. While the massive artillery preparations on the Western Front lasted days and even weeks, his preparations lasted only hours but with better effect. Bruchmüller was one of the first to recognize that artillery’s ability to neutralize the enemy temporarily through shock effect was more important than its too often inadequate capability to destroy enemy fortifications. Bruchmüller also developed a system of task-tailored artillery groupings for specific tactical missions, and he was the war’s most successful employer of artillery-delivered gas.

After the war, Bruchmüller again retired from the army. He wrote several influential books about his tactical methods. These were translated into English, French, and Russian and were widely studied in military schools between the world wars. But the postwar German Army, focusing almost exclusively on the tank–dive-bomber combination, abandoned most of Bruchmüller’s World War I artillery principles, for which it paid a heavy price in World War II. The Soviets, however, followed Bruchmüller very closely.

In August 1939 the German Army belatedly promoted the man who once commanded more than 6,000 guns to the rank of Generalleutnant (U.S. equiv. major general) on the retired list. Bruchmüller died in Garmisch, Germany, on January 26, 1948.

David T. Zabecki
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Brusilov, Aleksei Alekseyevich (1853–1926)

Russian Army general. Born in Tbilisi on August 19, 1853, Aleksei Alekseyevich Brusilov was a professional soldier. Joining the cavalry at age 19, he saw service during the Russo-Turkish War of 1877–1878. After completing officer training and teaching for several years, he was commandant of the Cavalry School during 1902–1906. Promoted to general in 1906, Brusilov assumed command of the 2nd Guards Cavalry Division. During 1909–1912 he commanded XIV Corps. Promoted to general of cavalry in 1912, he was deputy commander of the Warsaw Military District to 1913. He commanded XII Corps during 1913–1914 and took command of the Eighth Army in Galicia in July 1914.

In the initial Russian offensive of 1914, the Eighth Army took Lvov and pressed west beyond the San River to clear the Carpathian passes, investing the Austro-Hungarian fortress of Przemyśl in the process. Brusilov resisted relief efforts until the garrison surrendered (March 1915). Two months later, German counterattacks forced Brusilov to yield Przemyśl, driving the Russians back behind their August 1914 border.

Brusilov managed the retreat well and was advanced to replace General N.Y. Ivanov as commander of the Southwestern Front in March 1916. Brusilov immediately petitioned for an offensive in relief of Verdun and the Italian front. Toward that end, he prepared meticulously and utilized breakthrough tactics new to the Eastern Front. Each of the four armies under his command directed its main thrust against a preselected point on a 200-mile front.

The initial attacks of June 4, 1916, broke the Austro-Hungarian lines in four places, with some 40,000 prisoners taken. By July, Brusilov’s forces again threatened to take the Carpathian passes. The main Russian attacks planned on the northern sectors of the front never came, and this allowed the Germans to shift forces south and prop up the crumbling Austrian armies. The Brusilov Offensive soon petered out, although sporadic attacks continued through October 1916.

Brusilov nonetheless had achieved his objectives, drawing the Austrians from their offensive against Italy and preventing the Germans from reinforcing the Western Front. He had also brought the Austro-Hungarian Empire to the verge of collapse. Overall, the Central Powers lost more than 1 million men killed, wounded, or captured; the losses forced the Austrians to consent to unified command on the Eastern Front, with Germany clearly in control. Had the Russian commander in the north, General Aleksei Evert, who commanded far greater resources, attacked as planned, Austria-Hungary might well have been driven from the war. The Brusilov Offensive thus stands as the war’s most significant Russian military contribution, having also convinced Romania to throw its lot in with the Allies.

Brusilov accepted the Russian Revolution of March 1917 and received promotion to commander in chief of the army in May 1917. The offensive he carried out in conjunction with Minister of War Aleksandr Kerenski, however, was not successful. After limited gains, the discipline and morale of the Russian forces collapsed, and Brusilov’s army melted away in the face of German counterattacks. Kerenski dismissed Brusilov in July 1917, replacing him with General Lavr Kornilov.
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Russian general Aleksei Alekseyevich Brusilov was one of the most capable Russian generals of the First World War. Brusilov commanded the great offensive named for him of June 4–September 1, 1916, that drove Austria-Hungary to the brink of collapse. (Library of Congress)



Brusilov remained in Russia after the Bolshevik Revolution and held a command during the Russo-Polish War of 1920–1921. He retired in 1924. Brusilov died in Moscow on March 17, 1926.

Timothy C. Dowling
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Buchanan, Franklin (1800–1874)

U.S. Navy and Confederate Navy officer. Born in Baltimore, Maryland, on September 17, 1800, Franklin Buchanan joined the navy as a midshipman in January 1815. In the course of routine sea and shore assignments, Buchanan was promoted to lieutenant in 1825 and to commander in 1841. His first independent command was that of the sloop Vincennes in 1842.

In 1844 Navy Secretary George Bancroft asked Buchanan to draft proposals for a naval academy to be built at Annapolis, and during 1845–1846 Buchanan served as the new academy’s first superintendent. His emphasis on discipline and academics endowed the nascent academy with its traditions of excellence.

With the beginning of war with Mexico in 1846, Buchanan petitioned for a combat assignment and received command of the sloop Germantown during 1847–1848, twice leading landing parties to capture Mexican shore installations. Buchanan commanded the steam frigate Susquehanna during Commodore Matthew Perry’s expedition to Japan in 1853–1854. Promoted to captain in 1855, in 1859 Buchanan was assigned to command the Washington Navy Yard until the American Civil War.

Buchanan had married into a powerful slaveholding Eastern Shore family and soon adopted its proslavery views. Believing that his home state of Maryland would soon secede from the Union, Buchanan tendered his resignation from the U.S. Navy on April 22, 1861. When he realized that Maryland would remain in the Union, he asked Navy Secretary Gideon Welles to withdraw his resignation. Welles refused and dismissed Buchanan from the service. In July Buchanan joined the Confederate Navy as a captain, serving as chief of the Confederate Bureau of Orders and Detail until February 1862.

Buchanan actively sought a combat command, and on February 24, 1862, he assumed command of Confederate naval defenses in the James River. His flagship was the new Confederate ironclad ram Virginia (ex–U.S. Navy steam frigate Merrimac, scuttled in the loss of the Norfolk Navy Yard, raised, and rebuilt as an ironclad).


BUCHANAN




“Old Buck,” as Franklin Buchanan was known, was determined to engage the enemy. On March 8, 1862, after the Virginia had rammed and sunk the sloop Cumberland, Buchanan attacked the frigate Congress. After an hour on punishment, the Union frigate struck. Buchanan then ordered the accompanying Confederate gunboat Beaufort to take off Union prisoners and burn the ship. But as the prisoners were being transferred, Union troops on shore opened up with small arms, killing several Confederates and driving off the Beaufort. Believing falsely that the fire was coming from the Congress, Buchanan ordered it destroyed with hot shot. He seized a musket, climbed to the top exposed deck of the Virginia, and began firing at the troops on shore for this “breach” of the rules of war. The troops responded in kind, and Buchanan was hit in the thigh with a musket ball. Carried below, he was forced to transfer command. Had it not been for this rash act, he would have commanded the Virginia the next day during its engagement with the Monitor, with what consequences one can only speculate.



As soon as the Virginia was ready and without any preliminary trials, on March 8, 1862, Buchanan sortied and then engaged and sank the U.S. Navy sloop Cumberland, utilizing his own ship’s ram, and then shelled the U.S. Navy frigate Congress into a wreck that blew up that night. In the course of transferring the crew of the Congress, Buchanan exposed himself recklessly on the deck of the Virginia and was wounded in an exchange of musket fire with Union troops ashore. As a result, he missed the battle with the U.S. ironclad Monitor the following day.

Following his recovery, in August 1862 Buchanan received promotion to rear admiral and received command of the naval defenses of Mobile Bay. His small squadron, centered on the powerful ironclad Tennessee, met defeat by Union rear admiral David Farragut’s squadron in the Battle of Mobile Bay (August 5, 1864). In the latter part of the fighting, Buchanan engaged the entire Union squadron with the Tennessee alone. He was wounded in the leg and forced to surrender his ship. Buchanan remained a prisoner until he was exchanged in March 1865. He returned to Mobile just as the war ended.

After the war, Buchanan returned to his home in Maryland. He was president of Maryland Agricultural College (now the University of Maryland) and then secretary of the Life Association of America in Mobile. He retired altogether in 1871 and died at his home, the Rest, in Talbot County on May 11, 1874.

A consummate professional and a staunch disciplinarian with a strong sense of right and wrong, Buchanan was an aggressive, determined, and even rash commander.

Spencer C. Tucker
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Bugeaud de la Piconnerie, Thomas Robert, Duc d’Isly (1784–1849)

Marshal of France. Thomas Robert Bugeaud de la Piconnerie, later Duc d’Isly, was born into a noble family in Limoges, France, on October 15, 1784. The youngest of 13 children, he ran away from home and for some years worked as an agricultural laborer. Bugeaud enlisted as a private in the light infantry of the Imperial Guard during the Napoleonic Wars and fought in the Battle of Austerlitz (December 2, 1805). Commissioned the next year, he took part in the battles at Jena (October 14, 1806) and Eylau (February 8, 1807). Sent to Spain, he was in Madrid during the uprising of December 2, 1808. Bugeaud won promotion to the rank of captain during the Second Siege of Zaragoza (Saragossa, December 20, 1808–February 20, 1809). In the course of subsequent fighting in the Peninsular Campaign, he was promoted to major and took command of a regiment. With the first restoration of Louis XVIII, Bugeaud sided with the Bourbons and became a colonel, but he rallied to Napoleon during the Hundred Days of 1815 and saw service in the Alps region.

With the overthrow of Napoleon and the second restoration, Bugeaud was dismissed from the army. He settled in the Périgueux region and occupied himself with agricultural pursuits. With the July Revolution in 1830, he returned to military service. An unflagging supporter of the new king Louis Philippe, Bugeaud received command of a regiment, and in 1831 he was commissioned maréchal de camp. Elected to the Chamber of Deputies the same year, he was an outspoken opponent of democracy and helped crush riots in Paris in 1834.

Bugeaud had opposed the French expedition to Algiers in 1830. Initially sent to Algeria in a subordinate capacity, he ultimately played the key role in the French pacification of that vast territory. After a highly successful six-week campaign, which included the defeat of Algerian forces under Emir Abd el Kader (Abd al-Qadir, Abdelkader) at Sikkah (July 6, 1836), Bugeaud was promoted to lieutenant general. The next year he signed the generous Armistice of Tafna (June 1, 1837) with Abd el Kader. Necessary because of the political and military situation, it nonetheless led to much criticism of Bugeaud in France.

In December 1840, Bugeaud returned to Algeria as its first governor-general. The next year he instituted his system of light, highly mobile flying columns, which proved highly effective against Abd el Kader’s forces. Bugeaud also employed native troops. Well respected by his men, he was known as “Père Bugeaud” (Father Bugeaud). In 1842 he undertook the construction of a network of roads to help secure the pacification of the country, and in 1843 he was promoted to marshal of France. His victory over Abd el Kader’s allied Moroccan forces in the Battle of Isly (August 14, 1844) led to Bugeaud being made a duke.

In 1845 following the French defeat at Sidi Brahim on September 22–25, Bugeaud again took the field. He was almost constantly campaigning until his final departure from Algeria in July 1846, brought about over differences with the French government’s refusal to adopt his program of military colonization. During Bugeaud’s years in Algeria, the number of French settlers increased from 17,000 to 100,000.

During the Revolution of 1848, Bugeaud took command of the army but was unable to prevent the overthrow of King Louis Philippe. Approached about being a candidate for the presidency to oppose Louis Napoleon, Bugeaud refused. Following service as commander of the Army of the Alps, established during 1848–1849 in consequence of events in Italy, Bugeaud retired and died in Paris of cholera on June 10, 1849.

One of France’s greatest colonial soldiers and administrators, Bugeaud was a model for Joseph Gallieni and Hubert Lyautey. Although Bugeaud was conservative in his political views, he had considerable sympathy for the Algerian peasants and sought to protect them from the excesses of French colonial administration.

Spencer C. Tucker
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Burgoyne, John (1722–1792)

British general. Born in Park Prospect, Westminster, London, on February 4, 1722, John Burgoyne attended the Westminster School and joined the British Army in 1740. In 1743 he eloped with Lady Charlotte Stanley, the 15-year-old daughter of the 11th earl of Derby. Estranged from her parents and beset with debts, Burgoyne sold his commission and moved to France in 1746. He and his wife lived there and in Italy.

Returning to England, Burgoyne reconciled with his wife’s father in 1755 and, largely through his influence, rejoined the army in 1756. Advanced to lieutenant colonel in 1758, Burgoyne took part in operations along the French coast in 1758–1759 during the Seven Years’ War (1756–1763). Burgoyne won election to Parliament in 1761. As a brigadier general in 1762, he served in Portugal contesting the Spanish invasion of that country, winning recognition for his unit’s capture of the fortified Portuguese town of Villa Velha (October 5).

From 1768 Burgoyne was again in Parliament, where he achieved recognition by attacking Robert Clive and demanding an inquiry into the affairs of the British East India Company. At the same time, Burgoyne achieved recognition as a librettist and dramatist. His play The Maid of the Oaks was produced in 1775. He also continued his reckless gambling.

Promoted to major general, Burgoyne was dispatched to North America on the outbreak of the American Revolutionary War. He arrived in Boston, Massachusetts, in May 1775 and observed the Battle of Bunker (Breed’s) Hill (June 17). Burgoyne returned to England on the excuse of illness in December 1775 with the goal of securing an independent command in America. Successful in this effort, in 1776 he was named second-in-command to British commander in Canada Lieutenant General Sir Guy Carleton for an invasion of New York from Canada. Following the Battle of Valcour Island (October 11–13) and the capture of Crown Point, however, Carleton halted the invasion and returned with his forces to Canada.

Burgoyne then returned to London, where he undermined his chief, Carleton, and received approval from Secretary of State for the Colonies Lord George Germain to lead a major invasion of New York with the aim of securing the Hudson River and cutting off New England. Burgoyne, now promoted to lieutenant general, planned a three-pronged invasion. He would lead the main effort south along the Lake Champlain–Hudson River corridor. A diversionary attack by Lieutenant Colonel Barry St. Leger would strike from Oswego in the west and draw off American forces. Burgoyne also counted on forces under British commander in America Lieutenant General William Howe to move north up the Hudson, meeting his own force in the vicinity of Albany. But Howe had his own plans, also approved by Germain, to act against Philadelphia, and he informed Burgoyne of them, telling his colleague that he would have available in New York City at most one corps, elements of which might be able to support Burgoyne to some degree.
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British major general John Burgoyne. Arriving in Boston in 1775, he witnessed the Battle of Bunker Hill. In 1777 he led a disastrous invasion of New York from Canada that ended in the surrender of his army at Saratoga. (Library of Congress)



Burgoyne pressed ahead nonetheless. Setting out from Canada in June 1777 with some 7,000 men, he captured Fort Ticonderoga (July 6), moving south toward Albany. St. Leger’s force, meanwhile, was blocked by the Americans, and Howe’s corps got only above Hyde Park on the Hudson. Burgoyne pressed ahead nonetheless, but a large force sent to forage for supplies met disaster in the Battle of Bennington (August 16). Burgoyne was halted near Saratoga, New York, and then in the Battles of Freeman’s Farm (September 19) and Bemis Heights (October 7)—also known as First and Second Saratoga—was defeated by the Americans under Major General Horatio Gates and forced to surrender on October 17, 1777. This major American victory led France to enter the war openly on the American side.

Allowed to depart from Boston in April 1778, Burgoyne returned to London. He demanded a court of inquiry and court-martial to clear his name, but these were denied him. Prime Minister Lord North and Germain feared that any such investigation would turn into a broader critique of war policy. Burgoyne published his version of events, A State of the Expedition from Canada, in 1780.

When his political ally, Lord Rockingham, became prime minister in 1782, Burgoyne was appointed commander in chief in Ireland, but with the defeat of the Rockingham government the next year, Burgoyne was again stripped of his posts and withdrew into private life, devoting himself to literary pursuits. His comedy The Heiress (1786) proved quite popular. Known as “Gentleman Johnny,” Burgoyne died in London on June 4, 1792.

A capable soldier who was well liked by his men because of his concern for their welfare, Burgoyne developed an overly complicated plan that failed to take into consideration the realities of campaigning in the interior of North America.
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Burke, Arleigh Albert (1901–1996)

U.S. Navy admiral and chief of naval operations. Born near Boulder, Colorado, on October 19, 1901, Arleigh Albert Burke came from a family of modest means. Failing to secure an appointment to the U.S. Military Academy, West Point, he attended the U.S. Naval Academy, Annapolis, graduating in 1923. He served five years on the battleship Arizona, where he specialized in naval gunnery. In 1931 he earned a master’s degree in chemical engineering from the University of Michigan. For the next eight years he held a series of ship assignments and served in the Bureau of Ordnance in Washington. In 1939 he took command of the destroyer Mugford.

On U.S. entry into World War II in December 1941, Commander Burke was an inspector at the Naval Gun Factory in Washington, D.C. His attempts to secure an assignment at sea were not successful until May 1943, when he was promoted to captain and received command of the eight-ship Destroyer Squadron 23 in the South Pacific. He saw action in the Solomons and Marianas Campaigns. Squadron 23 fought in 22 engagements and sank a Japanese cruiser, nine destroyers, and a submarine. It also shot down more than 30 Japanese aircraft. Burke especially distinguished himself in the Battle of Augusta Bay (November 2, 1943) and the Battle of Cape St. George (November 26, 1943). For the latter action, he was awarded the Navy Cross. Burke earned the nickname “31-Knot Burke” for his radio message: “Stand aside! I’m coming through at 31 knots.”

In January 1945 Burke became chief of staff to Vice Admiral Marc Mitscher, then commanding Task Force 58. Burke remained with Mitscher the rest of the war, coordinating carrier operations in the Battles of Iwo Jima and Okinawa.

From late 1945 to 1947, Burke was chief of staff of the Atlantic Fleet before commanding the cruiser Huntington. In December 1948 he served in the office of the chief of naval operations, and during 1947–1949 he was director of the navy’s nuclear weapons program. His outspokenness in the so-called Admirals’ Revolt of 1949, in which the navy protested the priority given to the needs of the air force, led the Harry S. Truman administration to remove his name temporarily from the list for promotion to admiral. Promoted to rear admiral in July 1950, Burke commanded Cruiser Division 5 in Korean waters during the Korean War (1950–1953). In July 1951 he joined the armistice talks to end the fighting. In 1952 he became director of the Strategic Plans Division in Washington, D.C., and two years later took command of Cruiser Division 6, followed by command of the Destroyer Force, Atlantic Fleet, during 1954–1955.

Promoted to full admiral, in August 1955 Burke was appointed Chief of Naval Operations. He served an unprecedented three terms. Refusing a fourth term, he retired in August 1961.

Burke played a major role in the development of the navy in the Cold War. He oversaw the introduction of nuclear-powered ships, the implementation of the Polaris Ballistic Missile Program, and the development of ship-to-air missiles. Following his retirement from the navy, Burke was the cofounder and first director of the Center for Strategic Studies at Georgetown University. Burke died at Bethesda, Maryland, on January 1, 1996. A class of guided missile destroyers is named for him.

Straightforward and outspoken and a daring and resourceful tactical commander, Burke was also a highly effective administrator and naval reformer.
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Byng, Sir Julian Hedworth George (1862–1935)

British Army general. The son of the second earl of Strafford, Julian Hedworth George Byng was born at Wrotham, Kent, England, on September 11, 1862. Byng was educated at Eton, where he received the lifelong nickname “Bungo.” Following four years of service in the militia, Byng was commissioned in the 10th Hussars in 1883.

Byng served in the Sudan campaign in 1884 and in the South African (Boer) War of 1899–1902, leading with great distinction the South African Light Horse, a regiment of irregulars. In 1905 he assumed command of the 2nd Cavalry Brigade, and in 1907 he had charge of the 1st Cavalry Brigade. Promoted to major general in 1909, Byng assumed command first of the East Anglian Division in 1910 and then, in 1912, the British Forces in Egypt.

On the outbreak of World War I, Byng was recalled from Egypt and sent to France to head the 3rd Cavalry Division. He fought in both the First and Second Battles of Ypres (October 30–November 24, 1914, and April 22–May 25, 1915). Promoted to command the Cavalry Corps in May 1915, in August 1915 Byng was sent to Gallipoli to replace the hapless Lieutenant General Frederick Stopford in charge of IX Corps. Byng planned and implemented the successful British withdrawal from Suvla Bay (December 1915).

In February 1916, Byng returned to France to command XVII Corps. Promoted to lieutenant general in 1916, he was appointed that May to command the Canadian Corps, leading it during the Battle of the Somme (July 1–November 19). The Canadian Corps achieved a famous victory when it stormed and captured Vimy Ridge (April 9, 1917).

In mid-1917 Byng was promoted to full general and succeeded General Edmund Allenby as commander of the Third Army, in which capacity he directed the Cambrai Offensive (November 20–December 7, 1917). Byng employed massed tanks and achieved tactical surprise by forgoing the standard preliminary artillery preparation. The British lacked the reserves to maintain the momentum achieved, however.

Byng’s army was heavily engaged during the German Ludendorff Offensives (March 21–July 18, 1918), and Byng was subsequently criticized for his decision to hold the Flesquières salient on March 21. During the successful British offensives in the autumn of 1918, Byng’s army scored a string of victories at Albert, Epehy, Havrincourt, and Valenciennes and in the Sambre Offensive. In 80 days, the Third Army advanced 60 miles and took 67,000 prisoners and 800 guns.

Created a baron in 1919, Byng was appointed governor-general of Canada in 1921. In 1928 he became chief commissioner of the London Metropolitan Police. Byng was created a viscount in 1928 and was promoted to field marshal in 1932. He died at Thorpe Hall, Essex, on June 6, 1935.

A meticulous planner, Byng was a capable general and certainly one of the best British commanders of World War I.
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Cadorna, Luigi (1850–1928)

Italian Army general and chief of staff of the army in World War I. Born at Pallanza into a Piedmontese military family on September 4, 1850, Luigi Cadorna entered the Milan Military College at age 10. He then attended the Military Academy in Turin and was commissioned in 1868. Graduating at the top of his class, Cadorna became a staff officer and attended the War College. He saw service in several line units but served especially on the General Staff, writing studies of the border areas. He was promoted to colonel in 1892 and to major general in 1898, when he assumed command of the Pistoia Brigade. In 1905 he took charge of the Ancona Division as a lieutenant general. In 1910 he became commander of the Genoa Army Corps, and in 1913 he was appointed a senator.

In July 1914 Cadorna was appointed chief of the General Staff of the Italian Army. Shortly thereafter he published the so-called Red Book of infantry tactics, which was distributed to the army in February 1915 and became the basis of Italian offensive operations during World War I. Cadorna worked to prepare the Italian Army for possible intervention in the war, expanding its size and the quantity of its field artillery and, as far as resources allowed, its medium and siege artillery.

Cadorna’s plan for war against Austria-Hungary envisaged an offensive against the eastern border toward Ljubljana in order to destroy as many Austro-Hungarian Army units as possible. Following Italy’s decision to intervene in the war on the Allied side in May 1915, this strategy led to the 11 battles along the Isonzo River between June 1915 and August 1917. These brought only limited territorial gains and severely strained the army’s resources.

In 1916, expansion and improvement of the army absorbed Cadorna’s attention and energies. He was caught completely by surprise by the May 1916 Austro-Hungarian offensive mounted from the South Tyrol, which led to calls for his dismissal. Cadorna’s successful sixth offensive against the Carso plateau and Gorizia shortly thereafter quieted his critics and brought, in turn, the resignation of Premier Antonio Salandra. Cadorna meanwhile expanded the army, forming several new divisions and introducing new weapons and equipment, although these came at the expense of improving conditions for the soldiers.

Two Italian offensives in 1917 created severe difficulties for the Austro-Hungarian Army but led to German reinforcements on that front and to the Austro-German joint offensive of the Battle of Caporetto (October 24–November 9, 1917). Although Cadorna succeeded in withdrawing the bulk of the Italian Army to the Piave River, this was at heavy cost, especially to the Second Army. On November 9 with the retreat to the Piave completed, the government relieved Cadorna from command and replaced him with General Armando Diaz.

Appointed Italian military representative to the Allied Supreme War Council at Versailles, Cadorna was recalled in March 1918 to appear before the government commission inquiring into the Caporetto disaster. That commission’s conclusion in 1919 that he bore chief responsibility for the defeat forced Cadorna to retire. He then wrote his memoirs. Cadorna was promoted to marshal in 1924. He died at Bordighera on December 21, 1928.

A capable but not brilliant general, Cadorna remains a controversial figure among historians of Italy’s role during World War I.
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Caesar, Gaius Julius (100–44 BCE)

Roman general and political figure whose dictatorship ended the Roman Republic. Born in Rome on July 12 or 13, 100 BCE, into a prominent Roman family that was however no longer in the ruling circle, Gaius Julius Caesar was related by marriage to Roman military reformer Gaius Marius. Caesar served as a praetor in Spain in 61. Returning to Rome, in 60 he joined with two others to oppose the ruling faction in the Roman Senate. This First Triumvirate (60–51) consisted of Caesar, the popular general Gnaeus Pompeius Magnus (Pompey the Great), and the wealthy businessman Marcus Licinius Crassus. The alliance was cemented by Pompey’s marriage to Caesar’s daughter Julia.

Under the First Triumvirate, Caesar became one of two consuls in 59 BCE, followed by a military command for 5 years (later increased to 10 in Illyricum [Yugoslavia]) and Gaul on both sides of the Alps (France and northern Italy). Employing innovative attacks and utilizing his cavalry to good advantage, Caesar also relied heavily on Roman military engineering. He quickly subjugated the disunited tribes of northern France and Belgium during 58–57 and then conducted amphibious operations on the Atlantic seaboard in 56. In a memorable engineering feat, in June 55 Caesar caused a bridge to be built across the Rhine and then marched into Germany to intimidate the German tribes. Receiving the submission of several tribes, he returned to Gaul, destroying the bridge.

With two legions, Caesar invaded Britain in 55 BCE and spent three weeks there. He returned in 54 with five legions, taking the capital at Wheathampstead. Caesar received the submission of the British but effected no conquests.

Caesar returned to Gaul to confront a powerful coalition of tribes. He now proved himself a master of both rapid offensive movement and siege warfare. The culmination of the campaign was the great Siege of Alesia during July–October 52 BCE, stronghold of Gallic leader Vercingetorix. Caesar’s victory there broke Gallic resistance to Roman rule and added a rich and populous territory, indeed one of the largest territorial additions in Roman history. During the conquest of Gaul, Caesar’s army grew from 2 to 13 legions.
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A charismatic figure and one of history’s greatest generals, Julius Caesar secured Gaul for Rome and campaigned in Britain and Germany. He then defeated his rivals and in 46 BCE established the dictatorship that effectively ended the Roman Republic. His efforts at reform were cut short by his assassination two years later. (Museo e Gallerie Nazionali di Capodimonte, Naples, Italy/The Bridgeman Art Library)



Pompey had received the governorship of Spain but exercised it from Rome. In 53 BCE Crassus was killed campaigning in Mesopotamia, and the Triumvirate ended. In 52 amid increasing civil unrest, Pompey became sole consul. His wife, Caesar’s daughter, had died in 54, and Pompey was now pressed by a conservative group of senators to break with Caesar, whom they feared.

By 49 BCE Caesar and Pompey and their legions were fighting for control of Rome. The Senate had demanded that Caesar give up his command and return to Rome. Caesar proposed a general disarmament, but the Senate insisted that he give up his command or be declared an enemy of the state. On January 10, 49, Caesar crossed the Rubicon River, bringing his legions from Gaul to Italy. He quickly occupied Rome and Italy, and Pompey withdrew with a number of senators to the Balkans. Caesar pursued Pompey there after a rapid expedition to Spain and in 48 at Pharsalus in northern Greece defeated him and the Senate forces. Pompey escaped with only a few followers, reached the coast, and sailed to Egypt, where he was murdered by some of his supporters. Caesar then campaigned in Egypt and Asia Minor accompanied by the beautiful 22-year-old Cleopatra, whom he confirmed as queen. Cleopatra bore Caesar a son, Caesarian. Caesar returned to Rome and then in two rapid campaigns crushed Pompey’s sons in North Africa in 46 and Spain in 45.


CAESAR




The Siege of Alesia during July–October 52 BCE broke the back of Gallic resistance to Rome. Vercingetorix commanded more than 90,000 men; Caesar had but 55,000. Caesar ordered his legionnaires to construct both a wall of contravallation and one of circumvallation; each was roughly 10 miles in circumference and incorporated a ditch 20 feet wide and deep, backed by two additional trenches 15 feet wide and deep. Behind these the Romans constructed ramparts with 12-foot-high palisades and towers every 130 yards. The Romans placed sharpened stakes facing outward in front of and in the ditches.

Caesar’s foresight in having a defensive works facing outward as well as inward was soon manifest. Responding to appeals from Vercingetorix, a vast Gallic relief force numbering as many as 250,000 men and 8,000 cavalry gathered around Alesia and besieged the besiegers. Caesar had laid in considerable stocks of food and had an assured water supply and thus was able to calmly continue his own siege operations, repulsing two relief attempts and a breakout sortie with heavy losses. His situation hopeless, Vercingetorix surrendered.



In 46 BCE Caesar secured appointment by the Senate as dictator for 10 years. Although the formality of elections continued, Caesar in fact held power. What Caesar intended is unclear. In 44 he caused his dictatorship to be extended for life and secured deification. A month in the calendar was renamed July after him. He seems to have wanted the kingship, but the public apparently opposed this step, and he was not to have the time to convince the people otherwise.

Rational and logical, Caesar carried out extensive reforms. He began projects to restore Corinth and Carthage, whose destruction had marked the end of Mediterranean trade, which he believed would employ the Roman urban poor. He reformed local government by moving toward decentralization, and he reformed the calendar. Caesar made many provincials citizens, including the entire province of Cisalpine Gaul.

Not all Romans approved of Caesar’s reforms. Many traditionalists, powerful vested interests, and republicans were upset by his changes and cosmopolitan attitude. Shortly after he extended his dictatorship to life, Caesar was assassinated on March 15, 44 BCE, stabbed to death in Rome by a group of men who had once been his loyal supporters. Believing they had killed a tyrant and were restoring liberty, they brought anarchy instead.

Although Caesar was not a great military innovator, he was certainly one of history’s great captains. He possessed an offensive spirit, a sense of the moment to strike, a perfect comprehension of supply problems, and the ability to make maximum utilization of the forces at his disposal.
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Carmagnola, Francesco Bussone, Count of (ca. 1385–1432)

Italian condottiere (mercenary captain). Born in Carmagnola near the northern Italian city of Torino (Turin) into a prosperous farming family, Francesco Bussone, Count of Carmagnola, served under Condottiere Facino Cane at Milan and, on Cane’s death, took command of the forces himself and assisted Filippo Maria Visconti in securing control of Milan. During 1412–1422, Carmagnola waged a series of campaigns to recover territory once belonging to Milan.

On June 30, 1422, Carmagnola badly defeated an invading Swiss Army at Arbedo. Unhappy with the treatment he had received in Milanese service, in the late summer of 1423 Carmagnola entered that of Venice. In mid-February he was appointed captain general of Venetian and Florentine forces against Milan. Carmagnola carried out a brief but successful campaign, capturing Brescia in the autumn of 1426. At Maclodio on October 11, 1427, he feigned retreat, tricking Milanese forces into attacking him, then ambushing and badly defeating them. Thereafter he was so cautious in his campaigning that his Venetian employers arrested him on charges of treason on April 7, 1432. Put on trial, he was tortured and convicted. He was executed on May 5, 1432. A bold and capable commander, Carmagnola was typical of condotierri in that he often procrastinated in campaigning.
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Carnot, Lazare Nicolas Marguerite (1753–1823)

French general and government minister. Born in Nolay, Burgundy, the son of a lawyer, on May 13, 1753, Lazare Nicolas Marguerite Carnot graduated from the Mézières engineering school and was commissioned in the French Army engineers in 1773.

Stationed at Arras, he there met future revolutionary leader Maximilien Robespierre. Promoted to captain in 1783, Carnot welcomed the French Revolution of 1789 and was elected to the Legislative Assembly in 1791. Identified as both a staunch republican and a radical, Carnot won election to and served in the National Convention during 1792–1794. In January 1793 he voted for the execution of King Louis XVI. Carnot was subsequently elected by the convention to the 12-member Committee of Public Safety, the body that in effect ruled France during the Reign of Terror (1793–1794). Carnot’s responsibility on the committee was military affairs.

Although decisions by the Committee of Public Safety were reached collectively, Carnot clearly played the key role in developing its military policy, to include mass conscription for French males of military age (the levée en masse) and the organization of the home front as the “nation-in-arms.” This included sending to the provinces proconsuls known as the deputies-on-mission, the equivalent of later-day commissars. Carnot blended the large numbers of untrained recruits with seasoned veterans to create the 14 field armies of the French Republic that would sweep over much of Europe. He also had a major role in the development of military strategy and new simplified tactics that took advantage of superior French numbers. These emphasized light infantry and mixed order. Carnot also increased the numbers of horse artillery. Although his services were necessarily required in Paris, Carnot occasionally accompanied the army in the field, as in the victory over an Austrian-Allied force at Wattigries on October 15–16, 1793.

Unlike so many of his colleagues on the Committee of Public Safety, Carnot survived the Thermidorean Reaction after the Reign of Terror. He served in the French Directory during 1795–1797 and briefly worked in the Ministry of War under Napoleon Bonaparte in 1800. Carnot disapproved of the empire and retired from government to write. He published two books on geometry and an important military treatise, Défense des places fortes (Defense of Strongpoints, 1812).

In January 1814 Carnot returned to military service as a major general, and Napoleon gave him charge of the defense of Antwerp during January–May 1814. Carnot rallied to Napoleon during the Hundred Days (April–June 1815), when Carnot served as minister of the interior. This mistaken decision resulted in his exile from France on the return to power of King Louis XVIII that July.

Carnot died in Magdeburg in Prussian Saxony (Germany) on August 2, 1823. His role in saving the French Republic from military defeat in the immediate period following the execution of King Louis XVI was substantial, and Carnot well deserved the gratitude of his nation and the title given him of “The Organizer of Victory.”
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Chamberlain, Joshua Lawrence (1828–1914)

College professor, politician, and Union Army officer during the American Civil War (1861–1865). Joshua Lawrence Chamberlain was born on September 8, 1828, in Brewer, Maine. He graduated from Bowdoin College in Brunswick, Maine, in 1852. An aspiring minister, he later earned a master’s degree from Bangor Theological Seminary, then returned to Bowdoin as a professor of rhetoric and modern languages. On August 8, 1862, Chamberlain accepted a commission as a lieutenant colonel of the 20th Maine Volunteer Infantry. His outfit remained with the Army of the Potomac.

Chamberlain and the 20th Maine were present at but did not participate in the Battle of Antietam (September 17, 1862), having been part of the reserve. The unit engaged Confederate forces three days later at Sheperdstown in western Virginia, where Chamberlain had the first of six horses shot out from under him during the war. Chamberlain then fought in the First Battle of Fredericksburg (December 13, 1862), where he was wounded in the right ear and neck, and the Battle of Chancellorsville (May 1–4, 1863). He was promoted to colonel on May 20.

Chamberlain then took part in the Battle of Gettysburg (July 1–3, 1863). There on July 2 Chamberlain was assigned to Little Round Top, one of two small critical elevations on the Union’s left flank. If the Confederates could control these, they could enfilade the Union line. Well aware of its critical importance, Chamberlain was determined to hold Little Round Top. After turning back several Confederate charges that day and extending his line, and with ammunition running low, Chamberlain ordered a downhill bayonet charge. This action shocked the Confederates and brought their retreat. Chamberlain was wounded in the left leg during the action. For his heroism and tenacity, he was awarded the Medal of Honor (although not until August 11, 1893). Certainly the fighting on Little Round Top was one of the most critical actions of the entire battle.

Chamberlain participated in the Spotsylvania Court House Campaign (May 7–18, 1864), the Second Battle of Cold Harbor (June 1–3, 1864), and the Petersburg Campaign (June 15, 1864–April 3, 1865). He was again wounded, in the right hip, at Rives’s Salient (June 18, 1864). Chamberlain was promoted to brigadier general effective that same date. Again wounded, nearly fatally in the left arm and chest, during fighting at Quaker Road, Virginia (March 29, 1865), Chamberlain was breveted major general for that action effective the same date. Defying all odds, he recovered sufficiently enough to return to duty.

Union Army general in chief Lieutenant General Ulysses S. Grant selected Chamberlain to receive the Confederate surrender of General Robert E. Lee’s Army of Northern Virginia at Appomattox, Virginia, on April 12, 1865. As the Confederate troops passed by and lay down their arms, Chamberlain ordered his men to come to attention and “carry arms” in salute. Although criticized by some in the Union for this, he was remembered in the South as one of the most gallant soldiers of the Union Army.

After the war, Chamberlain served as a Republican governor of Maine (1866–1870) and president of Bowdoin College (1871–1883). Among his many books was The Passing of the Armies (published posthumously in 1915). Chamberlain died in Portland, Maine, on February 24, 1914. He was a central figure in Michael Shaara’s 1975 Pulitzer Prize–winning historical novel The Killer Angels, which treats the Battle of Gettysburg.
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Chandragupta Maurya (ca. 340–286 BCE)

Indian ruler and founder of the Maurya Empire. The exact lineage of Chandragupta Maurya is unknown, but he was born in the Kingdom of Magadha (around Patna), perhaps the illegitimate son of a prince, sometime around 340 BCE. Leading a marauding band and taking the Greek name of Sandrokuptos, Chandragupta met Macedonian king Alexander III the Great in 324 and initially cooperated with him. Later they quarreled and separated.

Following the death of Alexander, Chandragupta turned his attention to northwestern India (modern-day Pakistan), and in 32l he conquered Magadha. While the Greek rulers of northern India were preoccupied by the Wars of the Diadochi, Chandragupta, then only about 20 years old, defeated them and conquered all of India north of the Narmada River. In 305 he defeated an invasion by SeleucusI Nicator. In a subsequent peace treaty, Chandragupta recognized the Seleucid Empire and in return secured much of Arachosia, or southern Afghanistan and Gedrosia (Baluchistan), from Seleucus in exchange for 500 war elephants.

Chandragupta’s kingdom eventually extended from Bengal and Assam in the east to Afghanistan and Baluchistan in the west, Kashmir and Nepal in the north, and the Deccan Plateau in the south. He established a large, permanent standing army, reportedly numbering at least 400,000 men, and he also possessed a sizable naval force. In 297 he gave up his throne to his son Bindusara (the father of Ashoka the Great), converted to the Jaina faith, and retired to live the remainder of his life as an ascetic. Reportedly, Chandragupta died from fasting in 286 BCE.

Having secured most of the Indian subcontinent, Chandragupta is regarded as the first unifier of India and its first true emperor.
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Charlemagne (741?–814)

Frankish ruler and the first to unite most of Europe from the Pyrenees to the Elbe. Charlemagne (Karl der Grosse, Carolus Magnus) was born Charles on April 2, 741 or 742. He was the grandson of Charles Martel (the Hammer), who defeated the Saracens in the Battle of Tours (732), and the son of King Pepin Le Bref (Pepin the Short, Pepin III), who united the major tribes of Western Europe and ousted the last of the Merovingian kings. Following the death of Pepin in 768, Charlemagne was anointed joint king with his brother Carloman II at St. Denis outside of Paris by Pope Stephen III. Carloman died in 771, and Charlemagne became sole ruler. Charismatic and intensely ambitious, he understood the importance of religion. He cloaked his ambition in a staunch Christianity and used the conversion of the conquered to his faith as justification for his territorial conquests.

In the first major attack by Christian forces against the Moors of Spain, in 772 Charlemagne crossed the Pyrenees with an army and laid waste to much of the Ebro Valley. In 777 he led a larger invasion of Spain that was repulsed at Saragossa (Zaragoza). He withdrew the next year.

In 772 Charlemagne invaded Saxon territory in retaliation for a raid by the Saxons. Asked by the pope for assistance against the Lombard kings, Charlemagne campaigned in northern Italy and during 773–774 defeated Lombard king Desiderius and took that throne for himself. Charlemagne fought in southern Italy in 780 and 787, defeated the Saxons in 783 and then subdued them, conquered and annexed Bavaria in 787–788, and defeated the Avars in the Danube region in 791–796, 799, and 803 and annexed their holdings as far as Lake Boloton in present-day Hungary and northern Croatia. Charlemagne was now easily the most important ruler in Europe north of the Alps. During 796–801 he again invaded northern Spain, capturing Barcelona (801).

In Rome on Christmas Day 800, Pope Leo III crowned Charlemagne as emperor of the Romans. During 802–812 Charlemagne conducted a sporadic campaign against the Byzantines for control of Venetia and the Dalmatian coast. It ended in a negotiated settlement and Byzantine recognition of his imperial title.
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Gold coin bearing the likeness of Frankish king Charlemagne, minted in the Netherlands. One of history’s greatest military commanders and rulers, Charlemagne forged a powerful empire that united Europe from the Pyrenees Mountains to the Elbe River in the course of his long reign from 768 to 814. (Erich Lessing/Art Resource, NY)



Charlemagne chose to locate his imperial capital in Northern Europe at Aachen (Aix-la-Chapelle). There he established a palace school under the monk Alcuin in order to train individuals for state service. Among the accomplishments of the school was the creation of a more efficient way of writing, known as Carolingian minuscule.

Today heralded as the father of both modern France and Germany, Charlemagne ultimately ruled over the area of present-day northern Spain, France, Belgium, Luxembourg, the Netherlands, Germany, Austria, Slovenia, Croatia, and northern Italy. He died at Aachen on January 28, 814, following one of the longest reigns in European history.


CHARLEMAGNE




Following his repulse at Saragossa (Zaragoza), Charlemagne withdrew from Spain, but his rear guard was ambushed at Roncevalles in 778. His nephew Roland, who commanded the rear guard, failed to call for help, perhaps out of pride, until too late. This event was commemorated in the epic Chanson de Roland (Song of Roland), one of the most celebrated pieces of medieval literature.



Physically impressive, charismatic, and highly intelligent (although not well educated), Charlemagne was one of history’s great military commanders and rulers. As a general he was bold, resourceful, and imaginative. He believed passionately in God, in his own strategic plan, and in himself. Charlemagne planned his campaigns carefully and had an excellent mastery of logistics. As a ruler, he was wise and just. A superb administrator, he held his various realms together effectively. Charlemagne was also keenly interested in advancing education and the arts. He shifted the center of European power from the Mediterranean, which had been the center of Greek and Roman civilizations, to the Rhine.
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Charles, Archduke of Austria and Duke of Teschen (1771–1847)

Austrian archduke and field marshal. Charles (Karl) Ludwig Johann Josef Lorenz of Austria, third son of the emperor Leopold II and his wife Infanta Maria Luisa of Spain, was born in Florence on September 5, 1771. Charles grew up in Tuscany, in Vienna, and in the Austrian Netherlands. He received his military training in the Austrian Netherlands under the Duke of Saxe-Teschen and first saw service in the Wars of the French Revolution beginning in 1792. Charles commanded a brigade in the Battle of Jemappes (November 6, 1792). In the campaign of 1793, he distinguished himself in fighting at Aldenhoven (March 1) near Aachen and at the Battle of Neerwinden (March 18) but suffered defeat in the Battle of Wattignies (October 15–16). Charles was present in the important Battle of Fleurus (June 16, 1794), another Austrian defeat, which gave the French control of Belgium.

In 1796 Charles was named field marshal general and given command of the Austrian Army of the Rhine. That year he performed with distinction against French generals Jean Victor Marie Moreau and Jean Baptiste Jourdan, defeating them in the Battle of Amberg (August 24) and the Battle of Würzburg (September 3) and forcing the French back across the Rhine.

In 1797 Charles was ordered to Italy to deal with French general Napoleon Bonaparte. Outnumbered there, Charles skillfully extracted Austrian forces. In fighting in 1799, he was victorious against Jourdan in the Battle of Ostrach (March 21) and the Battle of Stockach (March 25). Charles then invaded Switzerland, there defeating French general André Masséna in the First Battle of Zürich (June 4–7). Charles next campaigned in western Germany and again forced the French back across the Rhine River.

Poor health forced Charles into temporary military retirement as governor of Bohemia. He was recalled to check a French drive by Moreau on Vienna, but Moreau’s brilliant victory in the Battle of Hohenlinden (December 3, 1800) foredoomed that effort, forcing Charles to conclude the Armistice of Steyr (December 25).

When Austria again went to war against France in 1805, Charles commanded forces in Italy but was attacked and defeated by French forces under Masséna in the Battle of Caldiero (October 28–31). Following the Austrian defeat in the war, in 1806 Charles was entrusted with command of the Austrian Army as well as with heading the War Council. He reorganized and reformed the army, adopting much of the French system, including the concept of the nation in arms and many French tactics.

The proof of Charles’s work was seen in the campaign of 1809, when he achieved early successes before meeting defeat at Eggmühl (Eckmühl, April 21–22). But then Charles defeated Napoleon himself in the Battle of Aspern-Essling (May 22), only to be defeated, but not routed, in the Battle of Wagram (July 5–6). With the Austrian defeat in the war, Charles resigned his military positions. Command of Austrian forces in the final years of the Napoleonic Wars was vested in Prince Karl Philipp of Schwarzenberg, who benefitted greatly from Charles’s earlier military reforms.

Charles passed the remainder of his life in retirement apart from government service, although he was for a brief time governor of Mainz. In 1822 he became the duke of Saxe-Teschen. Charles also wrote extensively on military matters. He died in Vienna on April 30, 1847.

A brilliant administrator and a capable strategist and field commander, Charles was also an important military theorist. In his writings he stressed defensive operations, believing that the retention of strongpoints, rather than the defeat of enemy forces in the field, held the key to victory. At the same time, Charles was capable of executing bold offensive operations, as is best shown in his brilliant campaign of 1796.
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Charles V, Duke of Lorraine (1643–1690)

Leading Austrian general and duke of Lorraine. Born in Vienna on April 3, 1643, Charles Leopold was the son of Duke Nicholas II of Lorraine and the nephew of Duke Charles IV. France then controlled Lorraine, and Charles was educated in France during 1656–1662. He went to Austria in 1662 and there joined Habsburg service as colonel of a regiment.

For the rest of his life, Charles was more or less constantly engaged in warfare, first against the Ottoman Empire and later against the French. He first distinguished himself in combat against the Turks in 1664 and then campaigned in Hungary against them in 1671. During the Dutch War (1672–1678) he was seriously wounded in the Battle of Seneffe (August 11, 1674) in Belgium against the French. Keenly interested in Polish affairs, Charles was an unsuccessful candidate for its elective Crown in 1668 and 1674, losing on the second occasion to John III Sobieski.

Charles’s allegiance to the Habsburgs was cemented by his 1678 marriage to Eleonora Maria of Austria, widow of Polish king Michał Korybut Wiśniowiecki. From his older brother Ferdinand Philip of Lorraine, who died in 1659, Charles inherited the duchy of Bar. In 1675 on the death of Duke Charles IV, Charles led a cavalry corps to the duchy of Lorraine, under French occupation, and there secured the allegiance of the Lorraine troops. All of Europe except France recognized him as ruler.

Soon thereafter, Charles was appointed field marshal and given command of the imperial Army of the Rhine. He distinguished himself by besieging and capturing Philipsburg (June 23–September 11, 1676) but was twice defeated by French marshal François de Créqui, at Kochersberg (October 17, 1677) and Gengenbach (July 23, 1678). In the Treaty of Nijmegen that ended the war, Charles was forced to accept the terms that denied him the rule of Lorraine.

In 1683 in command of a weak imperial army, Charles endeavored to defend Vienna against a major offensive by the Turks. When a large Ottoman army invested Vienna that July, other powers, most notably Poland under John III Sobieski, responded with aid, and the allies routed the besiegers on September 12. Charles participated in the subsequent campaign against the Turks, defeating an Ottoman force commanded by Pasha Kara Mustafa at Parkány (Stúrovo, October 9). When the allied armies departed, Charles campaigned at the head of the imperial army alone. Although he liberated parts of Hungary, he was unsuccessful in his Siege of Buda (July 15–October 20, 1664). Charles was, however, victorious at Gran (Esztergom, August 10, 1685), and in 1686 he again besieged Buda, this time successfully (June 18–September 2), also turning back an effort by Grand Vizier Suleiman Pasha to relieve the city on August 14. Charles again defeated Suleiman in the decisive Battle of Nagyharsany (August 12, 1687). This victory forced the Hungarian nobles to recognize Austrian suzerainty over Hungary.

Appointed to command Austrian forces in the Rhineland against the French in the War of the League of Augsburg (1688–1697), Charles besieged and captured Mainz (July 16–September 8, 1689) and assisted Elector Friedrich III of Brandenburg in the siege and capture of Bonn (May 16–October 12). Charles died suddenly at Wels in Austria on April 18, 1690, while on his way to the front. His eldest son Leopold Joseph was confirmed as duke of Lorraine at the Peace of Ryswick in 1697.

Charles was a brave, capable commander. His chief accomplishment was the liberation of Hungary from the Ottoman Empire. Charles was widely respected not only for his military skills but also for his political acumen. In his Testament politique (1687), he correctly predicted the coming crisis over the Spanish succession and advocated the evolution of Europe into a single centralized state.
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Charles XII, King of Sweden (1682–1718)

Swedish king. Known as the “Alexander of the North” or the “Madman of the North,” Charles was born in Stockholm on June 17, 1682, the eldest and only surviving son of King Charles XI and Ulrika Elenora. Charles became king, as Charles XII, three months shy of his 15th birthday on the death of his father in April 1697. Russia, Poland, and Denmark then formed the Northern Union, designed to take advantage of Charles’s youth and inexperience to wrest the southern Baltic from Swedish control.

Charles XII did not wait to be attacked. In 1700 he invaded Denmark, the weakest of the powers arrayed against him, thus beginning the struggle for Baltic supremacy known as the Great Northern War (1700–1721). The Danes quickly agreed to peace in August, and Charles then turned to Russia. Landing in Livonia with only 8,000 men, he intended to relieve the besieged city of Riga but instead marched on Narva, which was also besieged by a powerful Russian force. There Charles defeated Czar Peter I and a Russian army of 40,000 men (November 30, 1700).

Charles seemed well on his way to his goal of establishing a great northern empire, but fortunately for Peter, the Swedish king spent the next years campaigning in Poland. This delay allowed Peter time to bring in Western military experts and improve the training, discipline, and weaponry of his army.

In 1706 Charles succeeded in placing his own candidate on the throne of Poland and forced that country to break its alliance with Russia. Rejecting peace overtures from Peter, Charles then gathered forces to invade Russia. On January 1, 1708, Charles invaded Russia with a well-equipped 45,000-man force, intending to drive on Moscow. He captured Grodno and then halted near Minsk to await the spring thaw. The Swedish army crossed the Berezina River at Borlsov at the end of June, then defeated a larger Russian army at Holowczyn (Golovchin, July 14). Charles’s army reached the Dnieper River on July 18.

Charles now found himself severely hampered by Peter’s scorched-earth tactics and Russian harassment of the increasingly long Swedish supply lines. Therefore, Charles decided to turn south and ally himself with the Cossacks of Ukraine under Hetman Ivan Mazepa and the Ottoman Empire, driving on Moscow from that direction. This plan collapsed when Mazepa was ousted from power in October and a Swedish relief column of 11,000 men under General Adam Loewenhaupt was defeated at Lesnaya (Lesna, October 9–10, 1708).

With great difficulty, Charles managed to hold his army together during the winter (November 1708–April 1709), but his force was reduced to only about 20,000 men and 34 guns with little gunpowder. With the spring thaw, Charles advanced on Voronezh but stopped to besiege Poltava, in Ukraine. The siege took longer than anticipated, and Peter came up with a large force of 80,000 men and more than 100 guns. Instead of attempting to withdraw west into Poland, Charles attacked the Russian camp just north of Poltava and was soundly defeated (June 28, 1709).

Most of Charles’s men were killed or captured, although he himself escaped with 1,500 cavalry to Bendery in Ottoman Moldavia. In November 1710 he induced the Ottoman Empire to enter the war against Russia. Until 1714 he governed Sweden from Bendery. Returning to Sweden, Charles made a last effort against his many enemies. He raised a new army and planned a preemptive campaign to bring about an advantageous negotiated peace. Unfortunately for Charles’s plans, he was killed by a musket ball (the source of the shot remains a matter of some speculation) during the Siege of Fredrikshald (present-day Halden, near Oslo) on November 30, 1718.

Charles XII was a bold and resourceful military leader, a capable administrator, and an effective strategist and logistician. His principal error was in strategic overreach, when he rejected Peter’s peace overtures in 1706 and decided to invade Russia. Under Charles, Sweden lost an average of 8,000 men a year for 18 years, an amount equal to 30 percent of its adult male population. With Charles’s death, Swedish power receded back to Sweden and Finland.
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Charles Martel (689–741)

An important Frankish general, Charles, later known as Charles Martel (The Hammer) was born near Liège (France) in 689. He was the illegitimate son of Pepin II of Hérstal, mayor of the palace in Austrasia and Neustria. The mayor of the palace was in fact the actual ruler, for the last Merovingian kings of the Franks were mere figureheads. Imprisoned in 714 by Plectrude, widow of Pepin, on the latter’s death, Charles was able to escape during a rebellion in Neustria. Raising an army in Austrasia, he defeated the Neustrians in 717 and again in 719. These victories gave him his father’s position as mayor of the palace.

Charles then expanded his control over Burgundy and Aquitaine, and during 719–738 he campaigned against the heathen Saxons. Charles, who was a Christian, also aided efforts of the English monk Boniface to Christianize the Saxons. Charles is best known, however, for his October 732 defeat near the city of Tours of a Saracen raiding party from Spain in what would be the deepest Muslim penetration in Europe west and north.

Charles Martel died at Quierzy-sur-Oise (France) on October 22, 741. He not only had succeeded in reuniting the Frankish kingdom but had extended its influence. Although Charles never was recognized as the actual king of the Franks, his son, Pepin III the Short, became the first Carolingian king of the Franks. Pepin III’s son and Charles’s grandson, Charlemagne, was the greatest of all medieval monarchs.
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Chennault, Claire Lee (1893–1958)

U.S. Army Air Forces lieutenant general. Born in Commerce, Texas, on September 6, 1893, Claire Lee Chennault was raised in rural Louisiana. He later taught English and business at a number of southern colleges until August 1917, when he became a second lieutenant in the army reserve. He remained in the United States during World War I, transferring to the U.S. Army Signal Corps and completing pilot training in 1920.

An accomplished airman, Chennault held a number of assignments, among them command of the 19th Pursuit Squadron in Hawaii during 1923–1926. He developed into an outspoken advocate of fighter aircraft in a period when prevailing military thought subscribed to the Dohuet Doctrine and its underlying assumption that “the bomber will always get through.” While an instructor at the Air Corps Tactical School in 1935, Chennault wrote The Role of Defensive Pursuit, an important but controversial book at the time because it made a strong case for the efficacy of fighter aircraft. In 1937 the U.S. Army removed Chennault from flying status because of a serious hearing loss and forced him into medical retirement as a captain.

In May 1937 Chennault went to China as aviation adviser to the Guomindang (GMD, Kouomintang, Nationalist) government of Jiang Jieshi (Chiang Kai-shek). When the Japanese attacked China that September, Chennault became a colonel in the Chinese Air Force and began testing his tactical theories. In late 1940 Chennault was allowed to recruit American military pilots for service in China, despite the strong opposition of the State, War, and Navy Departments. His American Volunteer Group (AVG), popularly known as the “Flying Tigers,” consisted of some 200 ground crew and 100 pilots flying then semiobsolete Curtiss P-40B fighters. The AVG entered combat for the first time on December 20, 1941. By the time the unit disbanded in July 1942, it claimed 296 Japanese aircraft shot down while itself losing only 12 planes and 4 pilots.

In April 1942, Chennault was recalled to active duty with the U.S. Army as a colonel. A few months later he was promoted to brigadier general and placed in command of the newly formed China Air Task Force (CATF), a subordinate command of the U.S. Tenth Air Force in India. In March 1943 the CATF became the Fourteenth Air Force, with Chennault promoted to major general.

The CATF and the Fourteenth Air Force were economy-of-force organizations in a tertiary theater and therefore always operated on a shoestring. Applying Chennault’s theories, however, both organizations achieved combat effectiveness far out of proportion to their size and resources. By 1945, the Fourteenth Air Force had destroyed some 2,600 Japanese aircraft and thousands of tons of supplies.

During his time in China, Chennault conducted a long-running public feud with Lieutenant General Joseph Stilwell, the equally stubborn and irascible U.S. commander of the China-Burma-India theater. Chennault engineered Jiang’s demand for Stilwell’s recall, but Chennault himself was removed from command and forced into retirement for a second time on August 1, 1945.

After the war, Chennault remained in China. He established and operated the Civil Air Transport (CAT) airline, which supported Jiang’s GMD government in its civil war with the communists led by Mao Zedong (Mao Tse-tung). In 1950 Chennault sold his interest in CAT to the U.S. Central Intelligence Agency, but he remained the chairman of the airline’s board until 1955. Chennault died at Walter Reed Army Hospital in Washington, D.C., on July 27, 1958. Only days before his death, he received promotion to lieutenant general.
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Chen Yi (1901–1972)

Chinese marshal, mayor of Shanghai, and foreign minister of the People’s Republic of China (PRC). Born to a moderately wealthy family in Luozhi in Sichuan Province on August 26, 1901, Chen Yi attended secondary school there, then attended Shanghai University and the Peking College of Law and Commerce. During 1919–1921 he studied in France but was expelled for political activism and returned to China. Chen then joined the Guomindang (GMD, Kouomintang, Nationalists). He also became a member of the Chinese Communist Party (CCP) in 1923. After study at the Sino-French University in Peking (now Beijing) during 1923–1925, Chen joined the faculty of the Whampoa Military Academy near Guangzhou.

Chen was a staff officer in the Northern Expedition (1926–1927). Following the purge of communists within the GMD by Jiang Jieshi (Chiang Kai-shek) in the spring of 1927, Chen participated with other communists in the unsuccessful Nanchang Uprising in Jiangxi, the first large-scale CCP military endeavor. Withdrawing south, he joined forces with Chu Teh in the communist Kiangsi enclave (January 1928). Chen then commanded the 12th Division of IV Corps and fought against GMD forces during Jiang’s Bandit Suppression Campaigns (December 1930–September 1934). When the Red Army embarked on the Long March, Chen remained behind in the Jiangxi area to organize communist resistance there. During the next three years he conducted guerrilla operations in eastern China.

With the start of the Second Sino-Japanese War (1937–1945) and the formation of the United Front against Japan in 1937 between the CCP and the GMD, Chen joined the New Fourth Army. He became its acting commander following destruction of the New Fourth Army headquarters elements in the Anhwei Incident (New Fourth Army Incident) in January 1941. Chen then mobilized the peasantry and rebuilt the New Fourth Army, turning it into a highly trained and effective fighting force against the Japanese through 1945. By 1948, the New Fourth Army numbered some 300,000 men.

During the Chinese Civil War (1946–1949), Chen commanded the Shandong and Central China Field Armies. His forces secured Shandong Province during September–November 1948, then joined People’s Liberation Army (PLA) forces under Liu Bocheng and Su Yu to encircle and destroy the GMD Second and Seventh Army Groups in the Huaihai (Huai-Hai) Campaign (November 1948–January 1949) that clinched the communist victory in the war. Chen’s forces then captured Nanjing (April 22, 1949), Wuhan (May 17), and Shanghai (May 27).

As mayor of Shanghai and chairman of the Shanghai Military Committee (1949–1958), Chen rendered important assistance to the Chinese military effort in the Korean War (1950–1953), sending about half a million troops of whom he had control to fight in Korea, although he was not directly involved in military planning or the actual fighting. He was also an important figure in the frenzied activities to raise funds and to collect and manufacture war matériel for the Chinese war effort.

In February 1954 Chen replaced Zhou Enlai as foreign minister, although Zhou still retained the overriding say in foreign affairs. Immediately upon assuming this post, Chen accompanied Zhou to Pyongyang to negotiate the withdrawal of Chinese soldiers still stationed in Korea after the cessation of hostilities. Chen also worked to strengthen PRC ties with Third World nations. He was vice premier during 1954–1972. In 1955 he was named a marshal of the PLA.

During the Chinese Cultural Revolution (1966–1969), Lin Biao, then second only to Mao Zedong in influence, targeted Chen as a key enemy. Mao evidently remembered Chen’s past contributions, and Chen was spared the most extreme political persecution and suffering. Chen had the satisfaction of witnessing the fall and death of Lin Biao less than four months before he himself died of cancer on January 6, 1972, in Beijing.
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Christian IV, King of Denmark (1577–1648)

Danish king. Born in Frederiksborg Castle (Sjaelland) on April 12, 1577, Christian was the son of Danish king Frederick II and Sophia of Mecklenburg. Christian became king under a regency on the death of his father on April 4, 1588, and began his personal rule on August 17, 1596.

In 1611 Christian invaded Sweden, successfully besieging Kalmar that summer. Following nearly two years of unsuccessful campaigning, he agreed to peace in January 1613. Christian then caused a number of new fortresses to be constructed and devoted considerable effort to improving the Danish Navy.

In addition to being the Danish king, Christian was also the duke of Holstein, a state of the Holy Roman Empire. In 1625 with Protestant fortunes at low ebb, Christian began the Danish phase of the religious and civil war in Germany that became known as the Thirty Years’ War (1618–1648). A Lutheran, Christian pictured himself as the champion of Protestantism, but his principal goal was securing additional territory for Denmark in northern Germany, especially the North Sea ports.

With promises of aid from the Dutch, English, and French, Christian entered the war in 1625. Badly injured in an accidental fall at the fortress of Hameln in 1625, he recovered and in the spring of 1626 campaigned in northern Germany. Christian initially enjoyed success, but his plans came unglued when Albert von Wallenstein defeated Christian’s lieutenant Ernst von Mansfeld in the Battle of Dessau Bridge in Saxony-Anhalt on the Elbe (April 25). Wallenstein then pursued Mansfeld through Silesia and into Hungary. Count Johan Tilly crushed Christian himself in the decisive Battle of Lutter am Barenberge in Brunswick (August 27).

Christian then withdrew with what was left of his army into the Jutland peninsula, pursued by Tilly and Wallenstein. The Catholic forces conquered Denmark, with the exception of its islands, and Christian lost to Wallenstein at Wolgast (August 24, 1628). But with King Gustavus Adolphus of Sweden threatening intervention in the war on the Protestant side, Christian was able to conclude an advantageous peace at Lübeck on May 12, 1629, according to which he had to give up the German bishoprics but retained Jutland, Schleswig, and Holstein.

In 1643 when Christian IV increased the Øresund (Sound) Tolls, Sweden and the Netherlands went to war against Denmark. A Swedish army invaded Jutland in December and enjoyed initial success, but Christian rallied his forces to prevent a Swedish landing on Fyn by defeating an allied fleet at sea in the Battle of Kollberge Heide (July 1, 1644). The subsequent defeat of his own fleet in the Battle of Fehmarn (October 24) obliged Christian to make peace at Brömsebro in 1645. Christian died at Copenhagen on February 28, 1648.

Personally brave and a capable military leader, Christian IV had the misfortune to reign at the same time as the brilliant Gustavus Adolphus of Sweden. One of Denmark’s most effective rulers, Christian suffered from a lack of capable subordinates.
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Chuikov, Vasily Ivanovich (1900–1982)

Marshal of the Soviet Union. Born in the village of Serebryanye Prudy in the Moscow region on February 12, 1900, Vasily Ivanovich Chuikov left home and became a mechanic at age 14. He joined the Red Army at age 18. By 1919 he had risen to command a regiment, and during the Russian Civil War (1917–1922) he fought in Siberia and in the western Ukraine. He also fought in the 1920 Russo-Polish War. Chuikov graduated from the Frunze Military Academy in 1925 and then in 1927 was assigned to China, fighting in the battle for the Chinese Eastern Railroad in 1929. He served in the Special Red Banner Far Eastern Army until 1932 and managed to survive Soviet dictator Joseph Stalin’s purge of army officers in the late 1930s.

Chuikov served in the Soviet invasions of Poland in 1939 and of Finland in 1939–1940, commanding the Fourth and Ninth Armies, respectively. He was promoted to lieutenant general in June 1940. Chuikov returned to China for a third tour, serving as a military attaché beginning in December 1940 but was recalled in March 1942 to become deputy commander and then commander of the newly formed Sixty-Fourth Army on July 22, 1942. A protégé of General Georgi Zhukov, Chuikov took command of the Sixty-Second Army on the west bank of the Volga at Stalingrad, which he defended at tremendous cost. His determination was a major factor in enabling the Soviets to hold until they could mount a counteroffensive.

Assigned to the Southwestern Front in March 1943, Chuikov’s Sixty-Second Army was redesignated the Eighth Guards Army. Chuikov led his army in spearheading the liberation of Ukraine and Byelorussia against German forces. Chuikov was promoted to colonel general in October 1943. In mid-1944 the Eighth Guards Army was transferred to Konstantin Rokossovsky’s 1st Byelorussian Front. Chuikov’s army then distinguished itself in operations in eastern Poland, taking Lublin and Łódź. The Vistula-Oder operation of January–February 1945 opened the war to Berlin, and Chuikov’s tanks spearheaded the final assault on Berlin in a front-wide night attack. On May 2, 1945, Chuikov’s headquarters took the surrender of the German Berlin Garrison on behalf of the Red Army high command.

Chuikov was promoted to general of the army after V-E Day and served as deputy and then commander of Soviet occupation forces in eastern Germany during 1946–1953. Promoted to marshal of the Soviet Union in 1955, he served as commander of the Kiev Military District during 1953–1960 and as commander of Soviet Ground Forces during 1960–1964. He was chief of civil defense during 1961–1972, after which he served in the general inspectorate of the Ministry of Defense. Chuikov published a number of books in the 1950s relating to his wartime service. He died in Moscow on March 18, 1982.

A determined and resourceful general, Chuikov is remembered in Russia as a national hero for his important contribution to the victory over Germany and especially for his tenacious and stoic defense of Stalingrad, a milestone in Russian military history.

Claude R. Sasso
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Churchill, Sir Winston Leonard Spencer (1874–1965)

British political leader, cabinet minister, and prime minister and minister of defense (1940–1945). Born at Blenheim Palace, Oxfordshire, on November 30, 1874, Winston Leonard Spencer Churchill was the eldest son of Lord Randolph Churchill, third son of the Duke of Marlborough and a rising Conservative politician, and his wife Jennie Jerome, an American heiress. Educated at Harrow and the Royal Military Academy, Sandhurst, from 1895 to 1899, Winston Churchill held a commission in the British Army. He visited Cuba on leave and saw active service on the Afghan frontier and in the Sudan, where he took part in the Battle of Omdurman (September 2, 1898). Captured by South African forces in 1899 while reporting on the South African (Boer) War (1899–1902) as a journalist, Churchill escaped dramatically from Pretoria to Durban, winning early popular fame.

Churchill won election to Parliament as a Conservative. In 1904 his party’s partial conversion to protectionism caused him to join the Liberals, who, when they returned to power, made him president of the Board of Trade during 1908–1910 and home secretary during 1910–1911. Named first lord of the admiralty in 1911, Churchill enthusiastically backed the campaign of First Sea Lord Admiral John “Jackie” Fisher to modernize the Royal Navy with faster battleships and more efficient administration. One of the few initial cabinet supporters of British intervention in World War I, Churchill took the blame for the disastrous 1915 Dardanelles expedition against Turkey, of which he was the principal champion, and resigned. He spent six months to May 1916 on active service as a major and then a lieutenant colonel on the Western Front but regained high political office in July 1917 in Prime Minister David Lloyd George’s coalition government when the prime minister made Churchill minister of munitions.
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In a versatile career that spanned four decades, Winston Churchill served Great Britain as a war correspondent, soldier, politician, member of the British Parliament, and first lord of the admiralty. He achieved his greatest renown as British prime minister and war leader during World War II. (Library of Congress)



In December 1918 Churchill moved to the War Office, where he unsuccessfully advocated forceful Allied action against Russia in the hope of eliminating that country’s new Bolshevik government. In late 1920 he became colonial secretary. In 1924 Churchill returned to the Conservatives, who that November made him chancellor of the exchequer, a post that Churchill held for five years. He reluctantly acquiesced in Britain’s return to the gold standard, and his determination to suppress the 1926 General Strike won him the lasting enmity of much of the labor movement.

By 1928, Churchill believed that the postwar peace settlement represented only a truce between wars, a view forcefully set forth in his book The Aftermath (1928). When the Labour Party won the 1929 election Churchill lost office, but he soon began campaigning eloquently for a major British rearmament initiative, especially the massive enhancement of British airpower, to enable the country to face a revived Italian or German military threat. From 1932 onward he sounded this theme eloquently in Parliament, but Conservative leaders remained unsympathetic, and throughout the 1930s Churchill held no cabinet position, despite which he continued to campaign for rearmament. Churchill also became perhaps the most visible and vocal critic of the appeasement policies of the successive governments of Prime Ministers Stanley Baldwin and Neville Chamberlain, who effectively tolerated German rearmament, Chancellor Adolf Hitler’s deliberate contravention of the provisions of the Treaty of Versailles, and German and Italian territorial demands upon their neighbors.

When Germany invaded Poland and Britain declared war in September 1939, Churchill resumed his old position as first lord of the admiralty. Despite successful German attacks on the British aircraft carrier Courageous and the battleship Royal Oak and Churchill’s major responsibility for the Allied disaster in Norway during April–May 1940, on May 10, 1940, the day Germany launched an invasion of France and the Low Countries, Churchill succeeded Chamberlain as prime minister. During the next three months Britain sustained repeated disasters as German troops overran the Low Countries and France, forcing the British Expeditionary Force to withdraw in disarray that June from the beaches of northern France, abandoning most of its equipment. During the Battle of Britain (July 10–October 31, 1940), German airplanes fiercely attacked British air bases, an apparent prelude to a full-scale invasion across the English Channel.

Churchill responded vigorously to crisis. Although 65 years old, he still possessed abundant and unflagging energy. His fondness for sometimes fanciful and questionable strategic plans often exasperated his closest advisers. Even so, Churchill was an outstanding war leader. Upon taking office he delivered a series of rousing and eloquent speeches, affirming Britain’s determination to continue fighting even without allies and his conviction of ultimate triumph. Churchill also followed a demanding schedule of morale-boosting personal visits to British cities, factories, bomb targets, and military installations, which he continued throughout the war.

Besides rallying the British people to endure military defeat in France and the bombing campaign that Germany soon launched against Britain’s industrial cities, Churchill’s speeches were designed to convince the political leaders and people of the United States of the country’s commitment to the war. Churchill cultivated a close working relationship with U.S. president Franklin D. Roosevelt, who responded by negotiating the destroyers-for-bases deal of August 1940. The United States transferred 50 World War I–vintage destroyers to Britain in exchange for naval basing rights in British Caribbean islands and North America. Roosevelt also devised the lend-lease Act in the spring of 1941, which authorized assistance to countries at war whose endeavors enhanced U.S. national security. In August 1941 Churchill and Roosevelt met for the first time at sea, in Placentia Bay off the Newfoundland Coast, and agreed to a common set of liberal war aims, the Atlantic Charter, and also agreed to coordinate military strategies. In addition, Churchill agreed to allow British scientists to pool their expertise in nuclear physics with their American counterparts in the Manhattan Project, a largely U.S.-financed effort to build an atomic bomb that reached fruition in the summer of 1945.
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Winston Church, while minister of munitions, wrote in a memo in late October 1917 that

It is improbable that any terrorization of the civil population which could be achieved by air attack would compel the Government of a great nation to surrender. In our own case, we have seen the combative spirit of the people, roused, and not quelled, by the German air raids. Nothing that we have learned of the capacity of the German population to endure suffering justifies us in assuming that they could be cowed into submission by such methods, or indeed, that they would not be rendered more desperately resolved by them.

Despite this statement, during World War II Churchill strongly supported British nighttime area bombing and the destruction of German cities, including the terror bombings of Hamburg and Dresden.

Source: Tami Davis Biddle, Rhetoric and Reality in Air Warfare: The Evolution of British and American Ideas about Strategic Bombing, 1914–1945 (Princeton, NJ: Princeton University Press, 2002), 79.



Churchill welcomed with relief Japan’s December 1941 attack on the American naval base of Pearl Harbor, Hawaii, and the subsequent German and Italian declarations of war on the United States, which he believed guaranteed an ultimate Allied victory. In the interim, as 1942 progressed he needed all his talents to sustain British resolution through various military disasters, including Japan’s conquest of Hong Kong, Malaya, Singapore, and Burma and British defeats in North Africa.

After Germany invaded the Soviet Union in June 1941, Churchill also welcomed the Soviet Union as an ally, though his relations with Soviet leader Joseph Stalin were never as close as with Roosevelt. Churchill made repeated visits to the United States and met Roosevelt at other venues; all three leaders gathered at major international summit conferences at Tehran in November 1943 and Yalta in February 1945, and Churchill also met Stalin separately on several occasions. Churchill traveled abroad more than any of the Allied leaders, often at substantial personal risk.

Stalin resented the Anglo-American failure to open a second front in Europe until June 1944, a decision due in considerable part to Churchill’s fear that if Britain and the United States launched an invasion of Western Europe too soon, the campaign would degenerate into bloody trench warfare resembling that of 1914–1918. Churchill resented growing U.S. pressure for the phasing out of British colonial rule, a policy that growing British international weakness made increasingly probable.

As the war proceeded and Soviet forces began to push back German troops, Churchill feared that the Soviet Union would dominate postwar Eastern Europe. Soviet support for communist guerrillas in occupied countries and for the Soviet-backed Lublin government in Poland reinforced his apprehensions. In October 1944 Churchill negotiated an informal agreement with Stalin whereby the two leaders delineated their countries’ respective spheres of influence in that region. At the February 1945 Yalta Conference, Churchill and Roosevelt both acquiesced in effective Soviet domination of most of that region and in dividing Germany temporarily into separate occupation zones. In April 1945 Churchill unsuccessfully urged American military commanders to take Berlin in advance of the Soviets. Despite the creation of the United Nations, Churchill hoped that close Anglo-American understanding would be the bedrock of the international world order, a perspective intensified by his continuing fears of Germany.

In July 1945 in one of the greatest election upsets in British history, but one focused on domestic reform in which Churchill had little interest, the British electorate voted Churchill out of office while he was attending the meeting at Potsdam, replacing his administration with a reformist Labour government.

Churchill used his prestige, which was still very much intact, to rally American elite and public opinion in favor of taking a stronger line against Soviet expansionism in Europe and elsewhere, a position he advanced to enormous publicity in his famous March 1946 “Iron Curtain” speech at Fulton, Missouri. Churchill’s six best-selling volumes of memoirs, The Second World War, depicted a somewhat rosy view of Anglo-American wartime cooperation, carefully designed to promote the continuing alliance between the two countries that had become his most cherished objective. From 1951 to 1955, Churchill served again as Conservative prime minister. Declining health eventually forced him to resign from office. A House of Commons man to the core, he consistently refused the peerage to which his services entitled him. Churchill died in London on January 24, 1965.

Churchill’s death marked the symbolic final passing of Great Britain’s imperial age. Churchill received the first state funeral for any British commoner since the death of the Duke of Wellington more than a century before. An idiosyncratic political maverick whose pre-1939 record was at best mixed, Churchill became the greatest British war leader since the Earl of Chatham in the 18th century.
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Cincinnatus, Lucius Quinctius (ca. 519 BCE–ca. 430 BCE)

Roman general and statesman. Born in Rome to a prominent aristocratic family circa 519 BCE, Lucius Quinctius Cincinnatus opposed all efforts to improve the legal status of plebeians. His son Caeso Quinctius often drove the tribunes of the plebeians from the forum, preventing them from reaching decisions. Caeso’s actions brought a capital charge against him in 461. Released on bail, Caeso fled Rome and sought refuge with the Etrurians. He was then tried in absentia, convicted, and sentenced to death. Also, Cincinnatus was forced to pay an immense fine. To do so, he had to sell most of his property and live in greatly reduced circumstances on a small farm, which he and his family worked with their own hands.

In 460 BCE, Cincinnatus was elected consul. During his consulship Rome had been at war with the Volscians, a neighboring Italic people. In 458 the Volscians, now allied with the Aequis, invaded Roman territory. Consul Minucius Esquilinus had led an army out to fight them, only to be trapped in the Alban Hills. When word of this arrived in Rome, the Senate authorized Consul Horatius Pulvillus to nominate a dictator, and he selected Cincinnatus to serve for six months.

Although much of the life of Cincinnatus is shrouded in legend, according to tradition he was plowing his fields when, in 458 BCE, several members of the Senate arrived to tell him of his selection as magister populi (“master of the people”) to defend the city. Cincinnatus immediately assembled all Roman males of military age and led them out to defeat the Aequis in the Battle of Mons Algidus, sparing the Aequis on condition that they submit to Roman authority. He then returned to his farm, all of this within 16 days, and refused the honors that were rightly his as a consequence of the military victories. Cincinnatus was reportedly again dictator in 439, called upon to put down an effort by Spurius Maelius, a wealthy Roman plebeian who allegedly sought to become king. Maelius was quickly slain, and again Cincinnatus immediately gave up power. Cincinnatus was celebrated by Romans, especially the aristocrats, as a model of civic virtue, service, and modesty.

The American general George Washington was compared to Cincinnatus, holding command of the army only until the defeat of the British and then retiring to his estates when he might have opted for supreme power. After the American Revolutionary War (1775–1783), a group of former Continental Army officers formed the Society of the Cincinnati, taking the name from the Roman general. The city of Cincinnati, Ohio, was named for this organization.

Spencer C. Tucker
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Clark, Mark Wayne (1896–1984)

U.S. Army general. Born at Madison Barracks, New York, on May 1, 1896, Mark Wayne Clark graduated from the U.S. Military Academy, West Point, in 1917 and was wounded during World War I in action in France in June 1918. He then took part in occupation duty in Germany and was promoted to captain after his return to the United States in November 1919. Clark graduated from the Infantry School in 1925. Promoted to major in January 1933, he graduated from the Command and General Staff School in 1935 and from the Army War College in 1937. He served on the staff of the 3rd Infantry Division (1937–1940), was an instructor at the Army War College (1940), and worked on the expansion of the army (1940–1942).

Promoted to brigadier general in August 1941 and to major general as chief of staff of army ground forces in April 1942, Clark was advanced to lieutenant general in November 1942. He was named deputy supreme commander for the Allied invasion of North Africa, Operation TORCH, under Lieutenant General Dwight D. Eisenhower. Clark met secretly with Vichy French officials in October 1942 just prior to the Allied invasion to seek their cooperation, and he negotiated a cease-fire with French authorities two days after the November 8 landings.

Given command of the Fifth Army, Clark in January 1943 began planning the invasion of Italy, which occurred at Salerno (September 9). The Fifth Army’s subsequent slow advance up the western side of the Italian peninsula brought harsh criticism of Clark’s abilities. His troops subsequently suffered heavy casualties in the attempt to penetrate the Gustav Line. The bombing of the monastery on Monte Cassino plagued his reputation, while heavy casualties at the Rapido River prompted a Senate investigation. The Anzio landings (January 22, 1944) did little to speed up the Fifth Army’s advance, and the assault failed to lead to a quick capture of Rome. The Fifth Army finally liberated Rome (June 4, 1944), but Clark was roundly criticized for his determination that U.S. troops be the first to liberate the Eternal City, a decision that allowed the German Tenth Army to escape encirclement and reach the Gothic Line to the north.

In December 1944 Clark succeeded Sir Harold Alexander as commander of the multinational 15th Army Group, and in March 1945 Clark became the U.S. Army’s youngest full general. His forces breached the Gothic Line, crossed the Po River, and entered Austria just as the war in Europe ended. On May 4, 1945, Clark personally received the surrender of all German forces in Italy.

After the war Clark commanded U.S. occupation forces in Austria (1945–1947). He then commanded the Sixth Army (1947–1949) and Army Field Forces (1949–1952). Clark succeeded General Matthew Ridgway as commander of U.S. forces in the Far East and of United Nations Forces in Korea (May 1952–October 1953), where Clark chafed at restrictions placed on his command by Washington. He wrote two memoirs, Calculated Risk (1950) and From the Danube to the Yalu (1954). Upon his retirement from the army in 1954, he served as president of the Citadel (1954–1960). Clark died in Charleston, South Carolina, on April 17, 1984.

A capable field commander who was extremely ambitious, Clark demonstrated ability in leading troops of different nationalities but has been much criticized for the decisions taken while commanding in Italy.

Thomas D. Veve
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Clausewitz, Carl Philipp Gottfried von (1780–1831)

Prussian general, regarded by many as history’s most influential military theorist. Born in Burg near Magdeburg, Prussia, on June 1, 1780, Carl Philipp Gottfried von Clausewitz was the son of a retired army officer who claimed nobility. Clausewitz entered the Prussian Army at age 12 and campaigned with the Prussian and Austrian force that invaded France in 1792 to begin the Wars of the French Revolution. After Prussia left the war in 1795, Clausewitz spent six years in garrison duties, during which time he bettered his education. In 1801 he entered the War College in Berlin, studying under Gerhard Johann David von Scharnhorst. On graduation, Clausewitz was appointed an aide to Prince August Ferdinand of Prussia in 1804. Clausewitz thus witnessed the destruction of Prussia’s armies at the hands of Napoleon Bonaparte and the French in 1806, fighting in the defeat of the Prussians at Auerstädt (October 14) and being taken prisoner at Prenzlau (October 28).

Following his exchange in 1807, Clausewitz assisted both Scharnhorst and August von Gneisenau in the reform of the Prussian Army during 1807–1811. At the same time, Clausewitz was an instructor to Crown Prince Friedrich Wilhelm. Angry when King Friedrich Wilhelm III agreed to supply a contingent of troops to Napoleon for the French invasion of Russia in 1812 Campaign, Clausewitz resigned his commission and left Prussia. During the campaign, he was first an observer and then a staff officer in the Russian forces. He remained with the Russian Army through the 1813 War of German Liberation, rejoining the Prussian Army in 1814. During Napoleon’s return to France in the Hundred Days (1815), Clausewitz participated in the Waterloo Campaign (June 12–18) as a staff officer in III Corps.

In 1818 Clausewitz was appointed director of the Kriegsakademie (War College) in Berlin. Reflecting on his experiences in the French Revolutionary War and the Napoleonic Wars, he began work on his seminal work that would be published posthumously as Vom Kriege (On War). In it, Clausewitz sought to discover the fundamental principles of war. In perhaps his best-known maxim, he defined war as “the continuation of politics [or policy] by other means.” Clausewitz believed that in order to be successful in war, a commander had to be attuned to political realities and their possible effect on the conduct of operations. Clausewitz noted that in war where two powers are of more or less equal strength, victory will go to that side with the greater will to win. Success in war rests on a trinity of forces: the government, the military, and the people. If the people lose faith in a war, then the first task of the government is to extradite itself from the conflict. In order to be victorious in war, it is essential to recognize the “center of gravity” of the other side, then direct all energy there. Clausewitz also examined such key factors as “friction,” “genius,” the “fog of war,” and the unpredictability of war. In addition to On War, Clausewitz also wrote numerous essays and studies of various Napoleonic campaigns, including that of 1812.

Clausewitz was not happy with On War but never had the opportunity to revise it. In 1830 he was assigned as major general and chief of staff of Prussian forces stationed on the Russian frontier to prevent Poles fleeing revolution there from escaping into Prussia. He contracted cholera and died in Breslau, Silesia, on November 16, 1831.

Although Clausewitz had instructed his wife not to publish his book until he had revised it, friends persuaded her to do so. The work did not receive significant attention until after the Prussian military victory over France in 1871. Although interest in it has ebbed and flowed depending on the time period, On War remains the chief work of Western military theory, with a wide applicability today. It has been translated into a great many languages and is widely studied in military academies around the world.
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Clay, Lucius DuBignon (1897–1978)

U.S. Army general and military governor of the U.S. occupation zone of Germany during 1947–1949. Born on April 23, 1897, in Marietta, Georgia, Lucius DuBignon Clay was the son of a U.S. senator. After graduating from the U.S. Military Academy, West Point, in 1918, Clay entered the army’s Corps of Engineers. He served as an instructor at West Point during 1924–1928, on General Douglas MacArthur’s staff in the Philippines during 1937–1938, and as district engineer in charge of the Red River Dam project near Denison, Texas, during 1938–1940.

Clay then directed the first national program in the United States for airport construction, enlarging or improving 277 airports and building 197 new ones in only a two-year span during 1940–1942. Making his reputation as a strong administrator rather than as a combat commander, Clay was promoted to brigadier general in March 1942, the youngest in the army, and appointed assistant chief of staff for matériel. Promoted to major general that December, he oversaw both military procurement and production for the army.

Following the June 1944 Normandy Invasion, Clay took charge of reopening the port of Cherbourg for Allied resupply. He subsequently rose to director of materials, responsible for coordinating all logistical details of army war production and assignment. Eventually in 1944 while on leave from the army, Clay was named deputy director of war mobilization and reconversion.

Clay returned to Europe in April 1945 as General of the Army Dwight Eisenhower’s civilian affairs deputy, with responsibility for feeding and housing the population in the U.S. zone of Germany. Clay was then military governor in the U.S. zone as a lieutenant general during March 1947–May 1949. He firmly opposed plans to pastoralize the country by destroying its heavy industry, emphasizing the need for timely restoration of civilian government in Germany, and moved steadily toward a divided Germany and the establishment of a separate West German state. In June 1948 when the Soviet Union interdicted land movements of supplies into Allied-occupied West Berlin, Clay advocated dispatching an armed supply convoy through Soviet-occupied East Germany. His superiors in Washington rejected this forceful advice as overly confrontational but quickly endorsed Clay’s independent decision to resupply Berlin by air for almost a year, evidence of America’s commitment to the policy of containment of Soviet expansion, which Clay’s stance quickly came to symbolize. In May 1949 a few days after the blockade ended, Clay left the army as a full general and to rapturous farewells.

In retirement, Clay served as chairman of Continental Can Company and was a senior partner with Lehman Brothers investment bank. Politically active, in 1952 he helped to persuade Eisenhower to seek the Republican presidential nomination. During the 1961 Berlin Crisis, President John F. Kennedy dispatched Clay to West Berlin as his personal representative to demonstrate continuing American support for its independence. Clay died in Chatham, Massachusetts, on April 16, 1978.

Clay was a highly effective administrator. His career demonstrated both the growing military significance of administrative, organizational, logistical, and engineering abilities within the 20th-century U.S. Army and the major diplomatic responsibilities increasingly accorded to American military representatives.

Priscilla Roberts
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Cleburne, Patrick Ronayne (1828–1864)

Confederate Army officer. Born in County Cork, Ireland, on March 17, 1828, Patrick Ronayne Cleburne was orphaned at age 15. He sought to follow his father into the medical profession but failed the entrance exam to the Trinity College of Medicine in 1846 and then served for three years in the British Army’s 41st Regiment of Foot, rising to corporal. After purchasing his discharge, he immigrated to America with his siblings in 1849.

Cleburne became an apothecary in Cincinnati, Ohio, and then pursued the same profession in Helena, Arkansas. Taking up the study of law, he became a successful lawyer. He also formed a business relationship with future Confederate general Thomas C. Hindman, and the two purchased a newspaper. Cleburne became a wealthy property owner. On May 24, 1856, he and Hindman were both shot and wounded, Cleburne in the back, during a street fight following a political debate. Cleburne shot and killed his assailant before collapsing. Following his recovery, he was exonerated of all charges in the incident.

In January 1861, Cleburne joined the local Arkansas Militia company and was soon elected its captain. With the start of the American Civil War, he led the company in the seizure of the Little Rock Arsenal. He then helped raise and was elected colonel of the 1st Arkansas Militia on July 23. That unit mustered into Confederate service, with Cleburne remaining its colonel, as the 15th Arkansas Infantry. Cleburne commanded the 2nd Brigade, 1st Division, Army of Central Kentucky, Department No. 2, from October 1861 to March 1862.

Appointed brigadier general in the Confederate Army on March 4, 1862, Cleburne commanded the 2nd Brigade in III Corps of the Army of Mississippi from March to August, fighting in the Battle of Shiloh (April 6–7) and the Siege of Corinth (May 3–23). Taking part in the Kentucky Campaign (August 14–October 26), during the Battle of Richmond (August 29–30) he was wounded by a ball in the cheek that carried away some teeth. Cleburne was again wounded, this time in the ankle, during the Battle of Perryville (October 8).

Cleburne commanded the 2nd Brigade in the 1st Division, II Corps, Army of the Tennessee, during November–December 1862, and on December 20 he was appointed major general with date of rank from December 13. One of only two foreign-born officers to hold this rank in Confederate service, Cleburne was recognized as a superb combat commander. He next commanded the 1st Division, II Corps, Army of Tennessee, which routed the Union right wing in the Battle of Stones River (December 31, 1862–January 2, 1863). Cleburne also saw combat in the Tullahoma Campaign (June 23–July 3, 1863) and fought at Chickamauga (September 19–20) and in the Chattanooga Campaign (October–November). During the Battle of Wauhatchie (October 29) his division conducted a rare night assault, and the division distinguished itself in the Battle of Missionary Ridge (November 25). During the Battle of Ringgold Gap (November 29), his division protected the Confederate withdrawal.

Although Cleburne strongly supported the Southern cause, he was indifferent regarding the issue of slavery, and during the winter of 1863–1864 he proposed abolishing slavery in a “reasonable time” and recruiting blacks into the army on the promise of freedom. This proposal, put forth in a circular, was rejected by the Confederate government until the end of the war. Cleburne continued to command his division during the Atlanta Campaign (May 1–September 2). In October 1864 he commanded I Corps.

Cleburne also took part in General John Bell Hood’s foray into middle Tennessee. At the Battle of Franklin (November 30, 1864), Cleburne was shot in the abdomen and died at the forefront of his division, the senior of six Confederate generals killed in the futile Confederate assaults of the entrenched Union lines.

Cleburne, known as the “Stonewall of the West,” was certainly the most popular Confederate division commander of the war. His passing was widely mourned in the South, perhaps second only to the death of Lieutenant General Thomas J. “Stonewall” Jackson.
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Clemenceau, Georges (1841–1929)

French statesman and premier of France. Born in Mouilleron-en-Pareds in the Vendée on September 28, 1841, Georges Clemenceau received his professional education at the Medical Schools of Nantes and Paris. He founded several literary magazines and wrote numerous articles critical of French emperor Napoloeon III. When the government cracked down on dissent, Clemenceau went abroad and lived in the United States during 1865–1869. There he had a medical office but spent much of his time as a journalist for a Parisian newspaper and teaching French and riding at a girls’ school in Connecticut. Clemenceau returned to France with the overthrow of Napoleon III and the establishment of the Third French Republic during the Franco-Prussian War and was the mayor of the Eighteenth Arrondissement of Paris during the German Siege of Paris (1870–1871). Clemenceau failed in his attempt to negotiate a compromise during the Paris Commune in 1871. After service as a municipal counselor in Paris during 1871–1876, he was elected a deputy to the National Assembly in 1876 and became the most prominent leader of the Radical Party.

Compromised by the 1892 Panama Canal Scandal, Clemenceau was defeated for reelection in 1893 and became a journalist during 1893–1902. He was a leading supporter of Captain Alfred Dreyfus during the Dreyfus Affair. Elected a senator in 1902, Clemenceau was minister of the interior during March–October 1906 and then premier during October 1906–July 1909, earning the enmity of the political Left when he ruthlessly crushed labor unrest. Known as “the Tiger” for his combative nature and overturning of cabinets, he was also an ardent patriot. Clemenceau was broadly cultured and was widely considered France’s most prominent Anglophile. In Clemenceau’s view, France and Britain were natural allies against the threat posed by German militarism.

The outbreak of World War I in August 1914 rejuvenated Clemenceau. As a journalist and a senator, he argued for intensification of the military effort. Refusing any ministerial post but that of premier, he was a needle in the side of France’s wartime administrations. Clemenceau criticized military policies, urged cooperation with the British, and condemned defeatism. His selection as premier on November 16, 1917, came at a low point in the war for France and gave a new sense of vigor and direction to the nation’s flagging war effort. As a longtime anti-imperialist, he accelerated the recruitment of colonial troops. On the home front, he intensified propaganda, cracked down ruthlessly on so-called shirkers, and prosecuted alleged defeatists. Accused of dictatorial tactics and challenged in the National Assembly, on March 8, 1918, Clemenceau responded with his now famous formula for victory: “My foreign policy and domestic policy are all one: I wage war.”

Clemenceau’s determination made him a leading symbol of Allied resistance during the military crises of the first half of 1918. By combining the offices of premier and minister of war, he took direct responsibility for France’s war effort. He strongly supported General Ferdinand Foch and his elevation to Allied generalissimo, even though he disagreed with Foch on occasion. Clemenceau frequently found himself at odds with Prime Minister David Lloyd George of Britain and President Woodrow Wilson of the United States.
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Georges Clemenceau was arguably the most important French politician in the late 19th and early 20th centuries. Assuming the premiership for a second time in the fall of 1917 when there were serious doubts regarding the national will to continue participation in World War I, Clemenceau’s uncompromising dedication to the war effort instilled new vigor and made him a leading figure in the Allied drive to final victory. (Library of Congress)



During the Paris Peace Conference of 1919, Clemenceau attempted to restore the balance of power in Europe by preserving the wartime alliance of France, Britain, the United States, and Italy. To this end, he agreed to a series of compromises with Wilson that balanced French security concerns with the latter’s Fourteen Points. These included abandonment of French plans for an independent state in the Rhineland, French endorsement of the League of Nations, and an Anglo-American Treaty guaranteeing France against German aggression (which, however, failed to secure ratification by the U.S. Senate).

Clemenceau had made many enemies, and they combined against him to deny him the presidency of France, whereupon he retired from politics in January 1920. Except for a tour of the United States in 1922 during which he was lionized, Clemenceau spent most of the 1920s writing. He was prescient in his view that the great Western democracies should have worked more closely together to enforce international order and peace. Clemenceau died in Paris on November 24, 1929. Combative and energetic yet not inflexible, he was one of history’s great war leaders.

Robert K. Hanks
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Clinton, Sir Henry (1730–1795)

British general. Born on April 30, 1730, in Newfoundland, where his father, Royal Navy captain George Clinton, was the governor, Henry Clinton moved with his family to New York in 1743 when his father, then a rear admiral, became the governor there. Clinton attended school on Long Island and in 1745 was commissioned a militia lieutenant. Following a year’s service in New York, he was promoted to captain.

In 1749 Clinton traveled to England and became a lieutenant in the Coldstream Guards in 1751. By 1758 he was a lieutenant colonel in the Grenadier Guards. Beginning in 1760, Clinton saw action in Germany during the Seven Years’ War (1756–1763), serving as an aide to Charles, Prince (later duke) of Brunswick, commander of the allied corps. Promoted to colonel in June 1762, Clinton was wounded in the Battle of Johannisberg (August 30, 1762). Returning to England, he was promoted to brigadier general in June 1763 and to major general in May 1772. He was also elected to Parliament. In 1774 he spent six months in the Balkans observing Russian preparations for war against the Turks.

With the outbreak of fighting in America, in 1775 Clinton was ordered there along with fellow major generals John Burgoyne and William Howe. The three arrived in Boston in May and urged the British commander in North America, Lieutenant General Thomas Gage, to attack the Americans on Breed’s Hill. Although his proposal to attack the rear of the American position was rejected, Clinton led the final assault on the American forces in person (June 17). With Gage’s departure Howe assumed command, with Clinton as second-in-command at the local rank of lieutenant general in September.

Clinton commanded British forces in an expedition against Charleston, South Carolina. With the failure of the British naval attack on Fort Moultrie (June 28, 1776), however, Clinton withdrew his troops on July 21 and returned to New York. Disappointed at the failure of the expedition and at odds with Howe, Clinton sailed to England with the intention of resigning from the service. Persuaded to change his mind, he returned to New York in July 1777 to find Howe about to strike against Philadelphia. With only 7,000 men, Clinton assumed command in New York but conducted operations up the Hudson River as far as Hyde Park in support of Lieutenant General John Burgoyne’s drive southward from Canada to Albany, which ended in Burgoyne’s surrender at Saratoga (October 17).

Succeeding Howe as commander of British forces in May 1778, Clinton evacuated Philadelphia. He then held off Continental Army commander General George Washington’s assault on his withdrawing troops at Monmouth, New Jersey (June 28). Clinton concentrated his forces in New York and kept to the defensive the remainder of the year. He undertook limited offensive action in Georgia in 1778, Virginia in May 1779, and Connecticut in June.

Shifting the focus of military operations to the American South, in 1780 Clinton mounted the largest British offensive since 1777, in a second attempt against Charleston. The city surrendered following a protracted siege (February 11–May 12) in what was the greatest Continental Army defeat of the war. Clinton then returned to New York, leaving Lieutenant General Lord Charles Cornwallis in command in the South. After inconclusive campaigning, Cornwallis withdrew to Yorktown, Virginia, where the French fleet and American and French land forces began siege operations. Clinton mounted a relief operation but arrived on October 24, five days after Cornwallis had surrendered. Clinton then returned to New York.

Openly critical of the British government’s handling of the war, Clinton was replaced as commander in chief in America by Lieutenant General Sir Guy Carleton on May 5, 1782. Returning to Britain, Clinton failed to secure the inquiry that he hoped would clear his name. Gradually returned to favor, he won election to Parliament in 1790, was promoted to full general in October 1793, and was appointed governor of Gibraltar in July 1794. Clinton died at Gibraltar on December 23, 1795.

Intelligent and for the most part effective, Clinton also often found it difficult to get along with others. He lacked capable subordinates, but as commander in chief he also demonstrated a lack of initiative and boldness.
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Clive, Robert (1725–1774)

British general and colonial administrator who laid the foundations of British rule in India. Born in Styche in Shropshire on September 29, 1725, Robert Clive had a limited education. In 1743 he sailed to Madras in South India as a junior clerk in the British East India Company.

Clive soon established a reputation as occasionally insubordinate but capable and innovative. Following the French capture of Madras (September 10, 1746), he escaped to Fort St. David south of the city. There he took a commission in 1747 as an ensign with the British East India Company. Clive soon discovered that he had an affinity for combat, and his daring military exploits won him both recognition and advancement. They also allowed him to marry into the influential Maskelyne family.

Clive won renown for the capture with only 500 men of Arcot in southern India (September 12, 1751). He won a series of small engagements against the French in 1752, showing himself to be a capable leader of guerrillas.

Clive returned to England in 1753 but failed in his bid to win a seat in Parliament. He returned to India in 1755 with substantial troop reinforcements as a lieutenant colonel and with the post of governor of Fort St. David. Answering a call from authorities at Bombay, Clive took the pirate stronghold of Gheriah on the Indian west coast in June 1756. Following the seizure of Calcutta by Bengal nawab Siraj-ad-Daula (June 20, 1756), Clive led a relief expedition to that city and freed the British survivors of the notorious Black Hole of Calcutta in December. He then took all Calcutta (January 2, 1757). Clive captured French-held Chandermagore (March 23, 1757). Although vastly outnumbered by his opponent, Clive decisively defeated Siraj-ad-Daula in the great Battle of Plassey (June 23, 1757).

Clive replaced Sirah-ad-Daula as nawab with Mir Jafar, who rewarded Clive with a Mughal military title, an outright gift of £234,000, and an estate with an annual revenue of £30,000. Clive was governor of Bengal during 1757–1760.

Clive was in England during 1760–1765. He was raised to the peerage as Baron Clive of Plassey in 1762 and received a knighthood in 1764. Although hailed by Prime Minister William Pitt, Clive saw his political ambitions thwarted by the vast personal fortune he had amassed, even as the East India Company had fallen into debt.

Following renewed attacks by the Mughal emperor and a mutiny by the company’s European troops, Clive returned to India for a second period as governor of Bengal during 1765–1767. The military situation had already been largely restored by the time of his return to India in May. Clive put together the political settlement with the Mughal emperor, however, whereby the company was allowed to collect revenues in both Bengal and Bihar, paying only a tribute to Delhi. Clive then reformed the administration of Bengal, ending the worst corruption.

Clive departed Calcutta for Britain in February 1767. The East India Company’s bankruptcy in 1772 revealed vast corruption, and Clive found himself on trial in England before Parliament. He defended himself successfully, winning both a pardon and the thanks of Parliament for his “meritorious service.” Having always exhibited a certain instability, Clive committed suicide in London on November 22, 1774.

Although primarily known for his superb administrative skills, Clive was also a bold, resourceful, and capable military commander. To him belongs the credit for establishing the foundation of the British Empire on the Indian subcontinent.
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Cochrane, Thomas, 10th Earl of Dundonald (1775–1860)

Admiral in the service of Britain, Chile, Brazil, and Greece. Born on December 14, 1775, at Ainsfield, Lanarkshire, eldest son of the ninth earl of Dundonald, Thomas Cochrane entered the Royal Navy at age 17 in a ship commanded by his uncle, Alexander Cochrane.

Varied duties led in 1800 to Cochrane assuming command of the brig Speedy, in which he captured the much larger Spanish frigate El Gamo and other prizes before surrendering to a superior French force near Gibraltar in 1802. While commanding the frigate Pallas (32 guns), Cochrane preyed on French merchantmen until his ship succumbed to damage in 1806. That same year he was elected to Parliament from Honiton, and in 1807 he won a seat from Westminster. In the House of Commons, Cochrane attacked abuses in the Royal Navy and became an outspoken critic of the Admiralty.

Back at sea in command of the frigate Imperieuse, Cochrane added to his already impressive list of prizes. In April 1809 he led a daring fireship attack against the Aix Roads off Brest. On his return to England Cochrane was knighted, but his criticism of his commander, Admiral Lord James Gambier, for his timidity in the attack led to a court-martial that exonerated Gambier. This incident, combined with Cochrane’s actions in Parliament, effectively destroyed his reputation with the Admiralty, ending his active service in the Royal Navy for almost 40 years.

Over the next few months, Cochrane used his seat in Parliament to expose naval incompetence and corruption. But just as it appeared in 1813 that he would join his uncle on the North American station, Cochrane was implicated in a stock scandal, convicted of fraud, and sentenced to a year in prison. Although innocent, he was dropped from the navy rolls, expelled from the House of Commons, and removed from the knighthood.

After his imprisonment, Cochrane was returned to the House of Commons by his Westminster constituents and there continued his attack on the Admiralty, which he believed had orchestrated his downfall. Mired in residual legal troubles, he accepted an offer from Chile to command its navy in the struggle for independence from Spain.

Arriving at Valparaiso in 1818, Cochrane took charge of the seven-ship fleet, including a captured 40-gun Spanish frigate. Renamed the O’Higgins, it became his flagship. For several months Cochrane harassed the Spanish. In June 1820 he led a spectacular amphibious attack on the fortified port of Valdivia, securing many prisoners and much matériel. His capture that November of the Spanish frigate Esmeralda, during which he was wounded, led to the capitulation of Lima and greatly facilitated the liberation of Chile and Peru. After a falling-out with General José de San Martín, with whom he had collaborated at Valdivia, Cochrane accepted command of the Brazilian Navy. Again with a small fleet, he worked wonders against the Portuguese Navy and contributed to the independence of another South American state. But plagued by the intrigues of Latin American politics, he resigned and returned to England.

Contacted by the Greeks to command yet another nascent navy, Cochrane insisted on lavish guarantees of new equipment, specifically English-built steam vessels. An early proponent of steam warships, he was frustrated when these failed to arrive. His ineffectual tenure in Greece was tainted by scandal that seemed to follow him wherever he went. Disheartened, Cochrane returned to England to pursue reinstatement in the Royal Navy.

In 1832 Cochrane won reinstatement in the Royal Navy as a rear admiral. Upon the death of his father the previous year, Cochrane became the 10th earl of Dundonald. He devoted attention to innovation, particularly refinement of steam technology and development of the screw propeller. Promoted to vice admiral in 1841, he saw his last active service as commander of the West Indies and North American stations from 1848 to 1851, when he was elevated to full admiral; in 1847 he was reinstated as a knight in the Order of Bath.

Too old for service during the 1853–1856 Crimean War, Cochrane offered a plan to use sulfur gas against Sebastopol or Kronstadt, but this was rejected on humanitarian grounds. Cochrane died at London on October 31, 1860.

Without doubt Cochrane was a gifted innovator and a truly talented naval commander, but inability to escape controversy precluded a much loftier place in history. He did, however, gain enduring romantic stature as a dashing, unconventional sailor and a rebel and liberator.
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Colbert, Jean Baptiste de Seignelay (1619–1683)

French minister of marine and chief minister of France who is regarded as the founder of the modern French Navy. Born at Rheims on August 29, 1619, Jean Baptiste de Seignelay Colbert was first a lawyer’s clerk and then worked in a financial firm. In 1640 he joined the Ministry of War, and in 1642 he became chief clerk to Michel Le Tellier, who upon becoming counselor of state installed Colbert as his secretary. From 1651 Colbert performed a variety of duties for Cardinal Mazarin, chief minister to King Louis XIV. Beginning in 1660, Colbert became interested in naval affairs and took over the administration; in 1669 he was formally granted the title of minister of state for the navy.

As comptroller-general of finances, in effect chief minister to King Louis XIV during 1665–1683, Colbert worked hard to apply mercantilist principles, seeking to make France economically self-sufficient and increase the wealth from which state taxes were drawn. Colbert abolished many internal tariffs, promulgated a commercial code, and improved communication within the country by building roads and canals. He fostered colonies abroad (he established the French East India Company) and worked to increase exports.
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Jean Baptiste Colbert was chief minister of France during 1665–1683 under King Louis XIV. A staunch advocate of French overseas expansion, he is regarded as the father of the French Navy. This 17th-century portrait is by Claude Lefebvre. (John Clark Ridpath, Ridpath’s History of the World, 1901)



In the naval sphere, Colbert made a major effort to implement Cardinal Richelieu’s plans to build a powerful navy. Colbert’s naval program was both impressive and multifaceted. It embraced all aspects of the navy, including supplies, administration, the creation of ports and dockyards (such as Rochefort), organization (the creation of marine infantry), standardization of ship classifications and gun calibers (in which he was ahead of his time), the establishment of hospitals, and the promulgation of ordinances in 1681 and 1689 that codified the merchant marine and the navy.

Colbert’s chief shortcomings as minister of marine were to look at the navy too much from an administrative point of view and to give too much authority to administrators rather than line officers. Colbert died in Paris on September 6, 1683.

An extraordinarily capable and innovative administrator, Colbert took over what was a moribund naval establishment, and his substantial work in this area merits recognizing him as the father of the modern French Navy.
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Coligny, Gaspard de (1519–1572)

French admiral and Huguenot leader. Born in Châtillon-sur-Loing (Châtillon-Coligny), France, on February 16, 1519, Gaspard de Coligny attended court and in 1541 became friends with François de Lorraine, Duke of Guise. During the Fourth Habsburg-Valois War (1542–1544), Coligny distinguished himself in the Battle of Ceresole (April 14, 1544) and was knighted. In 1545 he commanded an infantry regiment in the Siege of Boulogne.

The death of King François I in 1547 and the return to favor of Coligny’s uncle, Anne de Montmorency, brought Coligny’s appointment as colonel general of the French infantry in 1547. He became lieutenant governor of Paris and the Île de France region in 1551. A year later he was advanced to the important post of admiral of France, a position not exclusively naval.

During the Fifth Habsburg-Valois War (1547–1559), Coligny fought the Battle of Renty (August 12, 1554). He was then governor of Picardy in 1555 and negotiated the Truce of Vaucelles (February–November 1556). On the resumption of fighting, Coligny directed the defense of Saint-Quentin but was forced to surrender it when the Spaniards stormed the town (August 27, 1557). During his subsequent imprisonment at Sluys awaiting a prisoner exchange, Coligny converted to Protestantism as a French Huguenot (Calvinist).

Upon his release, the moderate Coligny championed religious toleration. However, on the outbreak of the protracted French Wars of Religion in 1560, he reluctantly took a leading role on the Huguenot side, joining forces with Louis de Bourbon, Prince de Condé. Coligny fought in the indecisive Battle of Dreux (December 19, 1562), in which Condé was taken prisoner. Coligny then supervised the escape of the army to Normandy. He fought in the Battle of Saint-Denis (November 10, 1567) and was defeated in the Battle of Jarnac (March 13, 1569), where Condé was killed.

Coligny then assumed the leadership of the Huguenot forces. He was defeated by the Catholics led by Henri, Duke of Anjou (later King Henri III) at La Roche-l’Abeille (June 25, 1569) and failed in his Siege of Poitiers (July–September). Gaspard de Tavannes and a Catholic army crushed Coligny’s army in the Battle of Moncontour (December 3, 1569). Wounded in the retreat, Coligny escaped south to Languedoc. Putting together a new army, he moved north to threaten Paris (June 1570). Defeating the Catholics at Arnay-le-Duc (June 25), he secured a favorable cease-fire at Saint-Germain (August 8), by which the Huguenots were granted religious toleration and political and military rights.

Coligny was returned to favor at court under King Charles IX in 1571. Coligny’s proposal to invade Flanders that would have meant war with Spain was strongly opposed by Queen Catherine de Médici, who persuaded Charles to order the death of all Huguenot leaders in Paris. Coligny’s assassination in Paris on August 24, 1572, began the infamous St. Bartholomew’s Day Massacre of Huguenots and led to renewal of the French religious wars.

Personally brave and rational but not a very successful field commander, Coligny possessed undoubted political skills and succeeded in keeping his military forces together under difficult circumstances, ensuring survival of the Huguenot cause.
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Collins, Joseph Lawton (1896–1987)

U.S. Army general. Born on May 1, 1896, in New Orleans, Louisiana, Joseph Lawton “Lightning Joe” Collins was the brother of James Lawton Collins, another future U.S. Army general. Joseph Collins attended Louisiana State University during 1912–1913, then went on to the U.S. Military Academy, West Point, where he graduated in 1917 and was commissioned a second lieutenant and assigned to the 22nd Infantry. Although he did not take part in combat in World War I, he was promoted to captain in 1919 and served with U.S. occupation forces in Germany (1919–1921).

Collins was an instructor at West Point (1921–1925). He graduated from the Infantry School at Fort Benning, Georgia, in 1925 and then was an instructor there (1925–1931). Promoted to major in 1932, he was a student at the Command and General Staff School, Fort Leavenworth, Kansas (1932–1933), and then served in the Philippines (1933–1935). He attended the Army Industrial College (1936–1937) and the Army War College (1937–1938) before serving as an instructor at the latter (1938–1941). He was then chief of staff of VI Corps in Alabama (1941). Shortly after the Japanese attack on Pearl Harbor (December 7, 1941), Colonel Collins was named chief of staff of the Hawaiian Department. He was promoted to brigadier general in February 1942 and to major general that May, taking command of the 25th Infantry Division.

The 25th Infantry relieved the 1st Marine Division on Guadalcanal in December 1942. Collins earned the nickname “Lightning Joe” from his men for his aggressiveness in this campaign, defeating the Japanese there in February 1943. Collins then led the 25th Division during the successful operations on New Georgia (June 30–August 25, 1943).

Transferring to the European theater in January 1944, Collins received command of VII Corps, the post he held for the remainder of the war. On D-day, spearheaded by its 4th Division, VII Corps landed on Utah Beach. It then seized the vital port of Cherbourg (June 27). VII Corps is probably best remembered, however, for Operation COBRA, the breakout from the Normandy beachhead at Saint-Lô (July 25), an operation largely planned by Lieutenant General Omar N. Bradley but executed by Collins. VII Corps then repelled the German counterattack at Mortain (August 7–13), which led to the creation of the Falaise-Argentan pocket.

Collins led VII Corps at Aachen (December 1944); at the Battle of the Bulge (December 16, 1944–January 16, 1945), where the corps held the northern shoulder of the bulge; at Köln (Cologne, February 1945); in the reduction of the Ruhr pocket (March–April); and, as the war ended, in the Harz Mountains. In April 1945, Collins was promoted to lieutenant general.

Following the war, Collins served as director of information for the War Department (December 1945–September 1947). He then served as vice chief of staff of the army (1947–1949). Promoted to full general (January 1948), he was then chief of staff of the army (August 1949–August 1953). Collins is credited with full racial integration of the army during the Korean War (1950–1953), in accordance with President Harry S. Truman’s 1948 executive order.

Collins was next U.S. representative to the North Atlantic Treaty Organization Military Committee and Standing Group. Following the 1954 Geneva Accords, the Dwight D. Eisenhower administration dispatched Collins to the State of Vietnam (later the Republic of Vietnam, or South Vietnam) as special envoy with the rank of ambassador (1954–1955). Although he did not think that Ngo Dinh Diem was capable of leading South Vietnam, Collins followed the instructions he was given to support the Diem government by helping it establish a military training program and agrarian reforms. Collins retired from the army in March 1956. After serving as vice chairman of the President’s Committee for Hungarian Refugee Relief, he entered private business. Collins died in Washington, D.C., on September 12, 1987.

Recognized as one of the top corps commanders of World War II, Collins is remembered as an energetic, aggressive commander who led from the front and enjoyed the full confidence of Generals Eisenhower and Bradley.

Thomas D. Veve
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Collins, Michael (1890–1922)

Irish soldier, revolutionary leader, and politician. Born near Clonakilty, County Cork, Ireland, on October 16, 1890, Michael Collins later immigrated to London, where he joined the Irish Republican Brotherhood (IRB) and a branch of the pro–home rule Irish Volunteers. A participant in the 1916 Easter Rising in Dublin, Collins later condemned the insurgency’s doomed heroics.

While in prison, Collins and other leaders of what soon would be called the Irish Republican Army (IRA) developed their concept of urban guerrilla warfare. Since the IRA could not defeat the British in open battle, the organization decided to rely on hit-and-run attacks. Collins realized the need to apply these tactics to Ireland’s cities as well as in the countryside.
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Irish nationalist Michael Collins was a leader of the Irish Republican Army during the early 20th century and is credited with developing urban guerrilla warfare tactics. Later he helped negotiate the Anglo-Irish Treaty that secured independence for southern Ireland. (Library of Congress)



Collins was equally aware that military action alone could not achieve independence. Released from prison in December 1916, he set to work uniting the nonviolent moral force wing of the nationalist movement, represented by Sinn Féin, with the physical force wing represented by the IRA. While its members prepared for war, their energies were also directed toward electing Sinn Féin candidates in a series of parliamentary by-elections. Collins was one of a handful of leaders to escape capture when British authorities ordered mass arrests in the wake of the 1918 anticonscription campaign. He was on the run until the end of the Anglo-Irish War (1919–1921).

Elected to Dáil Éireann (the lower house of the Irish parliament) in 1918, Collins held a number of government positions, chiefly minister of finance. Although not the IRA’s supreme commander, he directed many of its activities, including the infiltration of British intelligence operations. Collins’s subordinates decimated the ranks of the Royal Irish Constabulary (RIC) through intimidation and, if that failed, assassination. Mass resignations from the RIC forced British authorities to recruit ex-servicemen to serve in what became known as the Black and Tans. This twilight war climaxed with what became known as Bloody Sunday. On November 21, 1920, the IRA executed 14 British undercover agents on Collins’s orders. That afternoon the Black and Tans retaliated, killing 14 spectators at a Gaelic football match and injuring numerous others.

Although the IRA could not win the Anglo-Irish War, these incidents proved that it could not be beaten either. A truce was called in July 1921, followed by peace negotiations that autumn. Collins, along with Arthur Griffith, headed the Irish delegation. The British negotiating team included David Lloyd George, Winston Churchill, Lord Birkenhead, and Austen Chamberlain. On December 6, the two sides signed the Anglo-Irish Treaty. Although the agreement granted Ireland practical independence as a British dominion, it split the nationalist movement. With President Eamon de Valera leading the opposition, Dáil Éireann ratified the agreement by a mere seven votes.

Collins spent the remaining months of his life trying to head off civil war. His other goal was to enforce the treaty’s Ulster clauses in an attempt to reunify Ireland, which had been partitioned in 1920. Collins was killed in an ambush by antitreaty members of the IRA at Béal na mBláth, just a few miles from his birthplace in County Cork, on August 22, 1922.

Collins was a staunch Irish nationalist but a political realist. His strategy of urban guerrilla warfare helped inspire numerous 20th-century revolutionaries.
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Condé, Louis II de Bourbon, Prince de (1621–1686)

French general. Born in Paris on September 8, 1621, Louis de Bourbon was a cousin of King Louis XIII and his successor, Louis XIV. Louis de Bourbon received the title “Duc d’Enghien” at birth but came to be known as Le Grand Condé for his military successes. Educated by the Jesuits at Bourges for six years and at the Royal Academy in Paris, at age 17 he was appointed governor of the province of Burgundy.

Joining the army of Picardy as a volunteer, Condé saw his first military action in the Thirty Years’ War (1618–1648) during the Siege of Arras (1640). In 1641 he married the niece of Cardinal Richelieu, chief minister to Louis XIII. Impressed with Condé’s military ability, Richelieu gave him command of the French Army of Flanders. Condé’s first great military triumph came at age 22 when he defeated a Spanish army under General Francisco de Mello in the relief of the Siege of Rocroi in northeastern France (May 19, 1643). In this tactical military masterpiece, Condé shattered the heretofore invincible Spanish infantry and ended 120 years of Spanish military greatness. Condé went on to take Thionville (August 18–23). During 1644–1645, he campaigned with another great French general, Henri Turenne, in the upper Rhine Valley, capturing it as far north as Mainz.

Sent to rally other French armies, Condé commanded French forces in Flanders and won victories there, including the capture of Dunkerque (Dunkirk) following a five-week siege (October 11, 1646). He then commanded French forces in Catalonia in Spain in 1647 but withdrew in the face of growing Spanish strength. Condé commanded again in Flanders the next year, defeating a large imperial force under Archduke Leopold at Lens (August 20, 1648). This battle led Emperor Ferdinand III to make peace at Westphalia, ending the long war.

Condé also commanded royalist troops against Paris during the uprising against the Crown known as the Fronde (1648–1652), winning victories over the Frondeur forces in 1649. Condé quarreled with the young Louis XIV’s chief minister, Cardinal Mazarin, who had him imprisoned during 1650–1651. Following his release, in 1652 Condé went over to the Spaniards and campaigned against Turenne, fighting at Bléneau (April 6–7, 1652) and entering Paris (April 11). Turenne then defeated Condé at Saint-Antoine (July 7). Narrowly escaping capture, Condé made his way to the Spanish Netherlands and joined Spanish forces there. The next year he campaigned against Turenne in Champagne. Defeated by Turenne at Arras (August 24, 1654), Condé was victorious at Valenciennes (July 16, 1656).

The Peace of the Pyrenees (November 7, 1659) restored relations between France and Spain and led to Condé’s gradual rehabilitation. During the War of the Devolution (1667–1678) and the Franco-Dutch War (1672–1678), he led French armies in the field, and in 1668 he conquered the province of Franche-Comté for France. He defeated William III, stadtholder of Holland, at Senef (August 11, 1674). In fighting during September–October 1675, Condé drove enemy forces back across the Rhine. He then retired to Chantilly in December 1675. Condé died at Fontainebleau on November 11, 1686.

One of the greatest of French generals, Le Grand Condé was bold and even impetuous, especially in his early military career. Able to quickly grasp a situation and act swiftly, he was regarded as a master in the deployment of cavalry.
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Conner, Fox (1874–1951)

U.S. Army officer and chief of army operations of the American Expeditionary Forces (AEF) in France during World War I. Fox Conner was born in Slate Springs, Calhoun County, Mississippi, on November 2, 1874. Entering the U.S. Military Academy, West Point, in 1894, he graduated in 1898 as a second lieutenant of artillery and served in Cuba in 1900 as part of the American occupation forces there following the Spanish-American War (1898). Conner commanded the 123rd Coast Artillery Company at Fort Hamilton, New York, during 1901–1905.

Conner graduated from the Army Staff College at Fort Leavenworth, Kansas, in 1906. Detailed to the General Staff in 1907, he graduated from the Army War College at Carlisle Barracks, Pennsylvania, in 1908. After continued service on the General Staff, he was an instructor at the Army War College. In 1911 Conner served for a time with a French artillery regiment, improving his knowledge of French. He also served with the 3rd Army Division, where he developed and supervised artillery tactical doctrine.

In 1916 Conner again traveled to France, this time as an observer on the Western Front. His knowledge of French stood him in good stead, and he helped coordinate French Army général de division Joseph Jacques Césaire Joffre’s visit to the United States during April–May 1917. Promoted to lieutenant colonel that May, Conner had already caught the attention of Major General John J. Pershing, appointed to command the AEF, and Connor accompanied Pershing to France as a member of his staff. During much of the war, Conner performed effectively as Pershing’s assistant chief of staff for operations. Conner was advanced to colonel in August 1917 and to temporary brigadier general on August 23, 1918.

Conner worked with Colonel John McAuley Palmer and Lieutenant Colonel George C. Marshall as his two principal subordinates. Conner, who had an uncanny eye for extraordinary talent, was quickly taken by Marshall’s keen mind and dogged determination and subsequently became one of Marshall’s chief mentors and advocates. Conner provided a well-organized, streamlined, and highly effective operational strategy that helped win the war and minimize U.S. casualties. He also became well known for having predicted a German offensive in the Meuse-Argonne region. In one way or another, every facet of U.S. operational strategy was influenced by Conner and his team.

After the end of the war, Conner was selected to author the meticulously detailed after-action report of AEF operations in France. He went on to suggest changes and improvements in army organization, many of which were incorporated in the National Defense Act of 1920 that essentially established the makeup of the U.S. Army until 1941.

In 1919, Conner was an instructor at the Infantry Tank School at Fort Meade, Maryland. There he met Major Dwight D. Eisenhower, with whom he was immediately impressed. Promoted to brigadier general in the regular army on April 27, 1921, from 1921 to 1925 Conner led a brigade in Panama, where Eisenhower served as a close aide. Like George Marshall, Conner became Eisenhower’s close mentor and staunch advocate. Conner stressed repeatedly to Eisenhower the importance of organization and the need for strong coalition commands and the ability to interact with other allied armed forces. These lessons served Eisenhower—and Marshall—well during World War II.

When Conner returned from Panama, he was promoted to major general on October 20, 1925, and became deputy chief of staff in Washington, D.C. He commanded the Hawaiian Department during 1928–1930. Conner was Pershing’s candidate for the position of chief of staff of the army, but the position went to General Douglas MacArthur instead. Conner then served as the commander of the First Corps Area with headquarters in Boston from 1930 until his retirement in 1938, following a stroke that ended his 44-year military career. Conner died in Washington, D.C., on October 13, 1951.

Conner stated that his greatest career disappointment was not having led troops in combat. But the influence he had on future general officers was immense, and his visionary thinking held sway during World War II and beyond. Eisenhower called Conner the best soldier he had ever known. Historians credit Conner for having had a great influence on Eisenhower and his career. Conner had three rules that he believed should govern a democracy in war: (1) never fight unless necessary, (2) never fight alone, and (3) never fight for long.

Paul G. Pierpaoli Jr.
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Conrad von Hötzendorf, Franz (1852–1925)

Austro-Hungarian general and chief of the General Staff (1906–1917). Born on November 11, 1852, at Penzing near Vienna, Franz Conrad von Hötzendorf entered the Cadet Institute at Hainburg at age 11 and during 1867–1871 attended the Maria Theresia Akademie at Wiener-Neustadt, being commissioned a lieutenant. After three years with the 11th Feldjäger Battalion, he attended the Kriegsschule (Imperial Staff College) in Vienna. He was attached to the General Staff in 1876. Conrad distinguished himself in the Austro-Hungarian occupation of Bosnia-Herzegovina in 1878 and took part in crushing a rebellion in South Dalmatia in 1882. He was an instructor in tactics at the Kriegsschule during 1888–1892, when he wrote extensively on military affairs. Promoted to colonel in May 1893, he commanded the 1st Infantry Regiment during 1894–1899.

Promoted to Generalmajor (U.S. equiv. brigadier general) on May 1, 1899, Conrad commanded the 55th Infantry Brigade during 1899–1903. Promoted to Feldmarschalleutnant (U.S. equiv. major general) on November 1, 1903, he commanded the 8th Infantry Division from 1903 to 1906. Conrad came to be regarded as a brilliant strategist because of his numerous military publications, and with the strong support of heir apparent to the throne Archduke Franz Ferdinand, Emperor Franz Joseph appointed Conrad chief of the General Staff on November 18, 1906. He was promoted to Feldzeugmeister (U.S. equiv. lieutenant general) on November 1, 1908, and was made General der Infanterie (also lieutenant general) two weeks later on November 15. Conrad favored preventive war with both Serbia and Italy, a position that led to his departure from the post of chief of the General Staff at the end of 1911. He served as army inspector during 1911–1912. Conrad returned to chief of staff on December 12, 1912, holding that position until March 1, 1917.

A tactician rather than a strategist, Conrad lacked the necessary qualifications, and his appointment came after he had passed his intellectual peak. He strongly mistrusted Austria’s non-German nationalities and the expansionist tendencies of both Serbia and Austria’s ally Italy, and he worked hard to strengthen the monarchy’s military forces for war, which he believed to be inevitable. His efforts were only partially successful, and Emperor Franz Joseph repeatedly frustrated his chief objective of a preventive war against Russia, Serbia, and Italy.

After the assassination of Archduke Franz Ferdinand at Sarajevo on June 28, 1914, Conrad argued vigorously for war against Serbia. He shared the short-war illusions of other contemporary generals and underestimated the difficulties of warfare on two fronts against Russia and Serbia. His mobilization schemes were extremely complicated and contradictory, and no firm military agreements were reached with Germany before the summer of 1914.

When World War I began, Conrad gave in to pressing German demands that were contrary to his prewar planning and hastily shifted troops from the Balkans to the Eastern Front with Russia, failing to carry out his strategy of concentration against one enemy. As a result, a large part of his force spent more time on trains than on the battlefield during the first decisive weeks of the war, and Austria finally suffered defeat on both fronts.

With considerable German assistance, Serbia was finally subdued by the end of 1915, but the situation on the Eastern Front in 1914 turned disastrous. Conrad’s troops suffered enormous losses that could never be overcome as far as the quality of officers and men trained under peacetime conditions. Offensives in 1915 and 1916 against Russia and Italy, again only possible with German aid, were successful, but they did not secure decisive victory. Conrad was promoted to Generaloberst (U.S. equiv. full general) on June 23, 1915, and to Feldmarschall (field marshal) on November 25, 1916.

Austria-Hungary, obviously the weaker part of the alliance, became increasingly subordinated to Germany. New Austrian emperor Karl I dismissed Conrad on March 1, 1917. Conrad then took command of Heeresgruppe Conrad, an army group on the Italian front, but achieved only partial successes. Emperor Karl recalled Conrad from this command on July 14, 1918, raising him to a count and appointing him colonel of the Royal Life Guards, an honorific position. Conrad retired after the 1918 armistice and wrote his memoirs. Conrad died at Bad Mergentheim in Württemberg, Germany, on August 25, 1925.

Conrad was a gifted but unlucky soldier, a hard-liner advocating ruthless military solutions for domestic and foreign policy problems. Caught in his extreme right-wing, anti-Semitic, and anti-Slav ideologies, he failed in his ambitious plans because of a lack of resources and the neglect of human and political realities. A strong advocate of psychological factors, Conrad regarded well-trained, offensive-minded infantry as the key to victory. He paid little attention to the need for artillery support and maintained that infantry could overcome an entrenched enemy with its own resources.
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Constantine I (ca. 277–337)

Roman emperor who reunified the empire; also the first Christian emperor. Born in Naissus, Moesia (Niš, Serbia), circa 277 (sources vary as to his year of birth, with the range being between 277 and 286), Constantine (Flavius Valerius Constantinus) was the eldest son of future emperor Constantius I (r. 305–306). Under the administrative system established by Emperor Diocletian, there were two senior emperors with the title of augustus and two deputy emperors with the title of caesar. On the death of an augustus, the caesar was to succeed him. After his father was appointed caesar in the eastern region in 293, Constantine was made a tribune in Diocletian’s court and then in 302 was made tribune in the east. He campaigned with his father in Britain when the latter became senior emperor of the Western Roman Empire in 305.

On his father’s death in July 306, the army proclaimed Constantine western emperor. For five years he concentrated on defending the frontier against the Germans. Then civil war ensued, for Diocletian’s administrative system had proven inadequate, and seven rivals contested for power in the two halves of the empire. Constantine’s chief rival in the western part of the empire was his brother-in-law, Marcus Aurelius Valerius Maxentius. Constantine took the offensive, and although his army was half the size of that of Maxentius, it was better organized and trained. In the battles at Turin and Verona (early 312) and then the Milvian Bridge on the Tiber River (summer 312), Constantine was victorious, establishing his control over the western empire.

Prior to the Battle of the Milvian Bridge, Constantine had been partially converted to Christianity under the influence of his mother Helena. According to Christian tradition, Constantine had a vision of a flaming cross prior to the battle and had ordered that the first two letters of Christ’s name be marked on his soldier’s shields to bring victory. Constantine arranged an alliance with the eastern emperor, Licinius, and in 313 met with him at Milan. There they jointly issued the Edict of Milan granting toleration to all religions, including Christianity. Constantine made Christianity a favored religion, however, whereas Licinius soon reverted to persecuting it.

Both emperors sought to control the Balkans, and in 323 they went to war over that region. Constantine invaded Thrace and defeated Licinius in battles at Adrianople (Edirne, July 3) and Chrysopolis (Üsküdar, September 18). Licinius surrendered, and Constantine had him executed two years later in 325.

Constantine now reunited the two halves of the Roman Empire. He claimed that he was God’s chosen instrument, and he personally presided over the great Council of Nicea (Iznik) in May 325, which dealt with the Arian heresy and established official church doctrine in the Nicean Creed. Dissident Christians were punished. Constantine ordered the construction of numerous Christian churches and officially decreed that Sunday was to be a day of rest.

Constantine shifted the center of the empire to the east, to the Bosporus. There at Byzantium in 316 he began construction of a new capital, Constantinople, which was officially dedicated in May 330. Among his many administrative reforms was to restructure the military into two branches: a garrison force to guard the frontier and a mobile field army ready to react to threats anywhere along the frontiers. He also continued Diocletian’s policy of separate civil and military administrations.

Following successful military campaigns against the Franks and Goths, Constantine was preparing to campaign in Persia when he fell ill and died on May 22, 337, near Nicomedia, Bithynia (İsmit, Turkey). He left the empire to his three sons, Constantius II, Constans, and Constantine II. Constantine I had intended that Constantinople would be the capital of an undivided empire, but given the vast distances involved and the primitive transportation of the day, it was perhaps inevitable that the reunited empire would break apart and the western portion would be let go.
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Constantine I, known as Constantine the Great, was Roman emperor from 306 to 337. He reunited the two halves of the empire and restored order to the Roman world. He is also noted for his embrace of Christianity. (iStockPhoto.com)



One of the truly great later Roman emperors, Constantine was both a thoroughly competent strategist and a general who emphasized offensive action. His embrace of Christianity was a watershed in the spread of that religion.
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Córdoba, Gonzalo Fernández, Conde de (1453–1515)

Spanish general and statesman, known as “El Gran Capitán” (The Great Captain), who took a leading role in the unification of Spain and reformed the Spanish Army, leading it to victory in southern Italy. Gonzalo Fernández de Córdoba (also Fernández Gonzalo de Córdoba) was born in Montilla, Spain, on September 1, 1453, a younger son of Pedro Fernández de Córdoba, Count of Aguilar. Orphaned at an early age, Gonzalo Córdoba was attached to the household of Don Alphonso, half brother of King Henry IV of Castile. Upon Henry’s death in 1474, Córdoba proclaimed his loyalty to Isabella, Alfonso’s uterine half sister who claimed the royal succession. During the ensuing civil war over the Castile succession (1475–1479) that included fighting with Portugal, Córdoba fought under the grand master of the Order of Santiago, Alonso de Cárdenas, who praised him for his military abilities. The war ended with the recognition of Isabella and Ferdinand as the rulers of Castille.

Córdoba distinguished himself during the last decade of the Reconquista (the centuries-long effort of the Christian kingdoms to take control from the Muslims of the entire Iberian Peninsula) in the conquest of Grenada during 1481–1492, especially in the capture of fortified cities. He took part in the sieges of Tajara, Illora, and Monte Frío, in the last of which he was reportedly the first man over the walls. His familiarity with Arabic led to him being one of the two Christian commissioners who carried out secret negotiations in late 1491 for the surrender of Grenada to King Ferdinand II of Aragon (January 1, 1492).

With Córdoba having firmly established his military reputation, in 1495 Ferdinand dispatched him at the head of an expeditionary force of 5,000 infantry and 600 light cavalry to Sicily, there to support Aragonese king Alfonso of Naples against an invasion by the French under King Charles VIII. French and Swiss forces led by Bernard (Stewart), 4th Lord d’Aubigny, Marshal d’Aubigny, met and defeated Córdoba in the Battle of Seminara (June 28, 1495). Unable to stand against the heavy French cavalry, Córdoba waged a skillful campaign of maneuver. He also incorporated French military practice, especially Swiss pike techniques, into his own forces, in the process developing a new infantry formation capable of withstanding cavalry attacks.

Avoiding large-scale battles, Córdoba gradually wore down his opponent. His task was made easier by the lengthy vulnerable French supply lines snaking back to France through northern Italy. Córdoba besieged and captured Atella (July 1496). Among the prisoners was French viceroy of Naples and overall French commander Gilbert, Count of Montpensier. As a consequence of Córdoba’s victories, the French finally departed in 1498, and Córdoba returned to Spain.

Although Ferdinand agreed with new French king Louis XII to partition Naples (the Treaty of Grenada, November 11, 1500), both sides were merely buying time, and Ferdinand dispatched Córdoba as viceroy of Sicily with a large expeditionary force to balance a similar French force while ostensibly combining with the French and Venice against the Ottomans who threatened Sicily. Córdoba captured the strongly held Turkish island of Cephalonia following a siege (November 8–December 24, 1500). Campaigning in southern Italy, he won a major victory over the French and vaunted Swiss in French service in the Battle of Cerignola (April 21, 1503), having formed his infantry into coronelías (the forerunners of the vaunted tercios of massed pikemen in the center and harquebusiers [arquebusiers] and swordsmen on the flanks that revolutionized the Spanish Army).

Reinforced to 15,000 men, Córdoba employed a cold winter storm as cover to bridge the rain-swollen Garigliano River and attack and defeat in their camps a French and allied force of 23,000 men led by Ludovico II, Marquis of Saluzzo. This Battle of the Garigliano (December 29, 1503) was decisive. The French and their allies suffered some 4,000 casualties to only 900 for the Spaniards.

Córdoba completed the Spanish conquest of Naples when the French surrendered at Gaeta (January 1, 1504) and were allowed to evacuate by sea. In the Treaty of Blois (October 12, 1505), King Louis XII of France made peace with Spain and formally recognized Spanish control of Naples. With Sicily, Spain now controlled all of southern Italy, while the French controlled Milan in the north. Córdoba, created the duke of Sessa, was now viceroy of Naples, but the death of Queen IsabellaI in 1504 deprived him of a protector, and Ferdinand, now jealous of his general, recalled him to Spain in 1507 and left him unemployed until his death in Córdoba, Spain, on December 2, 1515.

Córdoba, often touted as the first modern general, was a master of siege, position, and maneuver warfare. Spain’s military supremacy was in part based on the militarization of Spanish society during the Reconquista, but Córdoba is widely credited with melding Moorish, French, and Swiss military tactics into the formidable tercio of massed pikemen, harquebusiers, and gunners that made Spain the preeminent military power in Europe for the next 150 years until the Battle of Rocroi (May 19, 1643).
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Cornwallis, Charles (1738–1805)

British general. Born in London on October 31, 1738, the eldest son of the first Earl Cornwallis, Charles Cornwallis was educated at Eton and joined the British Army as an ensign in 1756. He served with British forces in Hanover during the Seven Years’ War (1756–1763), fighting in the Battle of Minden on August 1, 1759. Promoted to captain, Cornwallis returned with his regiment to England and was elected to the House of Commons in 1760. He returned to the war the next year and fought in several battles in Germany. In 1762 on the death of his father, Cornwallis took his seat in the House of Lords.

Cornwallis was advanced to colonel in 1766 and to major general in 1775. Although sympathetic to the Patriot cause, he volunteered for service in America and arrived there in February 1776 with reinforcements to participate in the unsuccessful British assault on Charleston (June 16–July 25). He then fought under Major General William Howe in the New York campaign, distinguishing himself in the battle at Kip’s Bay (September 15), Fort Washington (November 14–15), and Fort Lee, New Jersey (November 18). Cornwallis had overall command of the British outpost forces in New Jersey that were defeated by General George Washington’s Continental Army at Trenton (December 26, 1776) and Princeton (January 3, 1777).

In Howe’s Philadelphia campaign, Cornwallis commanded the main British forces in the Battle of Brandywine (September 11, 1777). Cornwallis then sailed to Britain on leave but returned to America in April 1778 as a lieutenant general and second-in-command to Lieutenant General Henry Clinton. Cornwallis took part in the Battle of Monmouth (June 28) but returned to Britain to be with his dying wife. Returning to America, he enthusiastically supported Clinton’s southern strategy and played a key role in it. Following the siege and capture of Charleston (February 11–May 12, 1780), Clinton returned to New York, leaving Cornwallis in command in the South.

Cornwallis busied himself with administrative matters in Charleston until August, when he hurried to Camden, North Carolina, to meet an American force moving south under Major General Horatio Gates, defeating it soundly in the Battle of Camden (August 16, 1780). British defeats sustained by subordinates at King’s Mountain (October 7) and Cowpens (January 17, 1781) greatly reduced Cornwallis’s strength. Although Cornwallis defeated Major General Nathanael Greene’s Continentals in the Battle of Guilford Court House (March 15, 1781), this came at the cost of a quarter of Cornwallis’s force.

Moving north into Virginia, Cornwallis assumed command of British forces there and then withdrew his forces to the coast, at the tobacco port of Yorktown. There his army was cut off from resupply by water by the arrival of a powerful French fleet under Admiral the Comte de Grasse, which defeated a British fleet in the pivotal Battle of the Chesapeake (Battle of the Capes, September 5, 1781). Meanwhile, French and Continental Army forces under General George Washington and Comte de Rochambeau laid siege to Yorktown from the land side, forcing Cornwallis to surrender on October 19 with his army. This American victory brought down the British government and for all intents and purposes ended the war.

Cornwallis went on to be a highly effective, fair-minded, reformist governor-general of India during 1786–1793. He commanded British forces in person in the Third Mysore War (1790–1792), taking Bangalore and forcing Tipu Sahib (Tipu Sultan) to surrender following the Siege of Seringapatan on March 16, 1792. Cornwallis was created the first Marquess Cornwallis in 1793. He was then commander in chief in Ireland during 1798–1801, where he put down the Rebellion of 1798 in connection with a French invasion attempt. Cornwallis treated the Irish leniently and resigned in 1801 when King George III refused to grant Catholic emancipation. Cornwallis returned to India as governor-general in 1805 and died there in Ghazipur on October 5.

A brave and capable general, Cornwallis was far more effective as a field commander than he was as a strategist. His greatest talents lay in administration, where he was highly effective.
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Cortés, Hernán (ca. 1485–1547)

Spanish conqueror of Mexico. Born into the minor nobility around 1485 in Medellin in Badajoz, southwestern Spain, Hernán (Hernando, Fernando) Cortés studied at the University of Salamanca during 1499–1501. In 1504 he sailed to Santo Domingo in the New World and served under Diego Velásquez de Cuéllar in the Spanish conquest of Cuba in 1511. Cortés then became a cattle rancher and mined for gold.

In 1519 Cortés persuaded Velásquez to let him lead an expedition to the Yucatán Peninsula to establish a coastal trading post and explore the immediate area. Cortés landed near present-day Veracruz (which he founded) and burned his ships so as to discourage desertion in April. With only some 550 men, 16 horses, and 14 small cannon, in August Cortés began his march to the interior. During the next month he fought a series of battles with the Tlaxcalan people, the last one of which might have ended in defeat for Cortés had not the Tlaxcalans decided that rather than killing the Spaniards, it would be better to ally with them to defeat the Aztecs. Cortés and his men were then welcomed into the Tlaxcalan capital of Tlaxcala. In his military operations against the Aztecs, Cortés was aided not only by this and other native alliances but also by his firearms and horses and the possible belief of the native peoples that the Spanish were gods.
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Spaniard Hernán Cortés (1485–1547) conquered the Aztec Empire in Mexico and later led expeditions into Guatemala and Honduras. He was thus a prime mover in the establishment of Spain’s vast American empire. (Library of Congress)



Reaching Tenochtitlán (Mexico City) in November 1519, Cortés was welcomed by Aztec emperor Moctezuma II but soon took him hostage and gained control of the Aztec capital. Cortés then marched to the coast to defeat a force of some 1,500 men under Pánfilo de Narváez, which Velásquez had sent out to arrest him. Cortés enlisted these men in his own force and then returned to Tenochtitlán to find the city in revolt against the small Spanish garrison left there. He withdrew his forces after bloody fighting (June 30, 1520). Cortés regrouped and, with the assistance of his native allies, reinvaded Aztec territory and besieged Tenochtitlán (May 1521), storming the city and taking it on August 13. Within a year, the Aztec Empire had been destroyed.

Cortés subsequently led expeditions into present-day Guatemala and Honduras during 1523–1526. In 1528 he returned to Spain and successfully defended himself before Emperor Charles V against charges that he was setting up his conquests as his personal empire. Charles confirmed Cortés as the Marqués del Valle de Oaxaca and captain general of New Spain and the South Sea. In 1540 Cortés again returned to Spain to meet with Charles. In 1541 Cortés took part in a disastrous Spanish military expedition against Algiers. Retiring to his estate of Castilleja de la Cuesta near Seville, Spain, he died on February 2, 1547.

Probably the most capable of the Spanish conquistadores, Cortés was a bold, resourceful, and effective commander who helped establish his country’s dominance in the New World.
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Cromwell, Oliver (1599–1658)

English general, politician, and military dictator. Born at Huntingdonshire, England, on April 25, 1599, Oliver Cromwell was educated at Sidney Sussex College, Cambridge, during 1615–1617. He then settled into the life of a country squire. A convert to Puritanism in his 20s, Cromwell won election to Parliament in 1628.

Cromwell opposed the Crown in the English Civil Wars (1642–1651). Although he had not received any formal military training, he understood the weaknesses of the royalist (cavalier) forces under King Charles I and helped transform the parliamentary Roundhead forces into an effective fighting force against them. He handpicked men to serve under him in a troop of cavalry, then trained them effectively. Cromwell joined the forces of the Earl of Essex in October 1642. In command of a double regiment of 14 cavalry troops, Cromwell won notable victories over the royalists at Grantham (May 13, 1643) and Gainsborough (July 28). In the important Battle of Marston Moor (July 2, 1644), he commanded the army’s left-wing cavalry.

Cromwell’s attack in Parliament on the Earl of Manchester in November 1644 led to the creation of the New Model Army along the lines that Cromwell demanded. He insisted on strict discipline, with fines for misbehavior such as drunkenness, and he led by example. A staunch Puritan, Cromwell saw the conflict largely in religious terms, and his men showed great religious fervor. They went into battle saying prayers and strongly believed that God was on their side. Cromwell has been called “God’s Englishman.”

Sir Thomas Fairfax, commander of the New Model Army, appointed Cromwell lieutenant general and second-in-command. Cromwell and Fairfax won the important Battle of Naseby (June 14, 1645). Cromwell continued to campaign, but he also sought to reach accommodation with Charles I, which was frustrated by the king’s failure to compromise and by Presbyterians in Parliament. In the second phase of the civil war during 1648–1649, Cromwell campaigned in Wales and then subdued northern England. Returning to London, he pressed for the trial of the king and persuaded others to vote for Charles’s execution in January 1649.

Following the execution of Charles I, Cromwell refused to become king himself, although he came to enjoy the privileges and trappings of royalty. Chairing the Council of State of the new republican government, Cromwell suppressed a mutiny within the army in the spring of 1649, then led a large force to Ireland as lord lieutenant and commander in chief. He subdued the Irish at Drogheda (September 10–11, 1649), Wexford (October 1l), and Waterford (November) but at a horrific cost in Irish lives and permanent Irish enmity.
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A brilliant military commander, Oliver Cromwell created the New Model Army and helped lead it to victory over the royalist forces of King CharlesI in the English Civil War (1642–1651). Following the king’s execution in 1649, Cromwell in effect ruled England as an uncrowned monarch until his death in 1658. (Library of Congress)



Cromwell returned to England in 1650 on the eve of the invasion by the Scots. He was then victorious over the Scots and royalists under Charles I’s son, the would-be Charles II, in the Battle of Worcester (September 3, 1651). For the next nine years General George Monck ruled Scotland for Cromwell.

In 1652 Cromwell reluctantly went to war against the Dutch in the First Anglo-Dutch War (1652–1654). In 1653 he dismissed the Long Parliament and on December 16 accepted the title of lord protector. Thereafter Cromwell largely ruled as a military dictator through his major generals. Protecting and advancing English commercial interests, Cromwell expanded the English Navy. Impending war with Spain forced him to call Parliament again in order to raise money. He refused the crown and, following renewed friction with Parliament, again dismissed it in February 1658.

Cromwell contracted malaria and died at London on September 3, 1658. He had left the Protectorate to his son Richard, who was, however, unable to maintain the military dictatorship. Charles II was restored to the throne in 1660. His government ordered Cromwell’s body exhumed from where it had been laid to rest in Westminster Abbey and “executed” for the crime of treason.

A resourceful commander of great religious zeal who was blessed with great leadership abilities and administrative talents, Cromwell was an important military innovator. He was also intolerant and could act with great cruelty.

Spencer C. Tucker
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Cunningham, Sir Andrew Browne (1883–1963)

Royal Navy admiral of the fleet. Born in Dublin on January 7, 1883, Andrew Browne Cunningham enrolled at Stubbington House near Portsmouth to prepare for entry into the Royal Navy. Rated a midshipman in 1898, he saw action with the Naval Brigade in the South African (Boer) War (1899–1902). Although he later served in a variety of warships, he was happiest in destroyers and torpedo boats. In 1911 Cunningham took command of the destroyer Scorpion, remaining with it until early 1918 and spending most of World War I in the Mediterranean, the theater that became inseparably identified with his career. Promoted to captain in 1920, he thereafter held staff positions in the Baltic, the Mediterranean, and the West Indies. Promoted to rear admiral in 1934, Cunningham commanded the destroyer flotilla in the British Mediterranean Fleet during 1934–1936. He then commanded the battle cruiser squadron and was second-in-command of the Mediterranean Fleet during 1937–1938. Cunningham was deputy naval chief of staff during September 1938–June 1939.

In June 1939, now a vice admiral and universally called “A.B.C.,” Cunningham became commander of the Mediterranean Fleet. The collapse of France militarily and Italy’s entry as an Axis belligerent in June 1940 prompted Cunningham’s first significant actions in World War II, the peaceful neutralization of the French fleet at Alexandria and an engagement with the Italians off Calabria (July 9, 1940) when he pursued a powerful force returning from North Africa into Italian home waters, damaging its flagship. Four months later, his fleet strengthened by the addition of the carrier Illustrious, Cunningham launched a night air attack on the Italian base at Taranto (November 11, 1940), sinking three battleships, two of which were later raised and repaired. In a battle with the Italians off Cape Matapan (March 28, 1941), Cunningham’s ships sank three Italian heavy cruisers and two destroyers and damaged a battleship. Soon afterward, however, British armies in Greece and Crete required evacuation, and Cunningham’s full support of them brought severe losses to his ships from German air attacks.

In June 1942 Cunningham became the Admiralty’s representative to the Combined Chiefs of Staff in Washington. Promoted to admiral of the fleet, in October 1942 he became Allied naval commander in chief in the Mediterranean. Cunningham oversaw the Allied landings in North Africa in November 1942 (Operation TORCH) and the Allied assaults on Sicily in April 1943 and at Salerno in September, followed by Italy’s surrender and internment of the Italian fleet at Malta.

When First Sea Lord Sir Dudley Pound died in October 1943, Cunningham succeeded him, serving in the post for the rest of the war. Often at odds with Prime Minister Winston Churchill, Cunningham also faced growing American naval dominance and a very different war in the Pacific. Ennobled in September 1945, Cunningham retired in June 1946, recognized as one of the last British admirals in the Nelson tradition. Cunningham died in London on June 12, 1963.

John A. Hutcheson Jr.
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Currie, Sir Arthur William (1875–1933)

Canadian Army general and the first Canadian to attain the rank of full general. Born on December 5, 1875, near Strathroy, Ontario, Arthur William Curry was educated in local common schools and at the Strathroy District Collegiate Institute. He briefly attended the University of Toronto before moving to British Columbia in 1894. During the next five years he taught in public schools in both Sidney and Victoria. It was at this time also that he changed his surname to Currie.

Currie joined the Canadian militia on May 6, 1897, as an artilleryman. A part-time soldier in the militia, he made his living selling real estate. Currie rose steadily in rank and responsibilities in the militia, and in 1914 he secured command as a colonel of the 2nd Brigade in the 1st Canadian Division.

Currie’s division sailed for England in September 1914. (His promotion to brigadier general was confirmed on September 29.) By April 1915 the division was holding a section of the line in Flanders. Currie’s first major action was the Second Battle of Ypres (April 22–May 25), which saw the initial significant German use of poison gas. His effective leadership and coolness under fire on that occasion did much to prevent the collapse of the Allied line and brought his promotion to major general and command of the 1st Canadian Division. The battle also inaugurated Currie’s distrust of higher British commanders, which deepened with heavy British Empire casualties in the Battle of Festubert (May 12–25, 1915) resulting from an Allied attack that was marked by inadequate intelligence and preparation. Thereafter Currie’s troops were always well prepared, and he remained close enough to the front to know the situation.

In the Battle of Mont Sorel (June 2–14, 1916), Currie conducted the first Western Front battle planned by a Canadian. A staunch advocate of analysis and careful preparation for operations, Currie demonstrated his growing understanding of the war in helping Canadian Corps commander Lieutenant General Julian Byng plan the successful attack by the Canadian Corps at Vimy Ridge (April 9, 1917), the first time all four Canadian divisions from different parts of that country had fought together and of great significance to Canada’s national pride. Promoted to lieutenant general in June and also knighted, Currie took command the next month of the Canadian Corps when Byng moved up to command the Third Army.

As a corps commander, Currie demonstrated significant independence. For example, he refused to have Canadian forces assigned to British general Hubert Gough, of whom Currie had a low opinion, during the Third Battle of Ypres (Passchendaele, July 31–November 10, 1917). In addition to professional judgment, his attitude reflected growing Canadian nationalism. Under Currie, the corps achieved tremendous success. It captured Lens in the Third Battle of Ypres, attacked at Amiens, pierced the Hindenburg Line, crossed the Canal du Nord, and retook Mons on the last day of the war. In later years Currie defended the decision to attack Mons, which cost the corps 280 casualties, saying that he was under orders to continue the offensive and that both sides believed that postwar boundaries would be determined by the position of the troops on the ground at the close of fighting. Currie was generally acknowledged as one of the very best Allied general officers of the war.

After the war Currie briefly commanded Canadian occupation forces in Germany. Upon returning to Canada, he was promoted to full general—the first Canadian to hold that rank—and became chief of staff of the Canadian Army. Still, recognition of his achievements was slow in coming. Currie retired from the army in 1920 and, although he had only a high school diploma, was offered the post of principal and vice chancellor of McGill University, one of Canada’s most prestigious academic institutions. Currie served with distinction in this position until his death in Montreal on November 30, 1933.

Aloof, an indifferent speaker, and hardly charismatic, Currie was nonetheless a brilliant military tactician and leader who employed his skills to reduce casualties among his troops in battle. He believed that it was best to expend shells rather than lives.

Fred R. van Hartesveldt
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Custer, George Armstrong (1839–1876)

U.S. Army officer. George Armstrong Custer was born on December 5, 1839, in New Rumley, Ohio, although he spent part of his childhood in Monroe, Michigan. At age 16 he was admitted to the U.S. Military Academy, West Point. He graduated last in his class in 1861.

Despite his mediocre record as a student, Custer excelled during the American Civil War (1861–1865). Shortly after graduation, he fought in the First Battle of Bull Run (July 21, 1861). His daring reconnaissance patrols and valor brought him to the attention of Union Army general in chief Major General George B. McClellan. As a captain and staff officer for McClellan and Major General Alfred Pleasonton, Custer demonstrated his potential to such an extent that he was promoted to brigadier general on June 29, 1863, and given command of the 2nd Brigade of the 3rd Cavalry Division at age 23.

With a flamboyant uniform he himself designed and his long, flowing reddish hair, Custer became a hero in the North. From the Battle of Gettysburg (July 1–3, 1863) through the end of the war, he was renowned for his fearless and often decisive cavalry charges. In October 1864, he took command of the 3rd Cavalry Division and became a close confidant of Major General Philip Sheridan during the Shenandoah Valley Campaign (August 7, 1864–March 2, 1865). Custer also led his men in the Third Battle of Winchester (September 19, 1864) and at Fisher’s Hill (September 22, 1864) and Five Forks (April 1, 1865), among other battles. By the end of the war, he was a major general and was considered one of the most brilliant cavalry officers in the army.

Following the war, Custer returned to the regular army with the permanent rank of lieutenant colonel and was assigned to the 7th Cavalry Regiment. Because his commanding officer was frequently absent, Custer was for all intents and purposes in command and quickly made a name for himself on the Great Plains. Dressed in fringed buckskin instead of a traditional uniform, he was the embodiment of the dashing Indian fighter. His best-selling book My Life on the Plains (1874) and several popular magazine articles helped to reinforce his reputation as a military genius. Yet the Custer myth did not always square with reality.

Indeed, Custer’s first experience fighting Native Americans in 1867 ended in humiliating failure during a campaign against the Cheyennes. Not only did he fail to defeat any Indians, but he was court-martialed and sentenced to a year’s suspension from rank and pay for being absent without leave. He rebounded from this setback in 1868 when he surprised Chief Black Kettle’s Cheyenne village in a brutal and strategically questionable attack at the Battle of the Washita (November 27, 1868) that burnished Custer’s public reputation.

In 1874 Custer and the 7th Cavalry escorted a large exploratory expedition that located gold in the Black Hills of the Dakota Territory. When its subsequent effort to buy the Black Hills from the Sioux failed, the government essentially appropriated the land and attempted to confine the Sioux and the Northern Cheyennes to significantly reduced reservations. But in the spring of 1876, thousands of Sioux and Cheyennes departed for hunting grounds in the Powder River and Yellowstone River Valleys, which gave U.S. officials the justification to send in the military in what became the Sioux War of 1876–1877. The 7th Cavalry spearheaded Brigadier General Alfred Terry’s column, part of a large three-pronged campaign to subdue the Indians.

On June 25, 1876, Custer’s scouts located a massive Indian village on the Little Bighorn River in southwestern Montana. Perceiving an opportunity, Custer divided his 7th Cavalry into three battalions and, without waiting for the commands of Terry and Colonel John Gibbon to arrive, rashly attacked the village of Sioux leaders Sitting Bull and Crazy Horse. Sending a battalion under Major Marcus Reno to strike the village directly, Custer led his battalion of some 225 men in an effort to outflank the Sioux. Reno’s force was quickly repulsed with heavy losses but managed to retreat to a ridge where survivors were joined by the third battalion, that of Captain Frederick Benteen, and held out until the Indians withdrew.

Custer was outnumbered 10 to 1 and surrounded. In one of the most famous and controversial engagements in American history, the Sioux slaughtered Custer and all of his men, including Custer’s younger brothers Tom and Boston. Custer’s Last Stand stunned Americans and attached to Custer an immortality that he probably did not deserve but that fit with his reputation and public persona.

Andrew L. Johns
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Cyrus the Great (ca. 601–530 BCE)

Cyrus, founder of the Persian Empire, was born circa 601 BCE (sources vary as to his year of birth, with the range being between 601 and 590 BCE) and was probably the son of King Cambyses I of Anshan. Much of Cyrus’s early life is shrouded in legend, and his lineage is obscure. Some have suggested that he was the son of a daughter of King Astyages of Media. Reportedly Cyrus became the king of Anshan in 558. The kings of Anshan were vassals of the Median Empire until Cyrus led a rebellion against Media beginning in 553 and ending in 550 in a battle on the Plain of Pasargadae, with Astyages taken prisoner (Cyrus spared him) and Ecbatana plundered, after which point Cyrus took the title of “king of the Persians.”

Shortly after taking over Media, Cyrus found himself under attack by a coalition of Babylon, Lydia, and Egypt, joined by the Greek city-state of Sparta. In 547 BCE Cyrus took the field against King Croesus of Lydia and then in 546 defeated Croesus in the Battle of Thymbra. Cyrus then captured the Lydian capital of Sardis in western Anatolia, making Lydia into a Persian province. One of Cyrus’s generals extended Persian control over the Ionian cities along the Mediterranean coast. During 546–540 Cyrus campaigned in the east, conquering considerable territory there in Parthia, Bactria, and Scythia and establishing fortified cities to defend against nomad raids.

Cyrus next took the field against the Babylonian Empire, which had been in decline. He defeated King Nabonidus and the Babylonian army at Opis and captured Sippar in 539 BCE. Babylon itself surrendered in 539. Cyrus spared Nabonidus, who spent his remaining years in exile.

From early 538 BCE, Cyrus styled himself “king of Babylon and king of the countries” (i.e., of the world). With the surrender of Babylon, its provinces in Syria also fell under Persian control. Known for his toleration of the religions of the peoples he conquered, Cyrus was welcomed by the peoples of Syria and Palestine. In 538 he permitted the Jews who wished to do so to leave Babylon, where they had been removed to, and return to Jerusalem to rebuild the city and its temple that had been destroyed by the Babylonians in 586. He also returned temple vessels that had been removed by the Babylonians. Meanwhile, Cyrus campaigned widely. In 530 he appointed his son Cambyses as king of Babel and set out on a new expedition to the east. It was in this war against the nomadic Massagetae that Cyrus was either killed or mortally wounded in 530. Cambyses succeeded him.

In a very short span of time, Cyrus built the mighty Persian Empire, reaching from the Indus and Jaxartes Rivers west to the Aegean Sea and the Egyptian frontier. A great warrior who led a loyal army, Cyrus was benevolent in his rule. He was certainly humane in his treatment of the conquered, a rarity in the ancient Middle East, and this probably explains a good deal of his military success. He was also adroit in his rule, forming the leading princes into a royal council in which he was the “first among equals.” The Persian people acknowledged Cyrus as the founder of their empire, and even his enemies widely respected him.
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Darius I the Great (ca. 549–486 BCE)

King of Persia. Darius (Dariash, Dareios, Dariavaush, Darius the Great), the son of Hystaspes, was born around 549 BCE and took the throne in 521 following a period of civil war during 522–521. Parts of the empire had taken advantage of the turmoil at the top to attempt to break free, and Darius was first forced to quash revolts in Persia, Media, Babylonia, and other places in the empire during 521–519.

One of the greatest of Persia’s kings, Darius reformed his vast empire administratively, dividing it into 20 provinces, or satrapies. As the satrap of each province usually inherited his position, this allowed considerable autonomy and the maintenance of local customs and traditions. Indeed, Darius sought to win the support of the many different peoples of the empire by allowing them a good deal of local autonomy so long as tribute was paid promptly. He also revised the legal code and encouraged their religions; for example, he permitted the Jews to build their temple at Jerusalem. However, each satrapy was required to remit regular tribute in the form of gold or silver. The satrap was answerable only to the king himself, but in addition to him there were in each province two imperial officials who reported directly to the king: a financial officer and a military coordinator. They served to help prevent the satraps from becoming too powerful. Darius also standardized weights and measures, fixed the coinage, and introduced the gold daric. Darius reformed the Persian military by introducing conscription, pay for the soldiers, and a program of regular training.


DARIUS I




The Persian Empire was vast, and communication was of immense importance. The Persian Royal Road between Susa and Sardis constructed during the reign of Darius had 111 way stations located at regular intervals with fresh horses and military garrisons. Using this system, mounted couriers known as pirradazis could travel the 1,677 miles from Susa to Sardis in only 7 days, whereas it would take 90 days on foot. Greek historian Herodotus wrote that “There is nothing in the world that travels faster than these Persian couriers.” Herodotus’s words—“Neither snow, nor rain, nor heat, nor darkness of night prevents these couriers from completing their designated stages with utmost speed”—were inscribed on the James Farley Post Office in New York and are sometimes thought of as being the creed of the U.S. Postal Service.

Designed for rapid communication and to facilitate the flow of commerce and allow royal troops to move quickly and crush unrest, the Royal Road also greatly facilitated Alexander the Great’s conquest of the Persian Empire.
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Relief showing Darius I, Persian emperor during 522–486 BCE, receiving a Median dignitary. Standing behind Darius is his son, who would rule as Xerxes I. (Corbis)



Darius was a great builder, his chief project being the construction of the new Persian capital at Persepolis. The city itself was surrounded by walls that were 60 feet high. Darius also caused to be built a canal that connected the Nile to Suez, and Persian ships were able to sail from the Nile through the Red Sea and then to Persia. Darius was also responsible for the construction of the system of royal roads throughout the empire. As with other Persian rulers, he did not permit slavery, and all royal workers were paid.

When Darius came to the throne the Persian Empire was well established, and although he embarked on a number of lengthy campaigns, these were only to extinguish a perceived threat or to round out natural frontiers. Toward that end, Darius campaigned in the area of the Black Sea and Armenia and fought on the Iranian steppe as well as along the Indus River. During his rule, the empire reached its greatest territorial extent.

Following operations against the Scythians east of the Black Sea in 512 BCE, Darius personally campaigned in Southeastern Europe in 511. Supervising construction of a floating bridge across the Bosporus, he took Thrace and Macedonia. He also caused to be constructed another large floating bridge over the Danube and then campaigned for several hundred miles north, largely living off the land.

Darius, fatefully for Persia and Europe, waged war on the Greeks. Ionians (Greeks living in Asia Minor), mistakenly believing that Darius had been defeated by the Scythians to the north, revolted against Persian rule but were quickly crushed in 510 BCE. Rising against Persia again in 499, the Ionians requested aid from the Greek city-states. Sparta declined, but Athens and Eritrea sent an expeditionary force by sea. The rebels then attacked and burned Sardis, the capital city of Lydia (498), but the satrap Artaphernes quickly reestablished control. Darius also assembled a large fleet and defeated the Greeks in the Battle of Lade (494).

Again master of Asia Minor, Darius was determined to punish Athens and Eritrea. He dispatched a naval expedition, but it encountered a storm and the fleet was wrecked off Mount Athos in 492 BCE. The second expedition reached Greece, only to meet defeat on land in the important Battle of Marathon (September 490). Darius died in 486 while preparing yet another expedition. This enterprise was taken up by his son, Xerxes I. Temporarily diverted by a revolt in Egypt during 486–484, Xerxes then sent perhaps the largest land force assembled to that time along with powerful naval forces, which nonetheless met defeat at sea in the Battle of Salamis in 480 and on land in the Battle of Plataea in 479. The greatest Persian ruler after Cyrus the Great, Darius reformed the empire administratively and advanced it to its greatest territorial extent. His son was less successful.
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Davout, Louis Nicolas (1770–1823)

Napoleonic marshal, known as the “Iron Marshal.” Born at Annoux (Yonne) into a noble Burgundian family on May 10, 1770, Louis Nicolas Davout studied at the military school at Auxerre and then at the Royal Military School in Paris. In February 1788 he was commissioned into the Royal Champagne Cavalry. Promoted to general of brigade in July 1793, he was taken prisoner at Mannheim in September 1795 and then exchanged. During 1798–1799 he campaigned with Napoleon Bonaparte in Egypt. Captured by the Royal Navy en route to France in March 1800, Davout was subsequently freed. Promoted to general of division in July 1800, he was named a marshal of the empire in May 1804.

Davout commanded III Corps and held the French right in Napoleon’s victory over the Austrians and Russians in the great Battle of Austerlitz (December 2, 1805) and commanded the same unit in the campaign of 1806 against Prussia, when Davout played a key role in the victory at Auerstädt (October 14, 1806), his corps driving from the field a Prussian force twice as large. He fought against the Russians and was slightly wounded in the Battle of Eylau (February 7, 1807). Appointed by Napoleon as governor of the Grand Duchy of Warsaw in July, Davout was created the duke of Auerstädt in March 1808. He held semi-independent command during the Ratisbon phase of the 1809 campaign, distinguishing himself and making possible the French victories at Eckmühl (April 22) and Ratisbon (April 23), and again distinguished himself at Wagram (July 5–6). In August, Napoleon created him the prince of Eckmühl.

Appointed to command the Army of Germany in January 1810, Davout entered Russia in command of I Corps, a virtual army of 72,000 men, in June 1812. Wounded in the Battle of Borodino (September 7), he commanded the rear guard in the French withdrawal from Russia in October. During the 1813 German War of Liberation, Davout defended Dresden (March 9–19) and then assumed command at Hamburg, holding it against a much larger German force for six months. On the abdication of Napoleon, Davout evacuated Hamburg on orders of French king Louis XVIII and was exiled to his estates.

Davout rallied to Napoleon in the Hundred Days in 1815 and became minister of war during March–June. Appointed military governor of Paris on June 24, Davout evacuated the capital and took command of the Army of the Loire on July 5. Resubmitting to King Louis XVIII, Davout was again exiled to his estates. Restored to the dignity of marshal of France in August 1817 and readmitted to the French peerage in March 1819, Davout died in Paris of tuberculosis on June 1, 1823.

A highly effective field commander, Davout was perhaps second in talent only to Napoleon. Among the least liked of Napoleon’s marshals, Davout was also the most feared and respected as an adversary. Unfortunately for the emperor, he did not adequately utilize Davout’s talents at the end of the empire.
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Dayan, Moshe (1915–1981)

Israeli general and political leader. Moshe Dayan was born to Russian immigrants in Degania Kibbutz near the Sea of Galilee on May 20, 1915. At age 14 he joined the Haganah, the Jewish self-defense militia. During the 1936–1939 Arab Revolt, Dayan served in ambush and patrol units. In 1939 because of his membership in the banned organization, the British sentenced him to five years in prison.

Released in February 1941, Dayan led reconnaissance forces into Vichy France–controlled Syria to support the subsequent British invasion. During one mission Dayan was shot by a sniper and lost his left eye, becoming well known for his trademark black eye patch.
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Moshe Dayan was a prominent figure in the founding of the independent state of Israel. He served the Jewish state as a general, minister of defense, and foreign minister. As chief of staff of the army (1953–1958) he helped build the Israeli Defense Forces into the top military establishment of the Middle East. (Hulton Archive/Getty Images)



In the 1948–1949 Israeli War for Independence, Dayan led the defense of the Deganya settlements (May 19–21, 1948). He then raised the 89th Commando Battalion, which he led in capturing Lod and Ramallah (July 9–19). Named commander in the Jerusalem vicinity on July 23, he proved to be an exceptional strategist and tactician.

In 1950, Dayan became the head of the Southern Command; two years later he assumed control of the Northern Command. In 1953, General Dayan was named chief of army operations and then chief of staff of the Israel Defense Forces (IDF) during 1953–1958. In this post he reinvigorated the IDF. Dayan ordered the very best officers into the fighting units, and he also toughened training, leading the way by himself completing a parachute and commando course. Dayan insisted that henceforward officers were to lead from the front. During the 1956 Suez Crisis, he planned and oversaw the so-called Lightning Campaign of late October in which Israeli forces advanced rapidly through the Sinai toward the Suez Canal.

In 1958, Dayan retired from the IDF and joined the Mapai Party led by David Ben-Gurion, Israel’s first prime minister. Dayan was elected to the Knesset (parliament) in 1959 and served in the cabinet as minister of agriculture during 1959–1964. In 1964 he left Mapai and helped form Rafi, Ben-Gurion’s separatist party. Reelected to parliament, Dayan became minister of defense in Prime Minister Levi Eshkol’s unity government in June 1967.

As defense minister, Dayan presided over the June 1967 Six-Day War. He was not an integral part of IDF planning for the conflict, but his presence contributed to military morale. Dayan pushed for open annexation of the occupied territories and used his position to create Jewish settlements in the West Bank and on the Golan Heights. He remained minister of defense under Prime Minister Golda Meir, who became prime minister after Eshkol’s death on February 26, 1969.

Dayan’s image was tarnished by the Yom Kippur (Ramadan) War (1973), which began with major IDF reverses. Although later cleared by an official inquiry, Dayan’s ministry had ignored signs of heightened tensions and troubling troop movements. Despite Israel’s eventual victory, the toll of the war led Meir and Dayan to resign in May 1974.

The war had deeply depressed Dayan, who went into a political eclipse for a time. Despite his ties to the Labor Party, Dayan joined Prime Minister Menachem Begin’s Likud Party government in 1977, serving as foreign minister. In this capacity Dayan assisted in negotiating the 1978 Camp David Accords and the 1979 Israel-Egyptian Peace Treaty, which established peace with Egypt. Dayan disagreed with Begin over the status of Palestinian territories occupied by Israel; Dayan believed that Israel should disengage entirely from the territories seized in the 1967 war in return for peace. In 1981, he left the Labor Party to form a new party, Telem, which won only two seats in the 1981 parliamentary elections. One of Telem’s positions was that Israel should withdraw from the occupied territories. Dayan died of colon cancer in Tel Aviv on October 16, 1981.

An able and resourceful military commander, Dayan led by example. He was less successful as a politician. Dayan was also an amateur archaeologist and wrote four books.
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Decatur, Stephen, Jr. (1779–1820)

U.S. Navy captain. Born on January 5, 1779, at Sinepuxent, Maryland, the son of Stephen Decatur Sr., a highly successful privateer captain of the American Revolutionary War, Stephen Decatur Jr. was raised in Philadelphia and briefly attended the University of Pennsylvania before securing a warrant as midshipman in the navy in April 1798. Assigned to the frigate United States, he served in that ship under Captain John Barry during the 1798–1800 Quasi-War with France and was promoted to lieutenant in May 1799.


DECATUR




During the American bombardment of Tripoli on August 3, 1804, the American gunboats dueled with gunboats sent out from Tripoli. Lieutenant Stephen Decatur Jr. commanded one of the gunboat divisions. He had already taken one Tripolitan gunboat when he learned that a Tripolitan captain had shot and mortally wounded his younger brother, Lieutenant James Decatur, after having surrendered his gunboat. With only 10 men in his own gunboat, Stephen Decatur sought out and boarded the Tripolitan boat. While Decatur fought with the gunboat’s captain, a Tripolitan sailor tried to strike him from behind. Reuben James, one of Decatur’s sailors, stepped forward and took the blow, saving him. Decatur then shot the Tripolitan dead. In the fighting 24 Tripolitans were killed, while the Americans suffered only 4 wounded. James recovered and remained with Decatur in his subsequent assignments.



In May 1801 Decatur joined the Mediterranean Squadron in the frigate Essex, and in August 1802 he transferred to the frigate New York. In May 1803 he was ordered to Boston to supervise the fitting out of the brig Argus, which he sailed to the Mediterranean, there taking command of the schooner Enterprise in November 1803. The United States was then at war with Tripoli, and in December the Enterprise captured the Tripolitan ketch Matisco, which was taken into the U.S. Navy as the Intrepid.

On February 16, 1804, in a daring mission, Lieutenant Decatur sailed the Intrepid into Tripoli Harbor and there destroyed the captured U.S. frigate Philadelphia. This celebrated act was carried out without losing a single man and made Decatur an American hero. On the recommendation of Commodore Edward Preble, it also brought Decatur’s promotion to captain, making him at age 25 the youngest navy captain in U.S. history ever.

Decatur next took part in the subsequent U.S. bombardments of Tripoli and engagements with Tripolitan gunboats. He then commanded in succession the frigates Constitution and Congress. At the conclusion of the Tripolitan War, Decatur returned to the United States a hero in 1805. He then oversaw gunboat construction and commanded the Gosport (Norfolk) Navy Yard. Decatur took command of the crippled frigate Chesapeake after it had been fired into and disabled by the British ship Leopard on June 22, 1807, and sat on the subsequent court-martial of Commodore James Barron, who had commanded the Chesapeake. Barron was found to have neglected to prepare his ship for action, and he was suspended from service.

During the War of 1812 Decatur commanded the frigate United States, capturing the British frigate Macedonian off the Azores (October 8, 1812) in only 90 minutes and returning with it to the United States. The Macedonian was the first British frigate captured by the Americans in the war. The British blockade prevented Decatur’s return to sea for two years. Having taken command of the frigate President at New York, he finally escaped on the night of January 14, 1815. The frigate sustained damage on passing over the bar, however, and was pursued and captured the next day by the British blockading squadron. The surrender of the President remains the one blemish on Decatur’s otherwise distinguished career, only because he did not fight his ship to the last.

After the war Decatur led a nine-ship American squadron, with his flag in the frigate Guerriere, to the Mediterranean to punish Algiers. After taking several Algerine warships, he dictated peace terms to that North African state. Decatur returned to the United States to become a member of the new three-man Board of Naval Commissioners. A feud with Captain James Barron led to a duel between the two men on March 22, 1820, at Bladensburg, Maryland. Both men were wounded, Decatur mortally. He died that night at Washington, D.C.

One of the greatest of American naval heroes, Decatur was energetic, brave, and intensely patriotic. An extraordinarily effective leader, he treated his men fairly and led by example. As a commander, he demonstrated great strategic sense, a flair for timing, diplomatic skill, and great firmness of purpose.

Spencer C. Tucker
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de Gaulle, Charles André Marie Joseph (1890–1970)

French Army general, leader of Free France, and president of France (1958–1969). Born in Lille, France, on November 22, 1890, Charles André Marie Joseph de Gaulle demonstrated from an early age a keen interest in the military. He graduated from the French military academy of Saint-Cyr in 1913 and was commissioned a lieutenant in the army.

De Gaulle’s first posting was with Colonel Henri Philippe Pétain’s 33rd Infantry Regiment. During World War I, de Gaulle was promoted to captain. Demonstrating a high degree of leadership and courage, he was wounded twice and was captured by the Germans at Verdun in March 1916 after being wounded a third time. Later he received the Legion of Honor for this action. Despite five escape attempts, he remained a prisoner until the end of the war.

Following the war de Gaulle taught history at Saint-Cyr, and in 1920 he was part of the French military mission to Poland. He then studied and taught at the École de Guerre. De Gaulle next served as an aide to French Army commander Marshal Pétain. De Gaulle also became an important proponent of the new theories of high-speed warfare centered on tanks. In his 1934 book Vers l’Armée de métier (published in English as The Army of the Future), de Gaulle proposed the creation of six completely mechanized and motorized divisions with their own organic artillery and air support. Another book, Le Fil de l’epée (The Edge of the Sword), revealed de Gaulle’s concepts of leadership and his belief that a true leader follows his conscience.

Promoted to major and then to lieutenant colonel, de Gaulle served in the Rhineland occupation forces, in the Middle East, and on the National Defense Council. Although he was advanced to colonel in 1937 and had important political friends such as Paul Reynaud, de Gaulle’s views placed him very much on the outside of the military establishment.

When World War II began, de Gaulle commanded a tank brigade. His warnings about the German employment of tanks in Poland fell on deaf ears in the French high command. De Gaulle commanded the 4th French Tank Division in the 1940 Battle for France. Although his division was still in formation, he secured one of the few French military successes of that campaign. Promoted to brigadier general on June 1, five days later he was appointed under secretary of defense in the Reynaud government. De Gaulle urged Premier Reynaud to fight on, either in a redoubt in the Brittany Peninsula or by removing the armed forces to North Africa. De Gaulle’s resolve won the admiration of British prime minister Winston Churchill.
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French general Charles de Gaulle, shown here during World War II, was an exponent of new theories of armored warfare, and had he been listened to, the French defeat of 1940 might have been avoided. De Gaulle headed the French government-in-exile during 1940–1944 and the provisional government in France during 1944–1946. He returned to power on the collapse of the Fourth Republic in 1958 and was president of the Fifth Republic until his resignation in 1969. (Library of Congress)



De Gaulle and Jean Monnet visited London and suggested to Churchill an indissoluble Anglo-French union, which the French government rejected. Returning to Bordeaux from the mission to London, de Gaulle learned that France was about to surrender. On June 17 he departed France on a British aircraft. The next day this youngest general in the French Army appealed to his countrymen over the BBC to continue the fight. From this point forward de Gaulle was the most prominent figure in the French Resistance. With Churchill’s support and because no prominent French politicians escaped abroad, de Gaulle set up a French government in exile in London and began organizing armed forces to fight for the liberation of France. The French government, headed by Marshal Pétain at Vichy, declared de Gaulle a traitor and condemned him to death in absentia.

Initially, de Gaulle’s position was at best tenuous. Most Frenchmen did not recognize his legitimacy, and relations with the British and Americans were at times difficult. De Gaulle insisted on being treated as head of state of a major power, whereas the Americans, especially President Franklin Roosevelt, and even Churchill persisted in regarding him as an auxiliary and for the most part did not consult with him on major decisions. Relations with the United States were not helped by a Free French effort to secure St. Pierre and Miquelon off Canada. The United States recognized the Vichy government and continued to pursue a two-France policy even after it entered the war in December 1941.

Over time de Gaulle solidified his position as leader of the Resistance in France. Bitter over British moves in Syria and Lebanon and not informed in advance of the U.S.-British invasion of French North Africa in November 1942, de Gaulle established his headquarters in Algiers in 1943, where he beat back a British and French effort to replace him with General Henri Giraud. De Gaulle’s agent Jean Moulin secured the fusion of Resistance groups within France, and the Resistance rendered invaluable service to the Normandy Invasion (June 1944).

De Gaulle returned to Paris in August 1944 and established a provisional government. He secured for France an occupation zone in Germany and a key role in postwar Europe. But with the return of peace, de Gaulle’s calls for a strong presidency were rejected, and he resigned in January 1946 to write his memoirs.

A revolt in May 1958 among European settlers and the French Army in Algeria, who feared a sellout there to Algerian nationalists, brought de Gaulle back to power, technically as the last premier of the Fourth Republic. A new constitution, tailor-made for de Gaulle, established the Fifth Republic. De Gaulle’s preservation of democracy was his greatest service to his country, but he also brought an end to the Algerian War in 1962 and worked out a close entente with Konrad Adenauer’s Federal Republic of Germany. De Gaulle also removed France from the North Atlantic Treaty Organization’s military command, creating an independent nuclear strike force; encouraged Quebec to secede from Canada; and lectured U.S. leaders. He remained president until 1969, when he again resigned to write a new set of memoirs. Unarguably France’s greatest 20th-century statesman, de Gaulle died at his estate of Colombey-les-Deux-Églises on November 9, 1970.

Thomas Lansford and Spencer C. Tucker
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Devers, Jacob Loucks (1887–1979)

U.S. Army general. Born on September 8, 1887, in York, Pennsylvania, Jacob Loucks Devers graduated from the U.S. Military Academy, West Point, in 1909 and was commissioned a second lieutenant in the field artillery. During 1912–1916, he returned to West Point as an instructor.

During World War I, Devers was assigned to the School of Fire (later the Field Artillery School), Fort Sill, Oklahoma, as a staff officer, attaining the temporary rank of colonel. In 1919 he served in the occupation of Germany and attended the French Artillery School at Treves before again teaching at West Point (1919–1924). Devers graduated from the Command and General Staff School (1925) and the Army War College (1933). During 1936–1939, he was again assigned to West Point as an instructor and was there advanced to colonel.

After World War II began in Europe in September 1939, U.S. Army chief of staff General George C. Marshall selected Devers to place the Panama Canal Zone on a wartime footing. Promoted to brigadier general in May 1940, Devers was advanced to major general in October 1940 and commanded the 9th Infantry Division at Fort Bragg, North Carolina, during November–July 1941. When Major General Adna R. Chaffee Jr. was fatally stricken with cancer, Marshall named Devers—then the youngest army major general but well recognized in the army for his organizational and training ability—to replace Chaffee in August 1941 as commander of the armored force at Fort Knox, Kentucky. There Devers supervised the rapid expansion of U.S. armored forces from 2 to 16 divisions and 63 separate tank battalions. He soon became an enthusiastic advocate of mobile combined-arms warfare. One of his innovations was the addition of light aircraft to field artillery battalions to enhance the firepower of armored division artillery. Devers was promoted to lieutenant general in September 1942.

In May 1943, Devers took charge of U.S. Army ground forces in the European theater of operations. In this role he supervised the rapid buildup of U.S. forces and their training in Britain for the invasion of France, which he hoped to lead. Instead, in January 1944 he was assigned to the Mediterranean theater as deputy supreme Allied commander, replacing General Dwight D. Eisenhower, who took Devers’s place in Britain. On September 15, 1944, Devers finally received the combat command he had long sought: the Sixth Army Group of 23 divisions, consisting of Lieutenant General Alexander Patch’s Seventh Army and General Jean de Lattre de Tassigny’s First French Army, which had invaded southern France in Operation DRAGOON (August 15, 1944). With his 12 American and 11 French divisions, Devers cleared German forces from Alsace and reduced the Colmar Pocket. In March 1945 he was promoted to full general, and that same month his Sixth Army Group crossed the Rhine and drove into southern Germany and Austria, where he accepted the surrender of German forces (May 6).

Devers commanded U.S. Army Ground Forces from 1945 to 1949. He retired from the army on September 30, 1949. Devers died in Washington, D.C., on October 15, 1979.

Although he was often overshadowed by more colorful and controversial commanders, Devers made important contributions to the Allied victory in World WarII and was a solid and capable army group commander.

Brent B. Barth Jr.
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Dewey, George (1837–1917)

U.S. admiral. Born in Montpelier, Vermont, on December 26, 1837, the son of a prominent physician, George Dewey wanted to go to the U.S. Military Academy, West Point, but ended up attending the U.S. Naval Academy, Annapolis, graduating in 1858. Promoted to lieutenant in April 1861, during the American Civil War Dewey served aboard the steam frigate Mississippi and soon became its executive officer. He took part in the passage of Flag Officer David Farragut’s fleet up the Mississippi River to New Orleans (April 24–25, 1862) and in operations against Port Hudson (March 14, 1863). Dewey then served in the North Atlantic Blockading Squadron and, as the executive officer aboard the steam frigate Colorado, took part in operations against Fort Fisher (December 1864–January 1865). Promoted to lieutenant commander in March 1865, Dewey ended the war in the steam sloop Kearsarge in European waters.

During the next two decades, Dewey held a number of assignments. Promoted to commander in April 1872, he moved to Washington, D.C., in 1875 and served for seven years on the Lighthouse Board. Dewey returned to sea as captain of the steam sloop Juniata in 1882. While in the Mediterranean, he became ill and spent a year in a British hospital on Malta. He did not fully recover and return to duty with the navy until 1884. Promoted to captain in September 1884, Dewey received command of one of the navy’s first steel ships, the gunboat Dolphin, which was still under construction. Frustrated at the delays in its commissioning, he secured command of the steam sloop Pensacola, flagship of the European squadron during 1885–1889.

Dewey returned to Washington as chief of the Bureau of Equipment during 1889–1893 and then as president of the Bureau of Inspection and Survey during 1895–1897. On his promotion to commodore on February 28, 1896, Dewey was entitled to command a squadron. Both Dewey and Commodore John A. Howell sought the post of commander of the U.S. Asiatic Squadron. Relations with Spain were deteriorating over Cuba, and should there be war the Philippines would figure prominently in it. With the support of his friend Assistant Secretary of the Navy Theodore Roosevelt, Dewey received the coveted position, taking up his command at Nagasaki, Japan, in the cruiser Olympia in January 1898.

When the battleship Maine exploded and sank in Havana Harbor (February 15, 1898), Dewey’s squadron was on its way to Hong Kong. Dewey had already begun preparations for a possible attack on the Spanish squadron in the Philippines. The United States declared war on Spain on April 25, and three days later under telegraph orders from the Navy Department, Dewey’s squadron steamed for the Philippines.

Dewey boldly led his squadron into Manila Bay on the night of April 30 despite the threat from mines, taking this decision to avoid fire from Spanish batteries guarding the entrance to the bay and to catch the Spanish off guard. Dewey insisted that the flagship Olympia be the lead warship. Early on May 1, he discovered the Spanish squadron of Rear Admiral Patricio Montojo y Paráson anchored off Cavite and commenced operations against it and the shore batteries. In one of the memorable quotes in U.S. Navy history, Dewey told his flag captain Charles V. Gridley, “You may fire when ready, Gridley.” In a matter of six hours, Dewey’s squadron of four cruisers, two gunboats, and a revenue cutter had reduced the seven smaller Spanish warships to scrap, at a cost of only seven men wounded on the American side. News of the victory in the Battle of Manila Bay made Dewey a hero in the United States and led to his promotion to rear admiral on May 11.

Unable to capture Manila itself because of the lack of U.S. ground troops, Dewey waited for their arrival. His squadron then supported the army’s capture of Manila (August 13, 1898) and subsequent operations in the Philippines. In recognition of his services, Congress advanced Dewey to admiral on March 2, 1899.

Dewey returned to the United States on September 26, 1899, and four days later led a victory parade through New York City. In the spring of 1900 he made a brief bid for the presidency but dropped out to become president of the newly formed Navy General Board. Exempted from retirement due to age, Dewey served in this post for 16 years and played an important role in U.S. Navy expansion. He also supported President Theodore Roosevelt’s plan for a circumnavigation of the globe by the Great White Fleet during 1907–1909. Dewey published his autobiography in 1913. Secretary of War Elihu Root and Secretary of the Navy William Moody established the Joint Army-Navy Board in 1903, and Dewey became its chair, serving on this board and the Navy General Board until his death. On March 24, 1903, Dewey was raised to the rank of admiral of the navy, retroactive to March 2, 1899. Dewey died in Washington, D.C., on January 16, 1917.

Intelligent, thorough in his preparations, and a bold commander, Dewey was a natural leader who was greatly respected by those he commanded.

Spencer C. Tucker
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Diaz, Armando Vittorio (1861–1928)

Italian Army general. Born on December 5, 1861, in Naples, Armando Vittorio Diaz was commissioned on graduation from the Military Academy in Turin in 1882. After service in infantry and artillery units, he attended the War College and graduated first in his class. After four years in unit commands, he served on the General Staff during 1895–1915. Promoted to major in 1899, lieutenant colonel in 1905, and colonel in 1910, Diaz fought in Libya during the 1911–1912 Italo-Turkish War, where he was wounded in September 1912 and awarded a medal for bravery.

Promoted to major general in October 1914, Diaz served in the Secretariat of the Italian Army high command. In May 1915 he headed the Operations Office, the third most important position in the high command. Diaz requested an assignment at the front, and at the end of June 1916, as a lieutenant general, he took command of the 49th Infantry Division. He proved to be a capable field commander who looked after the welfare of his men and refused to expend their lives needlessly. In April 1917 Diaz took command of XXIII Corps, which he commanded with success during two offensive operations. He was wounded while inspecting the front line, earning another medal for bravery.

Following the Italian Army withdrawal to the Piave River line in the Battle of Caporetto (October 24–November 9, 1917), chief of staff of the Army General Luigi Cadorna was relieved of command, and Diaz replaced him on November 8, 1917. Diaz rebuilt the army after the Caporetto debacle. He also improved conditions for the troops at the front and instituted regular periods of leave, government-sponsored entertainment programs, and promises of benefits for the soldiers after the war.

Following a successful defensive stand on the Piave (June 1918), Diaz resisted political pressure to launch an offensive before the army was ready. He initially intended only to attack the junction between the Austro-Hungarian Fifth and Sixth Armies over the Piave River toward Ponte della Priula and Vittorio Veneto, but his final plan called for a decisive breakthrough. The offensive involved 52 Italian and 5 British and French divisions and resulted in victory in the Battle of Vittorio Veneto (October 24–November 4). That battle smashed the Austro-Hungarian Army, left the road to Vienna largely open, and brought the armistice of November 3, thereby ending fighting on the Italian front.

Diaz retained command of the Italian Army until November 1919, and in 1921 he was ennobled with the title “Duke of Vittoria.” He served as minister of war under Benito Mussolini during 1922–1924 and reorganized the army. Promoted to marshal in 1924, Diaz died in Rome on February 29, 1928.

Alessandro Massignani
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Diocletian (ca. 244–311)

Roman general and emperor. Born in Dalmatia in modest circumstances around 244, Gaius Aurelius Valerius Diocletianus, known as Diocletian, entered the Roman Army and through ability and hard work became commander of the bodyguard of Emperor Carus in 283. Following the murder of Emperor Numerian on November 20, 284, the army proclaimed Diocletian emperor. He promptly ordered the execution of the assassin, one of his rivals, and then marched against Numerian’s brother Carinus, who was ruling in the west, defeating and killing him in the hard-fought Battle of the Margus River in Illyricum (July 285) and reuniting the Roman Empire.

Diocletian set about devising a system to end the instability and coups that had marked the past decades. He carried out a sweeping administrative reform, increasing the number of provinces from 45 to 101 and giving provisional governors full authority over local affairs. Over the provinces he set up 13 dioceses. Over these there were four prefectures (Gaul, Italy, Illyrium, and the East). Finally, he split the empire into two halves, eastern and western. Diocletian also moved the capital from Rome, where it was too often subject to the influence of rival political factions, to Milan in the north. In 285 he appointed his friend Maximian as caesar (assistant emperor) and thereafter named Maximian to the position of augustus (coemperor), although Dioletian continued to exercise the bulk of the power. By 286 Diocletian had created the Tetrarchy, whereby there were two emperors (known as augustus) and two assistant emperors (with the title of caesar). This was designed to provide for stability and continuity, for when an emperor died, he would be automatically followed by his presumably well-trained and designated successor, the caesar.
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Gold coin depicting Roman general and emperor Diocletian. As emperor during 284–305, he reunited the Roman Empire and instituted a short-lived but effective system of government known as the Tetrarchy. (Photos.com)



Diocletian also greatly expanded the size of the army, from 39 to 53 legions, but increasingly relied on Germans and other foreign mercenaries in the legions rather than on citizen soldiers. Diocletian allowed troops along the frontier to marry, hoping thereby to create permanent settlements as a barrier to barbarian incursions, and he also caused to be built along the frontier a great many smaller forts that would be mutually supporting. Although Diocletian’s reforms brought peace and stability, he was not able to deal with serious financial problems in the form of rampant inflation. Christianity was also making major inroads in the empire, and Diocletian initiated the last great imperial persecution of Christians during 303–304. In 305 both Diocletian and Maximian abdicated, elevating their respective caesars. Dicoletian then retired to his palace at Spalatum, Dalmatia (now Split, Croatia), where he died on December 3, 311.

One of the last great Roman emperors, Diocletian was a cautious military commander but a highly innovative and effective administrator who was able to halt for a time the process of Roman imperial decay.
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Dionysius the Elder (ca. 430–367 BCE)

Ruler of Syracuse. Born around 430 BCE, Dionysius began his career as a clerk but rose to prominence in fighting against Carthage in 409. In 406 the people of Syracuse elected him general, but assisted by Greek mercenaries, he seized power and became a tyrant. Known as Dionysius the Elder and Dionysius I, he was infamous for his ruthlessness, brutality, and desire to increase his own wealth and power.

Dionysius first subdued other Greek city-states in eastern Sicily and then waged a protracted struggle with Carthage for control of Sicily. At first he relied on large numbers of Greek mercenaries, but around 399 BCE he began a remarkably comprehensive program to develop new types of weapons, including siege engines and warships. Assembling highly paid engineers and craftsmen, Dionysius in effect established the world’s first true ordnance research and development facility. In 397 these efforts paid off when he fielded a number of new specialized siege engines in an attack on the Carthaginian-held outpost on the island of Motya off western Sicily and there won a great victory in 396. The weapons employed included massive rolling siege towers and the earliest recorded artillery pieces: mechanical tension-powered catapults.

A Carthaginian counteroffensive in 396 BCE, however, retook the lost outposts and even led to the Siege of Syracuse itself. An outbreak of plague in the besieging Carthaginian army enabled Dionysius to defeat it and conclude an advantageous treaty that limited Carthage to northwestern Sicily in 392. In 390 Dionysius invaded southern Italy and, allied with the Lucanians, defeated the forces of the Italiote League (389). Dionysius’s capture of Rehegium (Reggio di Calabria) in 387 gave him control of southern Italy.

In 383 BCE Dionysius renewed the war with Carthage, invading its stronghold of western Sicily. At first successful, he then suffered a major defeat at Cronium (378) and was forced to conclude a peace treaty that included a large indemnity and the cession of substantial territory. His final effort against Carthage during 368–367 ended in his death in 367.

Dionysius was a bold commander and military innovator whose protracted wars in effect weakened the Greek position in Sicily.

Spencer C. Tucker

Further Reading

Caven, Brian. Dionysius I, Warlord of Sicily. New Haven, CT: Yale University Press, 1990.

Sanders, Lionel J. Dionysius I of Syracuse and Greek Tyranny. London: Croom Helm, 1987.

Dönitz, Karl (1891–1980)

German Navy admiral who commanded submarines and later the Kriegsmarine and then succeeded Adolf Hitler as head of the Third Reich during World War II. Born in Gruenau-bei-Berlin on September 16, 1891, Karl Dönitz joined the German Navy in 1910. During World War I he served on the cruiser Breslau but transferred to U-boats in 1916, commanding in turn several submarines in the Mediterranean. In October 1918 his U-68 attacked an Allied convoy, sinking one of the ships. The U-68 was then forced to the surface when it developed mechanical problems and Dönitz was taken prisoner.

Dönitz continued in the German Navy after the war and held a variety of shore and sea assignments, including command of a torpedo boat flotilla during which time he experimented with tactics that he would later develop into the rudeltaktik (wolf pack) concept. German chancellor Adolf Hitler named Dönitz commander of the fledgling German submarine force in 1935. As Kommodore (commodore) from June 1939, Dönitz sought to expand submarine construction to 300 boats, a number that he believed would be decisive in winning the next war. Dönitz’s passionate advocacy of submarines led to friction with German Navy commander grossadmiral (U.S. equiv. admiral of the fleet) Erich Raeder, who preferred to allocate scarce naval resources to a long-range program of conventional large surface ships. Their differences became moot when World War II began before either type was fully ready for decisive employment.

Promoted to Konteradmiral (U.S. equiv. commodore) in October 1939, Vizeadmiral (U.S. equiv. rear admiral) in September 1940, and Admiral (U.S. equiv. vice admiral) in March 1942, Dönitz struggled to overcome the problems of insufficient numbers of U-boats and ineffective torpedoes that nearly wrecked his operations. To combat Allied convoys, he implemented wolf-pack tactics of centralized control over groups of U-boats to strike Allied convoys at night in surface attacks. In January 1943 Hitler, frustrated by the performance of his surface navy, removed Raeder and replaced him with Dönitz as head of the navy with the rank of Grossadmiral. Dönitz endeavored to continue the U-boat war, but during Black May in 1943 the struggle turned, with his U-boats essentially defeated through a combination of Allied antisubmarine countermeasures, including aircraft, convoys, searchlights, radar, sonar, and the ability to read German encoded radio messages.

Unlike virtually all other senior German military officers, Dönitz managed to retain Hitler’s confidence and favor. Dönitz’s final military success was the navy’s evacuation of hundreds of thousands of Germans from the Baltic States by sea. As the Allied armies entered Germany, on April 15, 1945, Hitler appointed Dönitz as commander of all forces in northern Germany. On April 30 he was informed that Hitler had appointed him to serve as president of the Reich and supreme commander of the armed forces. Upon Hitler’s suicide, Dönitz led the crumbling Third Reich, hoping to delay Soviet advances in order to allow millions of German troops and civilians to flee to British and U.S. lines. Dönitz surrendered Germany unconditionally to Allied representatives on May 7, 1945.

The British arrested Dönitz on May 23. Tried by the International War Crimes Tribunal at Nuremberg, Dönitz was found guilty and sentenced to 10 years in Spandau Prison. Released in 1956, he later wrote several books about his career and submarine warfare. Dönitz died in Aumuhle in the Federal Republic of Germany on December 24, 1980.

Dönitz was known for his dedication, drive, optimism, and loyalty. It was the latter factor that led to his appointment as Hitler’s successor. An exceptionally able administrator and charismatic leader, Dönitz claimed that he did not know about the Holocaust and was unrepentant about his role in the war.

Steven J. Rauch
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Don Juan of Austria (1547–1578)

Spanish general, admiral, and statesman. Born in Ratisbon (Regensburg), Bavaria, on February 24, 1547, Don Juan was the illegitimate son of Holy Roman emperor Charles V. The boy was brought up in secret under the name of Gerónimo by a noble family in Valladolid, Spain. He was recognized by King Philip II of Spain as his half brother in 1559 and given the name of Don Juan of Austria. Don Juan led a squadron of galleys against the Barbary corsairs in 1568. Given command of Spanish forces against the rebellious Moriscos in March 1569, he put down their revolt (1569–1571).

Named by Pope Pius V commander of the Holy League forces of Spain, Venice, Genoa, Savoy, Tuscany, and the Papacy against the Turks, Don Juan commanded the league’s naval forces in the great Battle of Lepanto (October 7, 1571) off Greece, in which he was victorious. Caution on the part of the Venetians, who later concluded peace with the Turks, and Philip II’s orders prevented Don Juan from exploiting this victory, although he did succeed in capturing Tunis in August 1572. When the Turks recaptured Tunis (September 1574), Don Juan’s effort to retake the city were stymied by the dispersal of his fleet in a great storm.

Appointed governor-general of the Netherlands in November 1576, then in revolt against Spain in part on religious grounds (the spread of Calvinism), Don Juan scored some notable military successes. Following the collapse of negotiations with the rebels, he resumed the war with the capture of Namur (autumn 1577). Don Juan’s great general Alessandro Farnese (later the duke of Parma) then defeated the Netherlands States General army at Gembloux (January 31, 1578), giving the Spanish control of much of the southern Netherlands, but Don Juan was unable to exploit the victory because of a lack of forces. Following a short illness, Don Juan died in his camp at Bouges near Namur on October 1, 1578.

A charismatic, chivalrous, and effective military leader, Don Juan was poorly rewarded by King Philip II, who undoubtedly suspected him, unjustly, of harboring designs on the Spanish throne.

Spencer C. Tucker
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Donovan, William Joseph (1883–1959)

Head of the U.S. Office of Strategic Services (OSS). Born on January 1, 1883, in Buffalo, New York, William Joseph Donovan graduated from Columbia University with a law degree in 1907 and afterward practiced law in Buffalo. He also served as a captain in the New York National Guard. Donovan was stationed along the Mexican border in 1916 when the National Guard was called up to assist in the unsuccessful effort to capture notorious Mexican bandit and revolutionary Pancho Villa.

After the United States entered World War I, Donovan was sent to Europe with the American Expeditionary Forces (AEF). As a major, he commanded the 1st Battalion of the 69th New York Infantry Regiment in the 45th Infantry Division. He participated in the Saint-Mihiel Offensive (September 12–16, 1918). Then a lieutenant colonel, he was wounded but refused evacuation and stayed to lead his men. His actions resulted in the award of the Medal of Honor and the nickname “Wild Bill.”

After the war, Donovan returned to Buffalo to practice law. During 1924–1929, he was an assistant U.S. attorney general. He ran unsuccessfully for state political office and in 1929 moved to New York City. Greatly interested in international affairs, Donovan undertook several overseas missions for the Rockefeller Foundation and the Franklin D. Roosevelt administration. Donovan tried to convince President Roosevelt and others that the United States needed an intelligence-gathering organization similar to that run by the British. His efforts finally led to his appointment in July 1941 as head of the Office of Coordinator of Information, which after the Japanese attack on Pearl Harbor (December 7, 1941) became the OSS. The agency gathered intelligence, conducted propaganda and sabotage, and assisted partisans.

After World War II, Donovan lobbied President Harry S. Truman to set up a permanent intelligence organization. Truman initially rejected this step, but the Cold War led in 1947 to the formation of the Central Intelligence Agency (CIA), loosely modeled on the OSS. Donovan’s hope of heading the CIA was not realized, although he briefly returned to government service as ambassador to Thailand during 1953 and 1954. Donovan died on February 8, 1959, at Walter Reed Army Medical Center, Washington, D.C.

Graham T. Carssow
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Doolittle, James Harold (1896–1993)

U.S. Army Air Forces, later U.S. Air Force, general. Born on December 14, 1896, in Alameda, California, James “Jimmy” Harold Doolittle grew up in Nome, Alaska. He attended Los Angeles Community College and the University of California but left school following U.S. entry into World War I to enlist in the army in October 1917. Assigned to the Signal Corps, he served as a flight instructor during World War I.

On September 4, 1922, Doolittle made the first transcontinental flight in less than 24 hours. He then attended the Massachusetts Institute of Technology, where he received master’s and doctorate degrees in aeronautical engineering. A leader in advances in both military and civilian aviation, Doolittle helped develop horizontal and directional gyroscopes and pioneered instrument flying.

Doolittle gained aviation prominence through stunt flying, racing, and demonstrating aircraft. In 1930 he left the army to become aviation manager for Shell Oil, where he helped develop new high-octane aviation fuels, which were of great advantage to the United States in World War II. He won the Harmon (1930) and Bendix (1931) trophies, and in 1932 he broke the world air speed record.

In July 1940 Doolittle returned to the army as a major. Following U.S. entry into World War II, in January 1942 he was promoted to lieutenant colonel. Doolittle commanded the first U.S. air strike on the Japanese mainland, the Tokyo or Doolittle Raid (April 28, 1942). It was a great fillip for American morale, and for it he was awarded the Medal of Honor and promoted to brigadier general.
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U.S. Army Air Forces lieutenant colonel James Doolittle led the audacious April 1942 bombing raid on Japan that bears his name. He subsequently commanded several air forces in North Africa, Europe, and the Pacific theaters during World War II. (Library of Congress)



In July 1942 Doolittle took command of the Twelfth Air Force in England, which he led in Operation TORCH in North Africa. In November 1943 he took command of the Fifteenth Air Force in the Mediterranean theater, directing it in raids against German-held Europe. In January 1944 he assumed command of the Eighth Air Force in the European theater, and that March he was promoted to temporary lieutenant general. Upon Germany’s surrender in May 1945, Doolittle moved with the Eighth Air Force to Okinawa, although the force arrived in the Pacific theater too late to see much action.

In May 1946 Doolittle returned to the civilian sector as a vice president for Shell Oil and later as its director. He also served on the National Advisory Committee for Aeronautics, the Air Force Science Advisory Board, and the President’s Science Advisory Committee. In June 1985 by act of Congress, Doolittle was promoted to general on the retired list. He died on September 27, 1993, in Pebble Beach, California.

Sean K. Duggan
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Doria, Andrea di Ceva (1466–1560)

Genoese naval commander and political leader. Born into a distinguished Genoese military family in Genoa on November 30, 1466, Andrea di Ceva Doria began his military career as a condottiere in the forces of Pope Innocent III beginning in 1484. From 1492 Doria served in succession as a mercenary under the Duke of Urbino, the king of Naples, and the pope. Doria then assisted his uncle Nicolo in putting down an uprising in Corsica during 1503–1506 and then personally led several hundred men against the rebels in 1507.

Around 1510 Doria began his naval career as commander of a squadron of Genoese galleys, which he led against the Barbary pirates. At Pianosa they defeated Gad Ali (1519). When Emperor Charles V captured Genoa (1522), Doria took command of the French fleet, attacking imperial supply lines and raising the Siege of Marseilles (1524). Following the capture of French king François I in the Battle of Pavia (February 24, 1525), Doria joined the service of Pope Clement VII. Following François’s release in 1527, Doria again was in French service and with the French retook Genoa from the imperialists.

A sincere Genoese patriot who was nonetheless vain and personally ambitious, Doria grew disillusioned with the French and their perceived lack of gratitude and so switched sides to the imperialists. With the bulk of the French forces away from Genoa besieging Naples, Doria drove the French out of the city in 1528 and became the leader of that state. Under the terms of his agreement with Charles V, Doria secured an imperial guarantee of Genoa’s independence, by force of arms if necessary, but with the assurance that no imperial troops would be allowed in Genoa.

Charles created Doria the prince of Melfi and imperial grand admiral. In the latter capacity, Doria commanded fleets against the French and the Turks, who had allied with the Barbary pirates, and assisted in the capture of Tunis (July 1535). He commanded the joint imperial-Genoese-Venetian fleet against the Turks in the Battle of Préveza, losing to Barbarossa (Khair ed-Din) on September 27, 1538. Although Doria advised against the operation, he participated in Charles V’s abortive assault against Algiers (September–October 1541), and his skill made possible the escape of much of the imperial force. After putting down two attempts to overthrow him in Genoa in 1547 and 1548, Doria led a punitive expedition against the Barbary states in 1550 but accomplished little. When the French captured Corsica, Doria led forces there with some success during 1553–1555. He continued active command until age 89, when he retired to Genoa. Doria died in Genoa on November 25, 1560.

The foremost Christian naval commander in the Mediterranean, Doria in his long military career enjoyed success both on land and at sea.
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Douhet, Giulio (1869–1930)

Italian Air Force general and pioneer of strategic air doctrine. Born on May 30, 1869, in Caserta, Italy, Giulio Douhet was commissioned in the Italian Army in 1892. An early advocate of military aviation, he led Italy’s first air bombardment unit during the Italo-Turkish War (1911–1912). During World War I Douhet’s unbridled criticism of Italy’s General Staff led to his court-martial and dismissal. Recalled to active service after the defeat at Caporetto, which vindicated much of his critical comments, Douhet took charge of the Central Aeronautical Bureau in 1918.

Following the war, Douhet retired and wrote Il dominio dell’aria (Command of the Air) in 1921, a seminal work on airpower strategy. That same year he became a brigadier general. A strong supporter of fascism, Douhet won appointment in 1922 from Benito Mussolini as chief of Italy’s aviation program.

Having witnessed Italy’s costly and futile World War I campaigns on the Isonzo and the bitterness of land combat in the Alps, Douhet argued that strategic bombing attacks by heavily armed and armored “battleplanes” promised quick and decisive victories in future wars. Such a thrusting and offensive-minded approach conformed well to fascist beliefs. The fascist Douhet believed that civilian populations would panic under sustained attack; the seemingly inherent fragility of democracies proved to be a seductive chimera for him.

Disregarding the legality and morality of sneak attacks or the utility of graduated approaches to warfare, Douhet called for all-out preemptive air strikes to destroy an enemy’s air force and bases, followed by concerted attacks on industry and civilians. A combination of high-explosive, incendiary, and poison gas bombs, Douhet concluded, would generate psychological uproar and social chaos, fatally weakening the enemy’s will to resist.

In arguing that airpower was inherently offensive and uniquely efficacious, Douhet dismissed friendly escort planes as superfluous, enemy interceptors as ineffectual, and interservice cooperation as unnecessary since “battleplanes” would render navies and armies obsolete. Results of the Allied Combined Bomber Offensive, however, proved Douhet wrong. He had exaggerated the destructive power and accuracy of bombing, the ability of bombers to fight their way unescorted to targets, and the fragility of democratic populations, who proved resilient under attack. Nevertheless, Douhet’s call for independent air forces and offensive-minded strategic bombing proved influential, especially in Britain and the United States.

Douhet died in Rome on February 15, 1930. He was certainly one of the greatest theorists of airpower.

William J. Astore

Further Reading

Cappelluti, Frank J. “The Life and Thought of Giulio Douhet.” Unpublished doctoral dissertation, Rutgers University, 1967.

Douhet, Giulio. The Command of the Air. Translated by Dino Ferrari. Washington, DC: Office of Air Force History, 1983.

MacIsaac, David. “Voices from the Central Blue: The Air Power Theorists.” In Makers of Modern Strategy: Machiavelli to the Nuclear Age, edited by Peter Paret, 624–647. Princeton, NJ: Princeton University Press, 1986.

Segrè, Claudio G. “Giulio Douhet: Strategist, Theorist, Prophet?” Journal of Strategic Studies 15 (September 1992): 351–366.

Dowding, Hugh Caswall Tremenheere (1882–1970)

British Royal Air Force air chief marshal. Born on April 24, 1882, in Moffat, Scotland, Hugh Caswall Tremenheere Dowding was educated at Winchester and the Royal Military Academy, Woolwich. Commissioned a second lieutenant of artillery in 1900, Dowding served in India and the Far East. He attended the British Army Staff College, Camberley, during 1910–1912 and learned to fly. Dubbed “Stuffy” for his seemingly aloof manner, Dowding switched to the Royal Flying Corps in 1914, rose to become a squadron commander in World War I, and was promoted to brigadier general.

After the war and command of No. 1 Group in southern England during 1922–1925, Dowding served in the Middle East. Promoted to vice air marshal in 1929 and air marshal in 1933, from 1930 to 1936 he was a member of the Air Council concerned with supply and research (including fighter aircraft design and planning for radar installations). Dowding became the first chief of the Fighter Command in July 1936 and worked from his Bentley Priory headquarters to integrate fighter pilots, radar, and ground control facilities. Scheduled for retirement in June 1939, Dowding stayed on when his designated successor was injured.

Air Chief Marshal Dowding’s fighter aircraft were heavily outnumbered by the German Luftwaffe when active fighting began in France and the Low Countries on May 10, 1940. Dowding stoutly resisted calls by the French and Prime Minister Winston Churchill to send additional fighter squadrons to support the doomed Allied effort to halt the German invasion, knowing that they would soon be needed for the defense of Britain itself. Thus, when the Battle of Britain (July 10–October 31, 1940) began in earnest, he was able to maintain the narrow margin of air superiority over the British Isles that prevented implementation of the planned German invasion, Operation SEA LION.

Dowding tried to overcome a growing conflict among his two most important commanders, Air Vice Marshal Keith Park with the 11th Fighter Command Group in the southwest of England and Air Vice Marshal Trafford Leigh-Mallory with the 12th Fighter Command Group in the Midlands. Leigh-Mallory fought for using “big wings” of fighters to overpower the Germans, while Park and Dowding insisted on smaller group formations and more flexible tactics. At the same time, Luftwaffe attacks on British airfields, radar, and manufacturing centers were taking a growing toll on the thinly spread defense forces. Dowding was fortunate when Adolf Hitler turned the Luftwaffe against London (and thus away from the Royal Air Force ground facilities) in reprisal for a Royal Air Force bombing raid on Berlin. By the end of October, the battle was largely over.

Now well past normal retirement age, in November 1940 Dowding was relieved of command (in poorly handled fashion, at which he felt understandably aggrieved), replaced by Air Marshal Sholto Douglas. Dowding retired in 1942 and was made a baron the next year. He died at Tunbridge Wells, England, on February 15, 1970.

A blunt and outspoken commander who handled the scant resources available to him with admirable skill, Dowding is correctly regarded as the hero of the Battle of Britain, one of the most decisive battles in the history of the world.

Christopher H. Sterling
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Drake, Sir Francis (1544?–1596)

English freebooter, explorer, and vice admiral. Born in Tavistock, Devon, probably in February or March 1544 although even the year is in doubt, Francis Drake was the eldest of 12 sons in a staunchly Puritan family. He had only a rudimentary education. Owing to religious persecution, his family fled from Devonshire into Kent. There Drake was apprenticed to the master of a bark engaged in the coasting trade who, being unmarried and childless at his death, bequeathed Drake the ship.

The experience stood Drake in good stead when in 1567 he made his first voyage to the New World, sailing with his second cousin, Sir John Hawkins of Portsmouth, in ships owned by that family. In 1568, trapped by the Spaniards in the Mexican port of San Juan de Ulúa, Drake managed to escape along with Hawkins. Drake then undertook two voyages to the West Indies, in 1570 and 1571, both of which apparently enjoyed little success.

In 1572 Drake embarked on his first major independent enterprise, an attack on the Isthmus of Panama, where gold and silver from Peru were landed on the west coast and then sent overland by pack train to the Caribbean, there to be shipped from Nombre de Dios in galleons to Spain. Drake departed Plymouth in May 1572 with 73 men in two small ships to capture Nombre de Dios. His first raid in July 1572 was a success, but he was obliged to abandon the treasure. Drake then raided Spanish shipping. In 1573 he joined French freebooter Guillaume Le Testu in an attack on a rich overland mule train, taking some 20 tons of silver and gold before being forced to bury much of it. Recovering some of that treasure, Drake returned to Plymouth in August 1573.
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English politician, privateersman and explorer Sir Francis Drake circumnavigated the globe during 1577–1580. He then took a leading role in English naval operations against Spain. (Library of Congress)



In December 1577 Drake, sailing for Queen Elizabeth I in five ships with 164 men, began an expedition designed to raid the Pacific coast of Spanish America that became an epic circumnavigation of the globe. Drake captured and plundered considerable Spanish shipping, the greatest of his captures being the treasure ship Nuestra Señora de la Concepción (which came to be known as the Cacafuego), carrying 80 pounds of gold and 26 tons of silver as well as jewels, all worth as much as 1 million pesos. Drake returned to England in September 1580 with 59 men in his flagship Pelican, better known as the Golden Hind, a ship only 70 feet in length. The queen’s half share of the cargo surpassed the entire Crown income for the year. The immense treasure led to Drake’s knighting aboard the Golden Hind in April 1581. By thus recognizing Drake, Elizabeth gave public approval to what was in effect state-sponsored piracy.

By 1585, England and Spain were waging undeclared war. In that year, Drake led 22 ships to attack and devastate Spanish possessions in the West Indies and America, including Santo Domingo, Hispaniola; Cartagena, Colombia; and St. Augustine, Florida.

With Spain now assembling a fleet to sail to the Spanish Netherlands and there pick up a Spanish army under Alessandro Farnese, Duke of Parma, for an invasion of England, in March 1587 Elizabeth commissioned Drake to lead a preemptive strike. During April–June 1587 Drake led 23 English ships against the principal Spanish assembly point, the port of Cádiz. There the English destroyed 33 Spanish ships of all types along with a sizable number of seasoned wooden staves, necessary for the construction of barrels for the storage of food and water. Drake also attacked Spanish shipping at sea and in Lisbon Harbor, capturing the large Spanish treasure galleon San Felipee with a treasure estimated at 100,000 English pounds before returning to England.

In the run-up to the sailing of the Spanish Armada, Drake urged an offensive attack policy but was overruled. When the Spanish did set sail, Drake served as vice admiral and second-in-command of the English fleet under Lord Howard of Effingham that successfully engaged the Spanish ships in the English Channel in July 1588. Drake organized the fireship attack on the Spanish ships in the port of Calais on the night of July 28 and took part in the Battle of Gravelines (July 29) off the Flanders coast.

In April 1589, Drake and Sir John Norris led a 23,000-man English expeditionary force that included 19,000 troops against Spain and Portugal. Known as the English Armada, its mission was to destroy Spanish shipping, harry the northern Spanish coast, and place the pretender to the Portugese Crown, Dom António, prior of Crato, on that throne. The English attacked Corunna and burned much of that town before beating back some 8,000 troops sent against them. An assault on Burgos was a failure, as was a subsequent descent on Lisbon. The expedition accomplished little and suffered considerable loss itself.

Drake’s last voyage of 1595–1596 met improved Spanish defenses and tactics. Now sailing with Hawkins, Drake failed to capture San Juan de Puerto Rico and was unsuccessful against Panama. Dysentery ravaged his crews, and Drake himself contracted it and died at sea on January 27, 1596. He was buried in Nombre de Dios Bay, Panama.

In an age of great sea captains, Drake stands out for his undoubted seamanship and his aggressiveness and audacity. His accomplishments helped cement the notion of English prowess at sea.

Spencer C. Tucker
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Dumouriez, Charles-François du Perier (1739–1823)

French general. Born into an aristocratic military family in Cambrai on January 25, 1739, Charles-François du Perier Dumouriez first saw military action in Germany in 1757 during the Seven Years’ War (1756–1763), when he was also wounded and received a commission in the cavalry. At heart an adventurer, in 1762 Dumouriez left the army to carry out secret diplomatic assignments for French king Louis XV in Corsica, Portugal, and Spain. In 1770 as a colonel, Dumouriez was dispatched on a secret effort to assist the Poles against the Russians. In 1772 he went on a mission to Hamburg. Dumouriez then spent some time imprisoned in the Bastille in Paris for plotting against Duc d’Augillion.

Dumouriez soon returned to military service. Among his duties was the study of new Prussian tactics. He also advanced his specialist knowledge through his friendship with French military theorist Jacques-Antoine Guibert. When the French Revolution began in 1789, Dumouriez was commandant of the Cherbourg garrison.

Immediately drawn into revolutionary politics, Dumouriez saw the revolution as an opportunity to advance his own career. In 1790 French general Marquis de Lafayette sent Dumouriez, promoted to major general, to the Austrian Netherlands to advise rebels fighting against Austrian rule there. Thereafter this region became foremost in Dumouriez’s strategic thinking. For seven months in 1791, Dumouriez commanded the 12th Military District. He returned to Paris a strong advocate of the war policy advanced by the Girondin ministry and was made minister of foreign affairs on March 15, 1792. Dumouriez pushed his plan to annex the Austrian Netherlands at the beginning of war with Austria and Prussia in April 1792. When the undisciplined French troops were sent reeling back into France, Dumouriez lost his post in June.

Now a lieutenant general, Dumouriez was assigned to the Army of the North. When Lafayette, its commander, failed in an attempted coup and surrendered to the Austrians, Dumouriez assumed command of the Army of the North on August 16, 1792. Ordered to send part of his force south to deal with the advance of Prussian forces under the Duke of Brunswick. Dumouriez skillfully delayed the Prussian advance. His front turned, he joined his army to the Army of the Center under General François-Christophe Kellermann and acted in reserve during the defeat of the Prussians in the Battle of Valmy (September 20) that halted the Prussian drive on Paris and perhaps saved the revolution.

Dumouriez then went to Paris, where he urged a great offensive against the Austrian Netherlands. Securing approval, he defeated the Austrians in the great Battle of Jenappes (November 6, 1792) near Mons. The French treated the area as conquered territory, offending the inhabitants by their actions. The invasion also brought English and Dutch hostility. The government ordered Dumouriez to invade the Dutch Netherlands, but an Austrian counterattack forced him to abandon the effort and meet the Austrians, who defeated him at Neerwinden (March 18, 1793). Dumouriez then opened negotiations with the Austrians and concluded an agreement whereby the Austrians allowed the French to withdraw with Dumouriez to march on Paris, overthrow the National Convention, and restore the monarchy (Dumouriez seeing himself as regent to the young Louis XVII).

When the Paris government sent deputies to investigate, Dumouriez arrested them. Unable to convince his men to follow him in the march on Paris, Dumouriez defected to the Austrians on April 5. His treason led to a wide purge of French generals, a number of whom were executed.

Dumouriez settled in England, where he became a salaried adviser to the British government on the overthrow of Napoleon Bonaparte. Dumouriez hoped for but did not receive reward from the restored French king Louis XVIII after 1815, who refused him reentry to France. Dumouriez lived out the rest of his life in England, dying at Turville Park, Buckinghamshire, on March 14, 1823.

A competent general, Dumouriez put his personal interests ahead of those of his nation, but French political leader Louis Adolphe Thiers wrote of him that “If he abandoned us, he had also saved us.”

Spencer C. Tucker
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Edward I, King of England (1239–1307)

King of England also known as Longshanks, the Lawgiver, and Hammer of the Scots. Born in the Palace of Westminster in London on June 17, 1239, Edward was the eldest son of King Henry III and Eleanor of Provence. In 1254 Edward traveled to Castille to marry Eleanor, half sister of King Alfonso X.

Edward returned to encounter unrest in his Welsh lands but was unsuccessful in putting down the revolt there because of a lack of support from Henry III and the border nobility in 1255. Edward quarreled with his father, who sent him to Gascony during 1260–1263. During the Barons’ War of 1263–1265, Edward’s ill-advised pursuit of the withdrawing enemy in the Battle of Lewes (May 14, 1264) led to his own capture and that of Henry III. Edward then escaped and assumed leadership of the royalist forces.

Edward now began a brilliant campaign, defeating forces under his uncle, Simon de Montfort, Earl of Leicester (whom he had initially supported), in battle at Newport (July 8, 1264), and then those of Montfort’s son, Simon the Younger, at Kenilworth (August 1). Edward then marched back and, despite the exhaustion of his men, defeated Montfort again at Evesham (August 4), rescuing Henry III.

During 1270–1272 Edward fought in the Eighth Crusade in Palestine but gained little advantage except renown. He was in Sicily when he learned of the death of his father on November 16, 1272. Edward was formally crowned king of England as Edward I on August 19, 1274. Much of his early reign was spent on matters of administrative and legal reform. Edward crushed revolts by the Welsh during 1276–1277, 1282–1283, and 1294–1295 and banished from the kingdom 16,000 Jews on charges of usury in 1290.

During 1286–1289 Edward was in Gascony, reforming it administratively; later he fought France over Gascony during 1297–1299. Meanwhile, he had become involved in affairs in Scotland, where the throne had fallen vacant. Asked to arbitrate among the claimants, he demanded that the Scottish nobles submit to his suzerainty, which they did in 1292. He then chose John de Baliol as king in 1292, but when the nobles forced Baliol into alliance with France, Edward invaded and conquered Scotland in 1296. Following a brief campaign in France in 1297, he defeated a revolt in Scotland led by William Wallace, winning the Battle of Falkirk (July 22, 1298). Although Edward continued to campaign there during 1298–1303, he never completely subdued Scotland. Revolt broke out anew in Scotland under Robert Bruce in 1306, and Edward raised an army to return there. Edward died en route at Burgh-upon-the-Sands, near Carlisle, Cumberland, England, on July 7, 1307.

Certainly one of England’s greatest kings, Edward was a highly effective lawmaker and a wise and just ruler who picked capable officials to advise him. A brilliant tactician and strategist, he was also one of the greatest generals in British history.

Spencer C. Tucker
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Edward III, King of England (1312–1377)

King of England. Born on November 13, 1312, at Windsor Castle, Berkshire, England, Edward was the son of Kind Edward II and Queen Isabella, daughter of the king of France. In 1327 Isabella and her lover, Roger de Mortimer, led a revolt against Edward II that brought his deposition on January 25 and murder on September 21. Edward became king as Edward III at age 14 on the deposition of his father, although there was at first a regency under Isabella and Mortimer.

Edward III immediately initiated a campaign against the Scots in 1327, but defeat there resulted in the Treaty of Northampton in 1328 and recognition of the independence of Scotland. In 1328 Edward married Philippa of Hainault. He assumed personal rule in 1330 and had Mortimer executed and his mother banished to a manor. Edward then led an expedition into Scotland, defeating the Scots in the Battle of Duppin Moor (August 11, 1332) and the Battle of Halidon Hill (July 19, 1333).

Edward’s claim in 1337 to the French throne led to the Hundred Years’ War (1337–1453). In 1340 Edward assumed the title of king of France, led a British fleet across the English Channel, and destroyed a French fleet at anchor in the Battle of Sluys (June 24, 1340). He then campaigned indecisively in Brittany in 1342. Edward returned to France with a new army in 1346, landing near Cherbourg. Pursued by a superior French force, he turned and stood at Crécy (August 26, 1346), decisively defeating the advancing French. Edward then besieged and took Calais during August 1346–August 1347.

In the important Battle of Poitiers (September 19, 1356), Edward’s son, Edward the Black Prince, captured King Jean II of France. Although England established its supremacy at sea over both the French and the Spanish, the Black Death (bubonic plague) helped bring subsequent defeats on land, and following the Reims expedition during 1358–1360 that saw his forces reach the walls of Paris, Edward relinquished his claims to the French throne. The renewal of his claim in 1368 led to resumption of the fighting in which all his gains in France were lost. His last years saw an increase in the authority of his third son, John of Gaunt (Edward the Black Prince died in 1376), and of Parliament. Edward died at Sheen in Surrey, England, on June 21, 1377.

A ruler of great energy and ability, Edward III nonetheless lacked the strategic insight of his grandfather, Edward I.
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Edward of Woodstock (1330–1376)

Prince of Wales. Born at Woodstock Palace in Oxfordshire, England, on June 15, 1330, Edward was the eldest son of King Edward III and Philippa of Hainault. Edward was created the earl of Chester in 1333, the duke of Cornwall in 1337, and the prince of Wales in 1343.

Edward served under his father in the Hundred Years’ War (1337–1453) in northern France during 1346–1347 and distinguished himself in the brilliant English victory at Crécy (August 26, 1346), for which the king knighted him on the field. Edward took part with his father in the Battle of Winchelsea (Les Espagnols sur Mer, August 29, 1350), when both his ship and that of his father were sunk. Sent by his father to France with an independent command in 1355, Edward won the Battle of Poitiers (September 19, 1356) against heavy odds, capturing French king John II and bringing him back to England. Having secured Pope Innocent VI’s permission to marry a blood relative, Edward wed his cousin Joan, the widowed Countess of Kent (“The Fair Maid of Kent”) in 1361.

During 1363–1371 Edward was in France, ruling the English territory of Aquitaine for his father. Edward and Joan established a brilliant court at Bordeaux. Edward was widely disliked by the people of Aquitaine for his oppressive taxes, however. Pedro, the ruler of Castilla (Castile), who found refuge at Bordeaux, offered Edward the lordship of Biscay in 1367 if he would help him recover his throne. Edward triumphed in the Battle of Nájera (April 3, 1367), also known as the Battle of Navarrete, defeating French and Spanish forces led by Bertrand du Guesclin. During his absence in Spain, the people of Aquitaine rebelled against him, and Edward ruthlessly put down the revolt, sacking Limoges in October 1370. In poor health, he returned to England in 1371 and resigned his principality in October 1372.

Edward died at Westminster on June 8, 1376, one year before his father, and so was never king himself. Edward was, however, the father of King Richard II. There is no evidence of Edward having been known as the “Black Prince” during his lifetime; that appellation came from his reported use of black armor in the Battles of Crécy and Poitiers.

An exceptionally able military leader, Edward was known for his skillful employment of infantry entrenchments, dismounted men at arms, longbowmen, and flanking attacks. He was, however, a poor administrator. Contemptuous of the common people, he destroyed much of France in his campaigns, laying waste to towns and fields. Although typical of much of the behavior of English knights in France, the massacres committed under his command at Caen and Limoges reflect poorly on him.
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Egmont, Lamoral Graaf von (1522–1568)

Flemish general, statesman, and Dutch nationalist hero whose execution helped spark the national uprising in the Netherlands against Spanish rule. Lamoral Egmont was born on November 18, 1522, into one of the wealthiest and most powerful families in the Low Countries at the family estate of La Hamaide near Ellezelles in Hainaut. He was the second son of Graaf (Count) John IV of Egmont, who ruled the Duchy of Guelders until 1538. Educated for the military in Spain, Lamoral Egmont succeeded to his father’s countship in 1542. In 1544 Egmont married the Countess Palatine Sabine of Simmern, whose brother became Elector Palatine Frederick III. A close confidant of Holy Roman emperor Charles V, Egmont was regularly entrusted with diplomatic assignments. In 1554 he helped negotiate the marriage of King Philip II of Spain to Queen Mary of England.

Egmont played a major role while leading a light cavalry force in the Spanish victory over the French in the Battle of Saint-Quentin (August 10, 1557). In the Battle of Gravelines (July 13, 1558) near Calais, Egmont with some 12,000 Spanish and imperial troops encountered a French and German mercenary force of some 10,500 men under Marshal Paul des Thermes and, aided by English ships offshore, soundly defeated them. Half the French force were killed, and most of the remainder, including Thermes, were taken prisoner.

A popular and powerful figure in the Netherlands, Egmont in 1559, in recognition of his accomplishments, was made stadtholder of Flanders and Artois and became a member of the Council of Regency under the regent, Margaret of Austria. King Phillip II of Spain, however, was determined to end all special fiscal and political privileges in the Netherlands. Toward this end, he introduced Spanish taxes and sought to crush all heresy. Egmont joined with William of Orange (William the Silent) and Count Phillip de Montmorency of Horn in protesting the introduction in the Netherlands by Cardinal Antoine Perrenot Granvelle, bishop of Arras, of the inquisition, a major part of King Philip II’s effort to bring the Netherlands completely under Spanish control. The unpopular Granvelle departed in 1564, and Egmont traveled to Madrid to meet with Philip II in January 1565 and request a change in his policy toward the Netherlands. Egmont’s mission met rebuff, however. The moderates were removed from the Council of Regency, and Egmont retired to his estates.

Opposition to Spanish rule in the Netherlands continued to increase, but in 1566 Egmont, who was a staunch Catholic, repressed iconoclastic riots in Flanders and remained loyal to Philip II. After Philip II dispatched an army under Fernando Álvarez de Toledo y Pimentel, the third duke of Alba, to the Netherlands, William of Orange fled Brussels, but Egmont and Horn failed to heed William’s warning and chose to remain. Although Egmont had sworn an oath of loyalty in the spring of 1567, almost immediately upon his arrival at Brussels, on September 9, 1567, Alba ordered Egmont and Horn arrested on charges of treason. They were imprisoned at Ghent but were moved to Brussels after Louis of Nassau invaded the northern Netherlands in the spring of 1568. Pleas to Philip II from many of Europe’s reigning sovereigns, including Holy Roman emperor Maximilian II, for amnesty for the imprisoned nobles met rebuff. The infamous Council of Troubles (better known as the Council of Blood) condemned Egmont and Horn to death, and they were executed with other Netherlands nobles in the Great Square in Brussels the next day, June 5, 1568. Their deaths led to public protests throughout the Netherlands and significantly contributed to Dutch opposition to Spanish rule. The Revolt of the Netherlands (1568–1648), also known as the Eighty Years’ War, is usually dated from this event.

A talented military commander, as stadtholder Egmont was a political moderate. Had he lived, he would no doubt have been drawn into the military struggle against Spain.
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Eichelberger, Robert Lawrence (1886–1961)

U.S. Army general. Born on March 9, 1886, in Urbana, Ohio, Robert Lawrence Eichelberger attended the Ohio State University for two years before entering the U.S. Military Academy, West Point, from which he graduated in 1909. Commissioned a lieutenant, he served in a variety of assignments before becoming assistant chief of staff of the Siberian Expeditionary Force during 1918–1919, where he was promoted to temporary lieutenant colonel.

Eichelberger served in the Philippines and in China and then on the War Department General Staff during 1921–1924. He graduated from the Command and General Staff School in 1926 and from the Army War College in 1930. Eichelberger then served at West Point during 1931–1935, where he was again promoted to lieutenant colonel in 1934. He next served as secretary of the General Staff (1935–1938). In 1938 he was promoted to colonel and assumed command of the 30th Infantry Regiment. Promoted to brigadier general, he was appointed superintendent of West Point in 1940.

In March 1942, Eichelberger was appointed temporary major general and took command of the 77th Infantry Division. He then commanded first XI Corps and then I Corps in Australia. Eichelberger led I Corps in New Guinea in September 1942. Advanced to temporary lieutenant general the next month, he commanded the costly attack to take the port of Buna in November 1942–January 1943 and then operations in New Guinea and New Britain during January 1943–July 1944.

Eichelberger assumed command of the Eighth Army in September 1944 and led it to Leyte Island in the Philippines that December. He directed operations on Luzon during January–April 1945, including the liberation of Manila, and his forces also liberated the southern Philippine Islands, including Mindanao. Entrusted with command of all Philippine operations in July 1945, his Eighth Army carried out 14 major and 24 smaller landings.

During 1945–1948, Eichelberger commanded the Eighth Army in Japan. He returned to the United States in September 1948 and retired from the army. In 1950 he published a book, Our Jungle Road to Tokyo. During the Korean War, he was briefly special adviser in the Far East. In July 1954 he was promoted to full general on the retired list. Eichelberger died in Asheville, North Carolina, on September 26, 1961.

A commander who led from the front and was always concerned for the welfare of his men, Eichelberger was certainly one of the top generals in the Pacific theater during World War II.
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Eisenhower, Dwight David (1890–1969)

U.S. Army general. Born in Denison, Texas, on October 14, 1890, Dwight David “Ike” Eisenhower grew up in Abilene, Kansas. Graduating from the U.S. Military Academy, West Point, in 1915, Eisenhower was commissioned a second lieutenant of infantry and was posted to Fort Sam Houston, Texas.

Eisenhower commanded the fledgling tank corps training center at Camp Colt outside Gettysburg, Pennsylvania, during World War I. Promoted to major in 1920, he served in Panama during 1920–1922. Eisenhower graduated from the Command and General Staff School, Fort Leavenworth, Kansas, in 1926 and from the Army War College in 1928. He served under General Douglas MacArthur in the Office of the Chief of Staff during 1933–1935 and in the Philippines during 1935–1939.

Eisenhower then served successively as chief of staff of the 3rd Infantry Division, IX Corps, and the Third Army, where he was promoted to temporary brigadier general in October 1941 and gained U.S. Army chief of staff General George C. Marshall’s attention for his contributions in the Texas-Louisiana war maneuvers of 1941.

Summoned to the War Department in the aftermath of the Japanese attack on Pearl Harbor, Eisenhower headed the War Plans Division and then the Operations Division of the General Staff before being promoted to major general in April 1942. Marshall then appointed Eisenhower commanding general, European theater of operations, in June. Promotion to lieutenant general followed in July.

Eisenhower commanded Allied forces in Operation TORCH, the invasion of Northwest Africa in November 1942, and in Operation HUSKY, the invasion of Sicily in July 1943. In the interim, Eisenhower was promoted to full general in February 1943. In September 1943 he commanded the Allied invasion of Italy. Eisenhower’s generalship during this phase of the war has long been subject to controversy, but his adept management of diverse personalities and his emphasis on Allied harmony led to his appointment as supreme commander, Allied Expeditionary Force for the invasion of Northwest Europe.

As commander of Operation OVERLORD, the invasion of Normandy on June 6, 1944, Eisenhower headed the largest Allied force in history. Following the expansion of the lodgment area, he took direct command of the land battle on September 1, 1944. As the Allied forces advanced along a broad front east toward the German border, Eisenhower frequently encountered opposition from senior Allied generals over command arrangements and logistical support. Eisenhower displayed brilliance as a coalition commander, but his operational decisions remained controversial. His support of British field marshal Bernard L. Montgomery’s abortive Operation MARKET-GARDEN is evidence of Eisenhower’s unflinching emphasis of Allied harmony in the campaign of Northwest Europe. In mid-December 1944, Eisenhower was promoted to general of the army as his forces stood poised to strike into the heartland of Germany.

When Adolf Hitler launched the Ardennes counteroffensive (December 16, 1944–January 16, 1945), it was Eisenhower, among senior Allied commanders, who first recognized the scope and intensity of the German attack. Marshaling forces to stem the German advance, Eisenhower defeated Hitler’s last major offensive on the Western Front. By March 1945, Eisenhower’s armies crossed the Rhine River and encircled the Ruhr industrial area of Germany. As Soviet armies stood on the outskirts of Berlin, Eisenhower decided to seek the destruction of Germany’s armed forces throughout southern Germany and not to launch a direct attack toward the German capital. On May 7, 1945, the mission of the Allied Expeditionary Force was accomplished, and Eisenhower accepted the unconditional surrender of Germany’s armed forces.
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U.S. Army general of the army Dwight D. Eisenhower commanded Allied forces in the invasion of western Europe in World War II. As president of the United States from 1953 to 1961, he expanded U.S. commitments overseas and placed greater reliance on nuclear weapons at the expense of conventional forces. (Library of Congress)



Following the war, Eisenhower succeeded General Marshall as army chief of staff during November 1945–February 1948, after which Eisenhower retired from the military to become president of Columbia University before being recalled to active field duty to become supreme Allied commander, Europe, in the newly formed North Atlantic Treaty Organization (NATO) in December 1950. In the summer of 1952 Eisenhower resigned from active military service and accepted the Republican Party nomination for president and was elected by wide majorities in 1952 and again in 1956. As president, Eisenhower stressed nuclear over conventional forces, expanded U.S. military commitments overseas, and warned of the dangers of a military-industrial complex. He left office as one of the nation’s most popular chief executives, his two administrations marked by unheralded peace and prosperity. Eisenhower retired to his farm in Gettysburg, Pennsylvania. He died in Washington, D.C., on March 28, 1969.

Eisenhower’s even temperament and humility helped make him the ideal Allied commander. His broad-front strategy, while it has been criticized for having prolonged the war, minimized tensions among the often fractious Allied commanders.
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Ellis, Earl Hancock (1880–1923)

U.S. Marine Corps officer who laid the foundations for modern amphibious doctrine. Earl Hancock “Pete” Ellis was born in Iuka, Kansas, on December 19, 1880. He enlisted in the Marine Corps as a private in 1900 and in December 1901 was commissioned a second lieutenant. Ellis served at the naval base at Cavite on Luzon during the Philippine-American War (1899–1902) and later saw service in the West Indies and in Guam before serving as aide to U.S. Marine Corps major general Commandant George Barnett.

Ellis was promoted to first lieutenant in 1903 and to captain in 1908. During 1911–1913 he was first a student and then a faculty member at the Naval War College. Ellis became closely associated with then-Colonel John A. Lejeune in the Philippines in 1908. Promoted to major in 1916, during World War I Ellis served as a principal staff officer to Brigadier General and then Major General Lejeune when the latter commanded first the 4th Marine Brigade and then the 2nd Division in France. Ellis took part with American Expeditionary Forces in the Saint-Mihiel and Meuse-Argonne Offensives in late 1918. Then a lieutenant colonel, Ellis was awarded the French Croix de Guerre with gold star for exemplary actions in fighting near Mont Blanc.

Following World War I, Ellis reverted to his permanent rank of major. He served in the Dominican Republic during 1920 and was awarded the Navy Cross for distinguished service with the 4th Marine Brigade.

In the 1920s many influential figures, especially army leaders, thought that the U.S. Marine Corps was superfluous and wanted it disbanded. But with many believing that Japan and the United States were on a collision course and that defense of the Philippines and war with Japan would necessitate amphibious operations, U.S. Marine Corps commandant Major General Lejeune saw the future of the corps in such operations and entrusted Ellis with translating concepts into concrete plans. The single-minded Ellis, whose entire life revolved around the U.S. Marine Corps, immediately plunged into the task, often working with little or no sleep and until physically and mentally exhausted. His work habits and alcoholism put him in the hospital with mental breakdowns on more than one occasion.

Because the largest amphibious operation of World War I, the Allied invasion of the Gallipoli Peninsula in Turkey in 1915, had been a failure, many observers concluded that assaults of fortified positions from the sea were over. Ellis disagreed, stressing that the key to winning a Pacific war would be base seizure and defense. War with Japan meant that the marines would have to fight their way back across the Pacific, retaking outpost bases.

By 1921 Ellis had outlined the problems of conducting assaults in the Marshall and Caroline Islands, but he was also confident that with proper training the U.S. Marine Corps could storm defended beachheads. Opposed landings could succeed if ship-to-shore movement by assault craft was rapid and was supported by concentrated naval gunfire and airpower. Securing the beach would be the key. Ellis recommended special teams to remove underwater obstacles before the landing. Assault troops would require high-firepower weapons and also new landing craft or amphibious vehicles armed with machine guns and light artillery. Close-in naval gunfire could help neutralize enemy shore positions. Ellis disagreed with those who advocated night assaults to minimize casualties. He believed that attacks would have to occur in the daytime to minimize confusion.

To be successful, assaults would require careful planning, preparation, and coordination. All of this was summed up in Ellis’s “Operations Plan 712-H: Advanced Base Operations in Micronesia” in 1921. The plan essentially laid the foundations for U.S. Marine Corps amphibious warfare.

Ellis submitted an undated resignation to the U.S. Marine Corps and embarked on a secret mapmaking and intelligence-gathering mission to Papua New Guinea. While in Papua, he married a Papuan woman. The Japanese subsequently announced that he had died on the Micronesian island of Korror on May 12, 1923. The mysterious circumstances of his death have led some to speculate that he was assassinated on the orders of Japanese officials, but most probably the cause was alcohol-related and may have been cirrhosis of the liver. The Japanese confiscated his maps and papers.

Ellis had provided the doctrine. All that was now required was the will to implement it, proper training, and new specialized landing craft.
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Epaminondas (ca. 418–362 BCE)

Thebean general. Born in Thebes about 418 BCE, as a youth Epaminondas (Epameinondas) studied with Pythagorean philosopher Lysis of Tarentum. Epaminondas was said to be honest, of great character, and an eloquent speaker. In 385 he fought with the Spartans in the Battle of Mantinea, saving the life of Pelopidas. In 372 Epaminondas represented Thebes at a congress in Sparta but refused to surrender Boeotian cities controlled by Thebes, preventing a general peace settlement. In July 371 Epaminondas commanded Boeotian forces against those of the Peloponnesus in the Battle of Leuctra, winning a brilliant victory through the use of innovative tactics. This battle reestablished the predominance of Thebes as a land power among the Greek city-states.

In 370 Epaminondas led a large army into Laconia, freeing the Messenians from Spartan dominance. In 369 he forced the defenses of the Isthmus and secured Sicyon for Thebes. About this time he was apparently tried on some charge relating to his command, probably for exceeding his term or for laxity, but was acquitted.

In 368 Epaminondas served as a common soldier in Thessaly. Reinstated to his command at Thebes, he returned to Thessaly with an army and liberated Pelopidas from the tyrant Alexander of Pharae. In 366 Epaminondas again invaded the Peloponnesus and won over the Achaeans to alliance with Thebes. In 362 he defeated forces of the Spartan League and nearly captured the cities of Sparta and Mantinea. Epaminondas was killed in fighting near Mantinea, transforming what could have been a great victory into a draw.

Epaminondas was a brilliant strategist and tactician, and his innovative tactics had great influence on Greek warfare. His major achievement was the final overthrow of Sparta’s military hold on the Peloponnesus.
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Eugène, Prince of Savoy-Carignan (1663–1736)

General in the service of Austria. Born in Paris, France, on October 18, 1663, Prince Eugène of Savoy-Carignan’s request to join the French Army was denied by King Louis XIV because his mother had been banished from France. Eugène himself fled France and joined the military service of Holy Roman emperor Leopold I and immediately distinguished himself in the relief of the Ottoman Siege of Vienna (September 12, 1683). Rising rapidly in both rank and responsibility, Eugène received command of a dragoon regiment in December 1683 and further distinguished himself in the conquest of Hungary during 1684–1688, becoming a major general in 1685.

A lifelong enemy of the Ottoman Turks and of the expansionary policies of French king Louis XIV, in June 1690 Eugène persuaded his relative Victor Amadeus II of Savoy to join the coalition of forces against France during the War of the League of Augsburg (1689–1697). Eugène’s capture of Gap and Embrun during the invasion of Dauphiné in 1692 led to his promotion to field marshal in 1693.

In 1694, Eugène received command in Italy. Appointed commander in Hungary in 1697, he won an important victory over the Turks in the Battle of Zenta (September 11) in Hungary and then captured Sarajevo (October), leading to the Peace of Karlowitz on January 26, 1699, in which the Turks relinquished territory in Hungary and Transylvania.

Leopold named Eugène supreme commander of the imperial forces in November 1700. Eugène then made important contributions to the allied cause in the War of the Spanish Succession (1701–1714). He saw extensive service in northern Italy, winning a victory over the French at Carpi (July 9, 1701). He was president of the Imperial War Council during 1703–1736, instituting important reforms during the early years.

Eugène formed an extraordinarily close relationship with John Churchill, Duke of Marlborough, fighting with him in the important allied victory of Blenheim (August 13, 1704). Eugène then campaigned against the French in Italy and was victorious at Cassano d’Adda (August 16, 1705). The next year he took Parma (August 15, 1706) and, joining with Victor Amadeus and the Piedmontese, defeated the French in an important battle at Turin (September 7), driving the French from northern Italy. In the summer of 1707 Eugène invaded southern France, only to be frustrated by the caution of Victor Amadeus.

Eugène rejoined Marlborough to defeat the French in the Battle of Oudenarde (July 11, 1708) and carry out the successful sieges of Lille, Tournai, and Mons in 1709. Eugène took a leading role in the allied victory in the Battle of Malplaquet (September 11, 1709), the bloodiest engagement of the 18th century. He then campaigned with Marlborough in Flanders during 1709–1710. Eugène returned from Vienna, where he went to ensure the election of Charles VI as Holy Roman emperor on the death of Joseph I, just after the allied defeat in the Battle of Denain in the Spanish Netherlands (July 24, 1712). Eugène continued the war against France past the Treaty of Utrecht of April 11, 1713. Urging Charles to make peace, Eugène concluded the Treaty of Rastatt (Rastadt) with Claude-Louis-Hector, Duc de Villars, on March 7, 1714.

Eugène then assumed command in Hungary in the spring of 1716 and resumed campaigning against the Turks. He won decisive victories at Peterwardein on the Danube (August 5, 1716) and at Temesvar (September 1–October 14, 1716). Eugène besieged Belgrade (June 1717) and defeated the Turkish relief force there on August 16, causing Belgrade to surrender two days later. These victories freed Hungary from Turkish rule, with Hungary’s boundaries set in the Peace of Passarowitz of July 21, 1718.

Eugène was governor of the Austrian Netherlands, the former Spanish Netherlands, during 1716–1724, where he urged a moderate, pragmatic approach. His final military activity was the defense of southern Germany during the War of the Polish Succession (1733–1735). Eugène died at Vienna the night of April 20–21, 1736.

Brave, charismatic, bold in action, and a gifted tactician, Eugène was singularly adept in the speed with which he moved his armies. Popular with his men, he excelled at coalition warfare and was one of the great military commanders of the age.
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Fabius Maximus Verrucosus, Quintus (ca. 266–203 BCE)

Roman general known as Fabius the Cunctator (the Delayer). Quintus Fabius Maximus Verrucosus was born into a prominent Roman family sometime around 266 BCE. He served in the highest Roman office, that of consul, on five occasions (233, 228, 215, 214, and 209). Fabius was dictator of Rome twice, in 221 and 217, and also pontifex maximus (supreme pontiff, the head of the Roman state religion) for 12 years.

Shortly after having been named consul in 233 BCE, Fabius scored a major victory over the Ligurians and was accorded a triumph for this. He is, however, best known for his role in campaigning against Hannibal Barca in the Second Punic War with Carthage during 218–201, a war that Fabius is said to have opposed. The most dreaded enemy ever to face Rome, Hannibal crossed the Alps and marched through the Po Valley and throughout southern Italy, destroying all Roman forces sent against him. Following Hannibal’s victories over two Roman armies in the Battle of Trebia (218) and the Battle of Lake Trasimene (217), Fabius was appointed dictator, with virtually absolute powers, for a six-month term.

Fabius chose to avoid a decisive battle in the plains in which Hannibal might utilize his superior cavalry. Rather, Fabius pursued a strategy of harassing his opponent, dogging Hannibal’s movements and attempting to combat him in the hills, where cavalry could not be employed to advantage, and wear him down in a war of attrition. Castigated in Rome for this approach, Fabius was accused of being a coward and came to be known derisively as the “Cunctator.” Finally in 216, the Romans replaced him with two consuls, Paullus and Varo, who were ordered to combine their forces and do battle with Hannibal; however, the consuls destroyed their legions in the great Battle of Cannae (August 2, 216).

Although much of Roman-controlled territory revolted following the disaster of Cannae, Rome fought on, reverting to Fabius’s strategy. Never again did Rome’s generals allow one of their armies to be drawn into open battle in Italy with Hannibal. Those forces that remained avoided confrontation whenever possible and reverted to a strategy of constantly harassing Hannibal’s supply lines to Carthage and making provisioning of his forces difficult.

In 209 BCE when he was consul for the last time, Fabius retook the city of Tarentum in southern Italy, which had revolted against Rome. He opposed Scipio’s plan to invade Africa. Fabius died in 203, possibly in Rome, before the end of the war.

Fabius was an extraordinarily capable strategist, and his plan of wearing down his opponent and not playing to his strength was the correct one. That plan is known as the Fabian strategy. As the poet Ennius put it, Fabius was “the one man who saved the state by delaying.”
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Falkenhayn, Erich Georg Anton Sebastian von (1861–1922)

German Army general, chief of the General Staff. Born at Burg Bechau, West Prussia, on November 11, 1861, Erich Georg Anton Sebastian von Falkenhayn had usual assignments for a rising General Staff corps officer except for a spell between 1896 and 1903 in Asia. While he was assigned as an instructor to the Chinese Army the Boxer Uprising began, and Falkenhayn became chief of staff of the expeditionary force put together by the Western governments and Japan to relieve their embassies in Peking (Beijing). This position brought Falkenhayn to the attention of Kaiser Wilhelm II, who made him a favorite.

Falkenhayn received promotion to Generalmajor (U.S. equiv. brigadier general) in April 1912 and then was appointed minister of war as a Generalleutnant (U.S. equiv. major general) in July 1913, in the process jumping over 30 more senior officers. Falkenhayn excelled at charming the Kaiser and politicians, which led to parliamentary support for army expansion in these years. When the attacking German armies retreated from the Marne in September 1914, the Kaiser appointed Falkenhayn to replace Generaloberst Helmut von Moltke the Younger as chief of the General Staff, but this was not divulged to the press until November 3 in order to avoid the impression that the Battle of the Marne had been a German defeat.

Attempting to outflank the Entente forces, Falkenhayn initiated the Race to the Sea. In the process he vainly threw Germany’s first wave of postwar recruits into the First Battle of Ypres (October 22–November 22). The staggering losses unnerved him; from then on, he tended to hesitate at crucial moments.

In January 1915 Falkenhayn was promoted to General der Infanterie (U.S. equiv. lieutenant general). With the Western Front in stalemate, Falkenhayn looked to the Eastern Front. In 1915 he pursued a policy of holding in the west and attacking in the east, but the enormous success of his armies there in the Gorlice-Tarnow Campaign redounded instead to the credit of his rivals, Generalfeldmarschall (field marshal) Paul von Hindenburg, commanding in the east, and Hindenburg’s quartermaster general (chief of staff), Generalleutnant Erich Ludendorff. Falkenhayn also believed that German gains in the east in 1915 had so weakened Russia that he could turn back to the west in 1916 for a final military decision.

To end the war in the west, Falkenhayn devised Operation GERICHT (JUDGEMENT), the Verdun Campaign. He believed that the French could not psychologically accept the loss of the fortress complex of Verdun and continue the war. Falkenhayn expected the French to defend it to the last and believed that German artillery would annihilate French reinforcements, bleeding France white. He also believed that the Germans would not even need to take the city. The effort began on February 21, 1916. Crown Prince Wilhelm and his chief of staff, Generalleutnant Constantine Schmidt von Knobelsdorf, either believed or wanted to believe that their mission was to take the city, and when the initial thrust failed, they persuaded the vacillating Falkenhayn to let them persist for five months in the face of fanatical French resistance. When Falkenhayn finally called GERICHT off in July owing to the start of the British Somme Offensive, the Kaiser replaced him with Hindenburg and Ludendorff, Falkenhayn’s most voluble critics.
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Lieutenant General Erich von Falkenhayn became chief of the German General Staff in September 1914, six weeks after World War I began. Falkenhayn favored concentration on the Western Front, but the outcome of the Battle of Verdun and Romania’s entry into the war led to his removal from that post on August 29, 1916. He then took a leading role in the defeat of Romania. (Library of Congress)



Dispatched to the Romanian front, Falkenhayn demonstrated considerable skill in the autumn of 1916 in command of the Ninth Army, driving the Romanians from Transylvania, swarming over the lower Carpathian Mountains, and forcing the shattered Romanian forces north into Russia. He then served in Turkey and Palestine but without any great distinction.

Following the war, Falkenhayn returned to Berlin to write his memoirs. He died there on April 8, 1922.

Falkenhayn was too junior and inexperienced to have been the chief of the General Staff, and at critical times he displayed a fatal hesitation to commit all his reserves. More senior German commanders never accepted him and often circumvented his orders.

Michael B. Barrett
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Farragut, David Glasgow (1801–1870)

U.S. admiral. Born at Campbell’s Station, Tennessee, on July 5, 1801, the son of a naval officer, James (later David) Glasgow Farragut moved to New Orleans with his family while he was an infant. There Commodore David Porter became his guardian, and when Farragut was 9 years old, Porter secured an appointment for him as a midshipman in the navy on December 17, 1810. Farragut served under Porter aboard the frigate Essex during the War of 1812 and at age 12 was a prize master. Captured in the sanguinary battle with HMS Phoebe and Cherub (March 28, 1814), Farragut was lauded by Porter for his conduct in the battle. Farragut in turn honored Porter by changing his first name from James to David.

Farragut’s naval assignments following the war included postings to the Mediterranean and service in the West Indies in 1822 as part of Porter’s squadron to eradicate piracy. Farragut won promotion to lieutenant on January 13, 1825; to commander on September 8, 1841; and to captain on September 14, 1855.

Farragut was a resident of Norfolk, Virginia, when that state voted to secede from the United States. A staunch Unionist, Farragut moved to the North, where his loyalty was at first suspect because of his Southern origins. He was placed in administrative duty, but in December 1861 Secretary of the Navy Gideon Welles appointed him to command the West Gulf Coast Blockading Squadron and ordered him to capture New Orleans. It took Farragut several months to put together a squadron, but the squadron ran past the forts at the mouth of the Mississippi River (April 24, 1862), swept aside a small Confederate squadron, and took New Orleans the next day. On July 16, 1862, Farragut was one of four officers promoted to the new rank of rear admiral, ranking first in seniority in the navy.

During the summer of 1862 Farragut operated on the Mississippi, but without adequate ground troops his attempts against Vicksburg failed. He then tightened the blockade on the Gulf of Mexico. Ordered to operate against Mobile, on August 5, 1864, he ran into Mobile Bay, defeating the Confederate squadron there, including the powerful Confederate ram Tennessee. This victory brought him promotion to vice admiral that December 31.


FARRAGUT




During the Battle of Mobile Bay as Union warships steamed in the channel past powerful Confederate Fort Morgan, the leading Union ship, the powerful monitor Tecumseh, hit a Confederate torpedo (mine) and quickly sank. The steam sloop Brooklyn, now leading, slowed, in effect blocking the channel. David Farragut, lashed in the mizzen shrouds of the steam sloop Hartford in order to better observe the battle, saw the Union ships behind him slow and bunch up. Union casualties mounted as the Fort Morgan gunners fired as fast as they could at the now-stationary Union ships. It appeared that the Confederates might now win the battle.

When Captain James Alden of the Brooklyn failed to advance despite three orders from Farragut to proceed, the admiral took action himself. He knew that if he could get a number of his ships into the bay, he could control it. With other Confederate mines a major possibility, Farragut chose to take that risk with his own ship and ordered his pilot, Martin Freeman, to pass to port of the Brooklyn and take the lead. Freemen asked about the torpedo threat, but Farragut told him to proceed.

Gathering speed, the Hartford passed to port of the Brooklyn. As the Hartford overtook the leading Union ship, Farragut shouted, “What’s the trouble?” “Torpedoes,” was the reply. “Damn the torpedoes,” Farragut said. He then ordered his ship to get up speed, and finally he called to the captain of the gunboat lashed to the side of the Hartford, “Go ahead, Jouett, full speed!” Farragut’s words passed into history in shortened form as “Damn the torpedoes; full speed ahead.”



Poor health prevented Farragut from taking part in the subsequent Fort Fisher campaign, but he recovered in time to participate in combat along the James River at the end of the war. On July 26, 1866, Farragut was promoted to full admiral. During 1867–1868 he commanded the European Squadron. Farragut died in New Hampshire on August 14, 1870, while visiting the Portsmouth Navy Yard.

Aggressive and resourceful, Farragut was a model commander and undoubtedly the preeminent U.S. Navy officer of the American Civil War.

Spencer C. Tucker
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Fayolle, Marie Émile (1852–1928)

French Army marshal. Born at Le Puy (Haute-Loire) on May 15, 1852, Marie Émile Fayolle graduated from the École Polytechnique in 1877 and was commissioned in the artillery. He participated in the pacification of Tunisia in 1881. Fayolle entered the École de Guerre in 1889 and graduated with distinction in 1891. He then served on the army staff and was promoted to major in 1894, when he returned to the École de Guerre as an instructor. Fayolle was chief professor of the artillery course there during 1897–1907, stressing the importance of concentration of fire in defensive operations. He then commanded first a regiment and later a brigade. Promoted to général de brigade on December 31, 1910, Fayolle retired from the army in May 1914.

Recalled to service on the French mobilization for World War I, Fayolle received command of a brigade and then of the 71st Infantry Division, which consisted largely of reservists and part of Général de Division Ferdinand Foch’s XX Corps. Fayolle took part in the fighting east of Nancy, notably the Battle of Grande Couronné (September 4–13), which helped make possible the French victory of the First Battle of the Marne (September 5–12, 1914). Fayolle’s division then participated in the Race to the Sea, ending up in defensive positions near Arras. Général de Division Henri Philippe Pétain then took command of the corps, and much of Fayolle’s subsequent service was as Pétain’s key subordinate. Fayolle and Pétain were in agreement on the futility of infantry assaults unaccompanied by adequate supporting artillery fire. Both foresaw the likelihood of a long war dominated by defensive operations and were critical of both Foch and French Army commander Général de Division Joseph Jacques Césaire Joffre for their offensive tactics.

Promoted to général de division (May 15, 1915), the next month Fayolle succeeded Pétain in command of XXXIII Corps during the costly Artois Offensive. In February 1916, Fayolle assumed command of the Sixth Army and was ordered to support British forces in the Somme Offensive (July 1–November 19, 1916). In the first days of the offensive, Fayolle’s army advanced beyond its objectives and took more than 4,000 Germans prisoner. On December 31, 1916, Fayolle assumed command of the First Army, holding this post until May 6, 1917, and reoccupying territory in northeastern France vacated by the Germans in Operation ALBRECHT to withdraw to the Siegfriedstellung (Hindenburg Line).

On May 4, 1917, following the debacle of the Nivelle Offensive and Pétain’s elevation to command of the French Army, Fayolle replaced him in command of the Center Army Group, holding the Champagne and Verdun portions of the Western Front. In November, Fayolle was ordered to Italy to command French and British forces sent there and formed into the Tenth Army that helped to secure the northern flank of the Piave Line following the Italian defeat in the Battle of Caporetto (October 24–November 9, 1917).

Returning to the Western Front in March 1918, Fayolle commanded the Reserve Army Group of 40 divisions south of the Somme. These divisions were at the critical point where the French and British armies met, and Fayolle succeeded in preventing the Germans from separating these two armies at Amiens. During the last phase of the war Fayolle ultimately commanded 55 divisions, half the French total, and came to embrace Foch’s counterattacks rather than the defensive tactics of his old friend Pétain. From July until November, Fayolle’s armies reduced the Marne salient and then drove toward the Rhine.

Following the armistice and until October 1919, Fayolle commanded at Mainz the French forces occupying the Rhineland. Public demands, stirred by the press, that his services be properly recognized led to Fayolle’s elevation as marshal of France on February 21, 1921. Fayolle then undertook diplomatic missions to both Canada and Italy. Technically he remained on active duty as a member of the Conseil supérieur de la guerre until his death in Paris on August 27, 1928. Fayolle’s diary during the war, published only in 1966, provides exceptional insight into French command decisions and the conduct of the war.

Highly effective at all levels of command, Fayolle was one of the most important French Army generals of World War I.

Philippe Haudrère and Spencer C. Tucker
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Feng Yuxiang (1882–1948)

Chinese warlord. Born in Qingxian (Ch’ing-hsien), Hebei (Hopeh) Province, on November 6, 1882, Feng Yuxiang (Feng Yü-hsiang) joined the army of Yuan Shikai (Yuan Shih-k’ai) in 1902. In 1914 Feng became commander of the 16th Mixed Brigade, an independent unit receiving orders directly from the Beijing (Peking) government. This arrangement enabled Feng to establish his regional power in Henan (Honan), Shaanxi (Shensi), Gansu (Kansu), and Shandong (Shantung) during the decade-long contest for power between Beijing and the Guomindang (GMD, Kouomintang, Nationalists) in the south and among the warlords following Yuan’s death in 1916.

Feng declared his allegiance to Jiang Jieshi (Chiang Kai-shek) and joined the GMD in September 1926. Feng’s forces were reorganized as the National Revolutionary Army’s Second Group Army, with himself as commander in chief. Feng and his army participated in the Northern Expedition to reunite China during 1926–1928.

In May 1929 Feng, upset over what he perceived as Jiang’s concentration of power in his own hands, declared his independence of the nationalist government. In February 1930 Feng and another warlord, Yan Xishan (Yen Hsi-shan), together known as the Northern Coalition, rebelled against Jiang, receiving support from the so-called Guangxi (Kwangsi) clique of Bai Chongxi (Pai Ch’ung-hsi) and Li Zongren (Li Tsung-jen) and from Wang Jingwei (Wang Ching-wei) and Zhang Fakui (Chang Fa-k’uei) from Guangdong (Kwangtung). Defeated in October, Feng was forced to relinquish control of his forces, which came under the nationalist government, and went into seclusion.

After the Mukden (Shenyang) Incident in Liaoning (September 18, 1931), Feng returned to public life, denouncing Jiang’s failure to resist the Japanese advance in northern China. Feng commanded a voluntary army to fight the Japanese in 1933, but it was quickly disbanded because of Jiang’s opposition and increased Japanese military pressure. Feng retired to Shandong until 1936, when he was appointed vice chairman of the GMD’s Military Affairs Commission, serving in Nanjing (Nanking), Jiangsu (Kiangsu).
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Chinese warlord Feng Yuxiang (Feng Yü-hsiang). Known as the Christian General for his Methodist faith and his embrace of moral principles, Feng was a capable field commander and a major political figure in China from the 1920s to the end of World War II. (Library of Congress)



With the beginning of the Sino-Japanese War in 1937, Feng became commander in chief of the Third War Zone (southern Jiangsu and Zhejiang [Chekiang]) defending Shanghai, which fell at year’s end. Feng became commander in chief of the Sixth War Zone in February 1938 to defend the communication route between Nanjing and Hebei’s Tianjin (Tientsin), which the Japanese took that autumn. Feng followed the nationalist government to Chongqing (Chungking), Sichuan (Szechwan), in October, where he remained militarily inactive until war’s end.

Feng was sent to the United States to study irrigation and conservation facilitates in September 1946. He took up residence in Berkeley, California, and gave public lectures in which he held Jiang responsible for the Chinese Civil War. Feng died in a fire aboard a ship in the Black Sea on September 1, 1948, while returning to China to serve the new government. To honor his patriotism, leaders of the People’s Republic of China caused Feng’s ashes to be buried at Taishan (T’ai-shan) in Shandong Province on October 15, 1954.

A commander of considerable ability, Feng was known as the “Christian General” not only because he embraced that religion but also because he was committed to change and to upholding high moral values. His men were well disciplined and did not prey on the people.

Debbie Yuk-fun Law
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Fisher, John Arbuthnot (1841–1920)

British admiral and first sea lord. Born in Rambodde, Ceylon (now Sri Lanka), on January 25, 1841, John “Jacky” Arbuthnot Fisher entered the Royal Navy in June 1854 at age 13 and, as a midshipman, saw action during the Crimean War (1853–1856). He specialized in ordnance and gunnery and helped revise The Gunnery Manual. In 1874 he was promoted to captain. Fisher commanded the Royal Navy gunnery school and became director of Naval Ordnance in 1886. He was promoted to rear admiral in August 1890. Fisher then commanded British naval units in the Mediterranean, was knighted in 1894, and became a vice admiral in 1897. Appointed third sea lord in February 1902, he became second sea lord in 1902 and instituted substantial personnel reforms in the navy.

Appointed first sea lord on October 21, 1904, Fisher began more widespread reforms to update and reorganize the navy. He was promoted to admiral of the fleet in 1905. Fisher consolidated the navy into five fleets and closed many small inefficient stations. He also supported new ship types, including the first all–big-gun battleship Dreadnought in 1906. Fisher was most anxious to build battle cruisers, a new ship type that combined battleship guns and cruiser speed but sacrificed armor. He also focused on countering the potential of German submarines and increased the number of British submarines.

Fisher was made a baron (becoming Lord Fisher) in 1909. He retired on his 70th birthday, January 25, 1911. Fisher headed the Royal Commission on Fuels and Engines during 1912–1914, which paved the way for the Royal Navy to convert from coal to oil. One early consequence was the construction of superdreadnoughts, the Queen Elizabeth class, with their added capacity made possible by oil power.

World War I began in August 1914. First Lord of the Admiralty Winston Churchill remained fascinated with Fisher and his ideas. Although Fisher was 74 years old by late 1914, Churchill persuaded him to return to his former post of first sea lord on October 29, 1914, taking this decision against the advice of both the naval staff and King George V. One of Fisher’s first actions as first sea lord was to send two battle cruisers from home waters (despite the advice of local commanders) to intercept and destroy German admiral Graf von Spee’s squadron in the Battle of the Falkland Islands (December 8, 1914). In 1914–1915 both Fisher and Churchill sought ways to take the war around the stalemated Western Front to the Belgian coast or to Germany itself through the Baltic.

Early in 1915, strategic thinking in the cabinet focused more on the Dardanelles, with the plan to send ships to Istanbul (Constantinople) and, under the threat of bombardment, force the Ottoman Empire from the war. Fisher initially agreed with this plan, stressing the need of both surprise and a strong effort, but he also expressed caution, arguing that a naval attack alone probably would not suffice to force the passage. His caution soon hardened into firm disagreement with developing Dardanelles policy. Fisher came to believe that without sending troops ashore the effort was doomed to failure, and further expenditure there of naval assets would dangerously disperse the fleet for the anticipated primary naval engagement with Germany in the North Sea. Disagreements with Churchill brought Fisher’s resignation on May 15, 1915. Churchill’s political opponents seized on Fisher’s angry departure to bring down the first sea lord on May 17.

For the remainder of his life, Fisher continued to send letters of advice to his successors and to politicians. He chaired the Admiralty Inventions Board during 1915–1916, and he also wrote his memoirs. Fisher died in London on July 10, 1920.

Pugnacious, determined, and resolute, Fisher was a brilliant naval administrator who played a significant role in preparing the Royal Navy for World War I. His motto was “Fear God and dread nought,” and one of his favorite slogans was “totus porcus,” meaning “whole hog.”

Christopher H. Sterling
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Fluckey, Eugene Bennett (1913–2007)

U.S. Navy officer and submariner. Born in Washington, D.C., on October 5, 1913, Eugene Bennett Fluckey was commissioned an ensign upon graduation from the U.S. Naval Academy, Annapolis, in June 1935. He then served in the battleship Nevada and the destroyer McCormick before attending the Submarine School at New London, Connecticut. Fluckey was then assigned first to the S-42 (SS-153) and then to the submarine Bonita (SS-165), in which he completed five World WarII patrols. In August 1942 he returned to Annapolis, where he completed graduate instruction in naval engineering.

In November 1943 Fluckey reported to the submarine base at New London, graduating from the Prospective Commanding Officer’s School. Following one war patrol as the prospective commander of the submarine Barb (SS-220), Fluckey assumed command of that submarine on April 27, 1944, and soon established himself as one of the most effective submarine commanders of all time. Fluckey revolutionized submarine tactics, including carrying out the single U.S. landing in the Japanese home islands during the war. While cruising off Otasamu on the east coast of Karafuto, Fluckey noted a railroad on the coast and sent ashore a landing party with demolition charges, the members of which blew up a 16-car Japanese train. He also fired what he termed “ballistic missiles”—5-inch rockets—into the towns of Shiritori and Kashiho and bombarded two other towns, destroying a lumberyard and sampans.

Fluckey was awarded four Navy Crosses, one each for his 8th, 9th, 10th, and 12th war patrols. On his 11th war patrol of December 19, 1944–February 15, 1945, he attacked two Japanese convoys, sinking a large ammunition ship in the first convoy. The second convoy, which he attacked on January 25, 1945, consisted of 30 Japanese ships anchored in Nankuan Chiang (Mamkwan) Harbor in only five fathoms of water. Despite knowing full well that his escape would entail a risky passage through shallow mined waters, Fluckey attacked and obtained eight direct hits on six of the merchant ships. He then cleared the area in a high-speed run and escaped two pursuing Japanese destroyers. Fluckey was subsequently awarded the Medal of Honor for this daring attack.

Known as the “Galloping Ghost of the China Coast,” Fluckey was fourth on the list of most Japanese ships sunk (17, including a carrier, a cruiser, and a frigate) but first in shipping tonnage sunk (95,360). This latter figure is more than any other U.S. warship captain obtained during the war.

In August 1945 Fluckey returned to Groton, Connecticut, there to oversee completion of the submarine Dogfish (SS-350) and to become its commanding officer, but on its commissioning he was ordered to the office of Secretary of the Navy James V. Forrestal. In December 1945, Fluckey became the personal aide to Fleet Admiral Chester W. Nimitz. In June 1947, Fluckey assumed command of the submarine Halfbeak (SS-352) before helping to establish the Submarine Naval Reserve Force. During 1950–1953, he was U.S. naval attaché in Portugal. In September 1953, he took command of the submarine tender Sperry. Fluckey commanded Submarine Flotilla 7 during 1955–1956 before becoming chairman of the Electrical Engineering Department at the Naval Academy. In July 1960 he was appointed rear admiral and then assumed command of Amphibious Group 4. During 1966–1968, he was director of Naval Intelligence before heading the Military Assistance Advisory Group in Portugal.

Fluckey retired from the navy as a rear admiral in 1972. He ran an orphanage in Portugal for a number of years. Fluckey died in Annapolis, Maryland, on June 28, 2007.

On January 24, 2008, Fluckey’s remains were buried in the South China Sea from the U.S. Navy nuclear attack submarine Pasadena near the site of his daring rescue on September 17, 1944, of 14 Australian and British prisoners of war who were being transported to Japan when their ship sank. Some 450 miles distant at the time of the sinking, the Barb managed to locate and rescue these survivors, despite a typhoon.

Spencer C. Tucker
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Foch, Ferdinand (1851–1929)

French marshal and supreme Allied commander in World War I. Born in Tarbes in southwestern France on October 2, 1851, Ferdinand Foch interrupted his education to serve in the French Army during the Franco-Prussian War (1870–1871). He did not see action and entered the École Polytechnique in 1871. Foch advanced rapidly and attended the French War College during 1885–1887. Assigned to the General Staff in 1895, he returned to the War College as an instructor and quickly gained a reputation as an important military thinker and strategist. His book Principes de la Guerre (Principles of War, 1903) stressed the importance of the offensive. In 1900 Foch assumed a field command.
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French Army general of division Ferdinand Foch (promoted to marshal of France in July 1918) became generalissimo of the Allied armies in April 1918, coordinating their activities and directing Allied strategy on the Western Front during the last seven months of World War I. (Library of Congress)



Foch was appointed chief of staff of V Corps and was promoted to général de brigade in 1907. He then headed the War College in 1908 and was promoted to général de division and assumed command of a division in 1912, before taking command of XX Corps in Lorraine in 1913. Foch’s prewar career marked him as one of France’s premier advocates of the doctrine of the offensive à outrance (offensive in all circumstances), but his views were much more complicated than his persistent advocacy of the offensive might indicate. He believed that only offensives that were adequately supported by artillery and led by capable commanders could succeed.

Foch’s views were out of step with the nature of war in 1914. In the Battle of Morhange (August 19–20, 1914), Foch disobeyed orders to withdraw, conducting charges and countercharges that led to a bloodbath with nearly 8,000 dead. Foch’s mentor, French Army commander in chief General Joseph Joffre, concealed Foch’s disobedience because he was impressed with Foch’s determination and spirit. Indeed, Joffre named Foch to command a group of unorganized units preparing to stop the German advance on Paris.

In command of that force, soon renamed the Ninth Army, Foch played a critical role during the First Battle of the Marne (September 5–12, 1914). He became famous for a message he claimed never to have sent: “My center is giving way, my right is in retreat. Situation excellent. I attack.” Whether apocryphal or not, it revealed Foch’s inner determination to attack and made him one of the heroes of the battle.

Joffre named Foch assistant commander in chief of French forces and sent him to Flanders. There Foch coordinated the actions of French, British, and Belgian forces with the authority of a commander in chief. Foch’s fiery spirit buoyed the retreating Allied forces, and his diplomatic skills and aggressive actions saved Allied positions in Flanders during October–November. His strategic vision and ability to fuse coalitions attracted the attention of the Allied governments and led to him being named commander of the Armies of the North in early 1915.

Foch’s aggressive spirit led him to conduct futile and bloody offensives near Arras in May and September 1915. These costly battles diminished his reputation significantly. At the Chantilly Conference in December 1915, Foch agreed to work with Sir Douglas Haig on a new offensive for 1916 along the Somme River. The German attack on Verdun in February changed the Somme Offensive (July 1–November 19, 1916) from a primarily French operation to a primarily British one. When Joffre was replaced on December 12, Foch lost his mentor and protector. Foch spent much of the early part of 1917 away from command in a series of relatively minor staff positions.

In May 1917, Foch was named chief of staff as part of the political and military shake-up following the disastrous Nivelle Offensive (April 16–May 9). That October, Foch personally organized and commanded a rapid relief effort of 11 French and British divisions sent to Italy after the Austro-German breakthrough at Caporetto. During his return to France he attended a meeting at Rapallo, Italy, where the Allies created the Supreme War Council. Foch was named France’s military representative.

The stunning tactical successes of the German Ludendorff (Spring) Offensive of 1918 led to Foch’s appointment as Allied generalissimo. On March 26 he was vested with the authority to coordinate the Allied armies on the Western Front. Foch’s complaints of being forced to use persuasion instead of being able to give directions led to the decision at a meeting of Allied leaders at Beauvais on April 3 to give him “strategic direction of military operations.” Foch used his powers to redirect Allied forces to trouble spots and prevent a gap from opening between French and British lines. He also worked out an agreement to increase the rate of arrival for U.S. forces, although he sharply disagreed with American Expeditionary Forces (AEF) commander General John J. Pershing, who sought an independent American command.

On April 14, the Supreme War Council invested Foch with the title of commander in chief of Allied forces in France. He led Allied forces in slowing and then halting the German drives, most notably in the Second Battle of the Marne (July 15–18), and then in launching a counterattack at Soissons.

Sensing that the German Army was overstretched, Foch ordered near-constant counterattacks all along the Western Front, rejecting Pershing’s call for an advance on a narrow front. Foch was promoted to marshal of France on August 6, 1918, solidifying his position and giving him formal authority over the much more cautious French Army commander General Henri Philippe Pétain.

Foch dictated armistice terms to the Germans at Compiègne and oversaw the signing of the armistice on November 11, 1918. During the negotiations at the Paris Peace Conference, Foch protested vehemently what he regarded as Premier Georges Clemenceau’s trading away of French security in order to please the Americans and the British. The resulting Treaty of Versailles (June 18, 1919) created an irreparable break between the two men, and Foch boycotted its signing, proclaiming, “This is not peace. It is an armistice for twenty years.”

After the war, Foch received numerous honors and awards. He was the only French officer who was made a British field marshal, and he was also made a field marshal of Poland. Foch died in Paris on March 20, 1929. His only son and his son-in-law, both captains, were killed in action on August 22, 1914.

Intelligent, diligent, unflappable, and charismatic, Foch has been criticized for inflexibility, especially in his embrace of an attack doctrine, but this was more complicated than it appeared at the time. Clearly Foch was France’s greatest general of World War I and perhaps of the 20th century.

Michael S. Neiberg
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Forrest, Nathan Bedford (1821–1877)

Confederate general and cavalry commander during the American Civil War (1861–1865). Born in modest circumstances on July 13, 1821, near Chapel Hill, Bedford County, Tennessee, Nathan Bedford Forrest was largely self-educated. By dint of his ability, he worked himself up from farm laborer to planter and slave trader by 1861. Forrest joined the Confederate Army as a private in the 7th Tennessee Cavalry in June 1861 and rose quickly in responsibility and rank. Commissioned a lieutenant colonel in August, he was promoted to colonel in April 1862, to brigadier general in July, to major general in December 1863, and to lieutenant general in February 1865.

Forrest fought in the defense of Fort Donelson, Tennessee, but refused to surrender and cut his way out with his men (February 16, 1862) before its capitulation. He distinguished himself in the Battle of Shiloh (April 6–7), where he was wounded. On his recovery, he took command of a cavalry brigade under General Braxton Bragg and was given the chance to develop the raiding tactics that he applied with such success from that point forward. Despite his lack of any formal military education, Forrest proved himself to be a master tactician, employing his cavalry as mounted infantry and often making artillery the lead element.

Beginning in July 1862, Forrest led independent cavalry operations in Tennessee as well as in northern Alabama, Georgia, and Mississippi, striking and destroying Union supply depots and lines of communication. He conducted a daring raid against Murfreesboro, Tennessee (December 31, 1862–January 2, 1863), and then captured an entire Union cavalry brigade near Rome, Georgia (April 1863).

Bold and resourceful, Forrest did not shrink from the threat of bloodshed in order to secure the surrender of entire Union commands. In the process he became the most feared Confederate cavalry commander. Forrest commanded the right flank of Bragg’s forces in the Battle of Chickamauga (September 19–20, 1863), but when Bragg failed to pursue Union forces, Forrest secured a transfer from Confederate president Jefferson Davis and was allowed to raise a new command.

In his repeated raids behind Union lines, Forrest invariably accomplished more than was thought possible with the forces available to him. His actions were often controversial. He was widely blamed by the Northern press for the murder of Union African American soldiers in his capture of Fort Pillow, Tennessee (April 12, 1864).

Two months later in Mississippi in the Battle of Brice’s Crossroads (June 10, 1864), Forrest demonstrated a clear understanding of conventional warfare when he inflicted a major defeat on Union forces under Brigadier General Samuel D. Sturgis. In late 1864 Forrest commanded the cavalry in Confederate general John. B. Hood’s invasion of Tennessee and successfully commanded the rear guard in the retreat of the remnants of that army after the Battle of Nashville (December 15–16, 1864).

Following the war, Forrest returned to farming and to business as president of the Selma, Marion & Memphis Railroad. He was one of the founders of the Ku Klux Klan that terrorized blacks in the South and served as its grand wizard. Forrest died in Memphis, Tennessee, on October 29, 1877.

Bold, fearless, and resourceful but also brutal toward his enemies, Forrest was a brilliant tactician and strategist who helped revolutionize cavalry tactics. His favorite maxim was “Get there first with the most.”

A. W. R. Hawkins III, Paul G. Pierpaoli Jr., and Spencer C. Tucker
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Franchet d’Esperey, Louis-Félix-Marie-François (1856–1942)

French Army general and later marshal of France. Born in Mostaganem, Algeria, on May 25, 1856, the son of a French cavalry officer, Louis-Félix-Marie-François Franchet d’Esperey graduated from L’École Spéciale Militaire de Saint-Cyr in 1876 as an infantry lieutenant. He served as a line officer in Algeria and Tunisia during 1876–1881 and then attended the General Staff School during 1882–1884. He next served in Tonkin in French Indochina, where he fought the Black Flag pirates during 1885–1887. Returning to France, Franchet d’Esperey held staff positions and was promoted to major in 1893. In 1899 he was promoted to lieutenant colonel and appointed deputy commandant and director of studies at Saint-Cyr.

In 1900 Franchet d’Esperey participated in the Allied expeditionary force sent to put down the Boxer Rebellion (Uprising) in China. He then commanded the French zone of Beijing (Peking), where he demonstrated organizational abilities. On his return to France, Franchet d’Esperey commanded first the 69th Infantry Regiment at Nancy and then the 77th Infantry Brigade at Toul. He was promoted to colonel in 1903, to général de brigade in 1908, and to général de division in 1912. In August 1912 he assumed command of troops in western Morocco, where he took part in successful pacification operations in the Mogador region. He also traveled extensively in Southeastern Europe. Franchet d’Esperey returned to metropolitan France in late 1913 to command I Corps in Général de Division Charles Lanrezac’s Fifth Army.

With the beginning of World War I in August 1914, Franchet d’Esperey held his hard-pressed unit together during the withdrawal from Charleroi, Belgium, and helped to delay the German advance by mounting an important counterattack at Guise (August 29). Appointed to replace Lanrezac in command of the Fifth Army (September 3), Franchet d’Esperey played a major role in the French victory in the First Battle of the Marne (September 5–12).

In late 1914 Franchet d’Esperey urged President Raymond Poincaré to make a major military effort in southeastern Europe, but French Army commander Général de Division Joseph Jacques Césaire Joffre vetoed the plan. In March 1916 Franchet d’Esperey was appointed to command the Eastern Army Group, and in mid-1917 he headed the Northern Army Group. During the Third Battle of the Aisne (May 27–June 6, 1918), General Franchet d’Esperey’s Northern Army Group counterattacked along the Vesle but in such unorganized fashion that it could only slow, not halt, the German advance.

The failure of General Maurice Sarrail’s offensive in the Balkans in 1917, low morale among Allied forces there, and Franchet d’Esperey’s familiarity with the region all led to his appointment to replace Sarrail as commander at Salonika in June 1918. Franchet d’Esperey got on well with Prince Aleksandar Karaðorðević of Serbia, and Franchet d’Esperey’s energy and enthusiasm infused a new spirit in the Allied forces there. Franchet d’Esperey decided to attempt a breakthrough in the most difficult sector along the Vardar River.

The Allied attack began on September 15, and by the end of the first day it had breached the Bulgarian lines. On September 29 Bulgaria signed an armistice, and Franchet d’Esperey’s forces occupied Sofia and seized Belgrade on the Danube. This operation was the only real breakthrough campaign by the French Army during the war.

Following the war, Franchet d’Esperey commanded Allied occupying forces in Constantinople until the end of 1920, and in 1919 he directed military operations against the Hungarian Soviet Republic. Created marshal of France on February 19, 1921, Franchet d’Esperey was assigned as inspector general of French troops in North Africa. He spent the remainder of his life improving French African forces. In November 1934 he was elected to the Academie française. Franchet d’Esperey died at Albi, France, on July 8, 1942.

Energetic and self-confident but demanding and sometimes dominating, Franchet d’Esperey possessed an offensive spirit and a determination that helped bring France victory in World War I. In recognition of his role in the war, his remains were later placed in the Invalides near those of Napoleon.
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Francis I, King of France (1494–1547)

French monarch. Born at the Château de Cognac in the Duchy of Aquitaine (today’s Department of Charente) on September 12, 1494, Francis (François) was the son of Charles, Count of Angoulême, and Louise of Savoy. A member of the House of Valois-Orléans-Angoulême, Francis was not expected to inherit the throne. Salic law prevailed, however, and he became king as Francis I at age 21 on the death of his cousin, King Louis XII. Francis was crowned at Reims on January 1, 1515. The Renaissance was then in full bloom in France, and Francis was a major patron of the arts, a man of letters, and a major builder (among his projects was the rebuilding of the Louvre and the reconstruction and expansion of the Château of Fontainebleau).

Francis I’s reign was also consumed by war, most notably the continuation of the struggle with the Austrian Habsburgs bequeathed to him by Louis XII, in which Francis I and Holy Roman emperor Charles V vied for European hegemony. The contest between the two men was marked by wars in Italy. Francis was also a rival of King Henry VIII.


FRANCIS I




On being taken prisoner after his disastrous defeat in the Battle of Pavia and held captive in Madrid, King Francis I wrote to his mother, stating that “Of all things, nothing remains to me but honor and life, which is safe.” This statement has come down in history as “All is lost save honor.”



Francis pursued the Italian ambitions of his predecessor. After concluding an alliance with Henry VIII and the Republic of Venice against Holy Roman emperor Maximilian I, the Papacy, Spain, Switzerland, Milan, and Florence, in June 1515 Francis invaded northern Italy with 30,000 men. Lombardy was then controlled by the Swiss, and the invasion initiated a series of wars between the houses of Valois and Habsburg that extended to 1559.

Francis won the Battle of Marignano (September 13–14, 1515) and took Milan. France and Switzerland then concluded peace. Pope Leo X also concluded peace, and the alliance against France collapsed, with France occupying most of Lombardy. In the Treaty of Noyon (August 13, 1516) between France and Spain, newly crowned Spanish king Charles I recognized French rule of Milan in exchange for recognition of Spanish control in Naples. In December, Emperor Maximilian I also concluded peace with Francis.

In 1519, however, Charles I of Spain won election as Holy Roman emperor over Francis, leading to a lifelong enmity between the two men. Francis had good reason to fear the encirclement of France, as Charles now ruled a vast empire that included not only Spain but also the kingdoms of Naples, Sicily, and Sardinia; Burgundy, including the Low Countries and Franche-Comté; the Habsburg lands in Austria; and Spanish possessions in the New World.

Fighting began in 1521 when Francis sought to annex Naples and the Kingdom of Navarre (between France and Spain), while Charles claimed French-controlled Milan. In May 1521 the French conquered part of Navarre but, defeated by a Spanish army in the Battle of Esquiroz (June 30), were forced to withdraw. In Italy, imperial forces captured Milan in a surprise attack, but Francis’s Italian army under Marshal Odet de Foix, Vicomte de Lautrec, rallied and, with French and Venetian reinforcements, was victorious in the Battle of Biocca (April 27, 1522). Milan was lost, however, and the tide of battle turned against France.

In 1524 Francis was forced to deal with an invasion of France itself, led by Charles de Bourbon. Putting together a large force, Francis turned back the invaders. He then led a new invasion of Italy. While besieging Pavia with 41,000 men, Francis foolishly detached 15,000 men from his army to conquer Naples and was then himself taken prisoner in the ensuing disastrous Battle of Pavia (February 24, 1525). Transferred to Spain, Francis was obliged in the Treaty of Madrid (January 14, 1526) to give up all claims in Italy as well as to surrender Burgundy, Artois, and Flanders to Charles V.

Upon being freed, Francis repudiated his pledges and resumed the war in Italy. Reverses followed, and he was forced to conclude on unfavorable terms the peace at Cambrai (August 3, 1529). The terms resembled those of the Treaty of Madrid of 1526 except for the fact that he retained Burgundy. Francis gave up his claims in Italy and surrendered his rights to Artois, Flanders, and Tournai.

Francis reorganized the French Army and, allying himself with the Ottoman Empire, fought a third war against Charles V during 1536–1538. A large French army invaded northwestern Italy. The French captured Turin but were unable to reach Milan. Charles responded by sending two armies to invade France by way of Picardy and Provence. The two sides then agreed to the Truce of Nice (June 18, 1538), which reconfirmed the Treaty of Cambrai and was to last for 10 years. France, however, retained two-thirds of Piedmont, while Charles controlled the remainder.

Francis made a fourth and final effort in the Italian War of 1542–1544, again allying with the Ottomans. He held off the armies of Charles V and his ally Henry VIII, who invaded France with a large army from Calais, but Francis agreed to the Treaty of Crepy (September 18, 1544), which restored the status quo ante bellum. Francis retained control of northwestern Italy but agreed to abandon his claim to Naples in return for the marriage of the Duc d’Orléans to either Charles’s daughter, with the dowry of the Netherlands and Franche-Comté, or to Charles’s niece, with the dowry Milan. This plan collapsed with the death of Orléans in 1545, however. Intermittent warfare continued between France and England until 1546, when Francis recognized the English conquest of Boulogne.

Francis died at the Château de Rambouillet, France, on March 31, 1547. His strategy of allying France with the Muslim Ottomans and the Protestant princes (the League of Schmalkalden) in Germany against the Habsburgs was continued by his successors.

A monarch of considerable ability in other areas and generally regarded as an able soldier, Francis was nonetheless unlucky at war.
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Franco y Bahamonde, Francisco Paulino Hermenegildo Teódulo (1892–1975)

Spanish Army general and fascist dictator of Spain. Born into a middle-class family in El Ferrol in Galicia on December 4, 1892, Francisco Paulino Hermenegildo Teódulo Franco y Bahamonde graduated from the Infantry Academy at Toledo in 1910. Lieutenant Franco was then posted to Spanish Morocco.

Franco demonstrated his ruthless style of leadership during the Rif Rebellion in Morocco, winning battlefield promotions but being seriously wounded in 1916. In 1920 he became deputy commander of the Spanish Foreign Legion in Morocco, and in 1923, promoted to lieutenant colonel, he took command of the legion. In 1925 he was a colonel, and the next year he was a brigadier general, the youngest general in Europe.

The archconservative, staunchly Catholic Franco was closely identified with General Miguel Primo de Rivera, who governed Spain in the name of King Alfonso XIII during 1923–1930 and who in 1928 appointed Franco commander of the General Military Academy of Zaragoza (Saragossa). In 1931 with the proclamation of a republic, the Left came to power, and the government transferred Franco to the Balearic Islands, where he served during 1931–1934. Promoted to major general, Franco returned to Spain and played a key role in crushing a miners’ revolt in Asturias in 1935. With the Right in power, Franco was appointed army chief of staff later that year.

The leftist Popular Front won the hotly contested national elections of February 1936, and the new government sent Franco to command the Canary Islands garrison. As expected, the conservatives defied the mandate, and Franco was in the forefront of the nationalist revolt that began in July 1936. The untimely deaths of others left him the nationalist military leader, and thanks to German aircraft, he was able to airlift units of the Foreign Legion from Morocco to Spain. In September 1936 Franco became chief of the nationalist government. With German and Italian military assistance, especially in the air, Franco defeated the republican forces and became de facto head of Spain with the fall of Madrid (March 1939), which marked the end of the civil war. Franco then carried out a ruthless purge of the opposition.

With the beginning of World War II, Franco openly sided with fascist dictators Adolf Hitler and Benito Mussolini. The Caudillo (Leader), as Franco became known, pledged his loyalty to Hitler, but much to Hitler’s intense irritation, Franco then refused to bring Spain into the war. Nonetheless, Spain was hardly neutral. Franco sent the 18,000-man Blue Division to fight in the Soviet Union, provided the Germans with observation posts in Spanish Morocco to monitor Allied ship movements, and allowed Axis submarines to use Spanish ports. After the Allied landings in North Africa, however, Franco shifted to a strictly neutral stance. By 1943 he was trying to win the sympathy of the Western Allies and downplaying fascism.

After the war the Allies punished Franco’s wartime conduct with a quarantine, but with the Cold War the U.S. government chose to regard his regime as a bulwark against communism. The United States established air and naval bases in Spain, and U.S. aid propped up the regime, a policy remembered with bitterness by many Spanish democrats.

Franco declared Spain a monarchy in 1947, and the Law of Succession made him chief of state for life. Franco relaxed his authoritarian regime somewhat in the 1950s, but unrest in the 1960s led to renewed repression. Having selected Prince Juan Carlos de Bourbon, grandson of Alfonso XIII, as his heir, Franco died in Madrid on November 20, 1975.

Deeply conservative politically and determined to preserve traditional Spanish and Catholic values, Franco as a military commander was marked by fixity of purpose but great brutality. He proved to be an extraordinarily astute diplomat.
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Frederick I Barbarossa, German Emperor (ca. 1123–1190)

German emperor also known as Barbarossa. Frederick I Barbarossa was born around 1123, the eldest son of Frederick, Duke of Swabia, and succeeded his father as duke in 1147. Frederick’s Italian name of “Barbarossa” came from his red beard. He accompanied his uncle, Emperor Conrad III, on the Second Crusade during 1148–1149. On Conrad’s death, Frederick was elected emperor on March 4, 1152. Because the nobles exercised considerable authority in Germany and imperial power was weak there, Frederick concentrated his attention on Italy and Burgundy. Indeed, during most of his rule he concentrated on Italian affairs.

In 1154 Frederick began the first of six campaigns in Italy, restoring Pope Eugenius III to authority in Rome. Returning to Germany in 1155, Frederick showed himself to be adroit in managing affairs there by playing potential rivals against each other. In 1156 he married Beatrice of Burgundy and, through her, laid claim to Burgundy.

Frederick campaigned in northern Italy in 1156, crushing a revolt in Milan and firmly establishing his authority over the other cities. He then called the diet of Roncaglia, which acknowledged him as king of Italy in November. On the death of Pope Adrian IV in 1159, Frederick supported antipope Victor IV, earning an excommunication from Pope Alexander III in March 1160. Harsh rule led Milan to again rebel, and Frederick retook and then burned the city in 1162. Italy again revolted, and he returned there again in October 1166, taking Rome and installing Pope Paschal III. This triumph was cut short by the outbreak of plague in Frederick’s army. Cities in northern Italy took advantage of Frederick’s military weakness to form the League of Lombardy against him, and he was forced to return to Germany in the spring of 1168.
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Frederick I (Frederick Barbarossa), Holy Roman Emperor during 1155–1190, shown here in the 14th-century Codex Correr receiving the Venetian ambassadors, spent decades battling the authority of the papacy in the German lands. (Art Resource, NY)



Frederick then occupied himself with German affairs and with extending his authority over Bohemia, Hungary, and part of Poland. Finally, in 1174 he led an army into northern Italy for a fifth time and a showdown with the Lombard League but suffered a major defeat in the Battle of Legnano (May 29, 1176). Frederick then concluded a treaty with Pope Alexander in June 1177 and a six-year truce with the Lombard League.

Returning to Germany in the autumn of 1177, Frederick again busied himself with German affairs. His powerful cousin, Henry the Lion, had refused assistance in Frederick’s Italian campaign, and Frederick now deprived him of his holdings, giving Bavaria to Otto of Wittelsbach in 1179. Frederick concluded a definitive treaty with the Lombard League at Constance in June 1183, although this obliged him to give up some of his Italian holdings.

In 1184 Frederick betrothed his son Henry to Constance, heiress presumptive to the Norman kingdom of Sicily. With a new Italian war threatening, Frederick embarked with a large army on the Third Crusade to the Holy Land in 1189. Securing permission from Emperor Isaac II Angelius to pass across Byzantine territory, Frederick drowned while crossing the Suleph (Göksu) River in southern Turkey on June 10, 1190. His death probably saved the Turks from defeat.

An able general, Frederick was best known, however, as an astute and pragmatic political leader and a capable administrator.
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Frederick II, German Emperor (1194–1250)

Holy Roman emperor, called Stupor Mundi (“Wonder of the World”) by contemporary chronicler Matthew Paris. Frederick Hohenstaufen was born in Jesi, near Ancona, on December 26, 1194, the son of Emperor Henry VI and Constance, daughter of Norman king Roger II of Sicily. Henry arranged for Frederick’s election as king of Germany in 1196.

Henry’s unexpected death in September 1197 led, however, to a series of wars for control not only of the Holy Roman Empire but also the Kingdom of Sicily, which included southern Italy. On his mother’s death in November 1198, Frederick became king of Sicily. Pope Innocent III became his guardian, and on reaching his majority Frederick assumed control of Sicily in December 1208. The next year he married Constance, daughter of King Peter II of Aragon.

In August 1209 Otto IV, the son of Henry the Lion (the great rival of Frederick’s grandfather, Frederick Barbarossa), invaded Italy, but Pope Innocent III persuaded the German princes to depose him and name Frederick as emperor in his stead in September 1211. Frederick paid homage to Innocent (by proxy) and traveled to Germany in 1212, where he was well received. He arranged an alliance with France against Otto and King John of England and was formally crowned emperor at Mainz on December 9, 1212. Frederick’s position as emperor was made secure by the French defeat of his rival Otto in the Battle of Bouvines (July 26, 1214). Frederick was then recrowned in Otto’s former stronghold of Aachen on July 25, 1215. Pope Honorius III crowned Frederick as Holy Roman emperor in Rome on November 22, 1220.

Frederick agreed in 1215 to participate in the Fifth Crusade in the Holy Land, but distracted by Italian affairs that included a revival of the Lombard League against imperial authority in northern Italy, he delayed his participation until 1227. When Frederick cancelled departure of his fleet on account of widespread sickness, a furious Pope Gregory IX excommunicated him on September 29 and concluded an alliance with the Lombard League. Nonetheless, Frederick proceeded on the Fifth Crusade during 1228–1229 and, without fighting a single battle, managed to negotiate the return of Jerusalem from Egyptian sultan al-Kamil.


FREDERICK II




Although the model of enlightened despotism in many ways, Frederick II was a reactionary in matters of statecraft, tightening royal control. He never encouraged initiative in those around him, insisting on making all major decisions of state himself. “Nobody reasons, everyone executes,” he said. Although this might have worked with a capable leader such as Frederick in a relatively small state, it proved hopelessly inadequate in the hands of his less able successors and greatly handicapped the development of Prussia and subsequently Germany as a modern state.



When papal forces invaded his realm and devastated Apulia, Frederick returned to Italy in June 1229 and expelled them. As a consequence of the resultant Treaty of San Germano on July 23, 1230, he was absolved of his excommunication in August. Frederick now endeavored, with intermittent success, to secure northern Italy. He assisted Gregory IX in putting down a revolt at Rome in 1234, and a rebellion by Frederick’s son Henry VII in Germany collapsed when Frederick’s army crossed the Alps in September 1234, whereupon Frederick confined Henry to a castle in Apulia until his death in 1244.

A series of confusing wars followed in which Gregory IX allied with Genoa and Venice against him. Although Frederick won a number of victories, including the Battle of Cortenuova (November 17, 1237), and annexed Tuscany in 1241, his forces could not overcome the Italian city’s defensive fortifications. On Pope Gregory’s death on August 1241, the new pope, Innocent IV, continued the struggle against Frederick and then ordered him deposed in 1245. In 1244 Frederick invaded Campagna. He also faced intrigues from within his own court and revolts in Germany. During his Siege of Parma in 1248, a sudden sally from that place scattered his army while he was away hunting. Frederick was, however, generally successful, and the situation was gradually improving until his sudden death at Castle Florentino, Apulia, on December 13, 1250. Although his son Conrad IV continued the struggle, Hohenstaufen control of Italy would be irretrievably lost.

Frederick was a capable military commander. Highly intelligent, he was also a major patron of the arts. As a ruler, he sacrificed German interests to those of Italy.
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Frederick II, King of Prussia (1712–1786)

King of Prussia (1740–1786). Born in Berlin on January 24, 1712, the son of King Frederick William I and Sophia Dorothea of Hannover (sister of King George II of England), Frederick grew to be a willful young man. A throwback to his grandfather with his intense interest in the arts, he clashed with his martinet father and in 1730 at age 18 sought to run off to Paris with his best friend. The two were apprehended at the Prussian frontier. Frederick William I had his son’s friend executed and for a time threatened Frederick with the same fate, relenting only when Frederick agreed to submit to his father’s regimen. As a result, when Frederick WilliamI died in 1740, Frederick II, also known as Frederick the Great, knew every aspect of the Prussian state and army thoroughly. Frederick was crowned king on May 31, 1740, three days after his father’s death.

Frederick William I bequeathed to his son both a large army and war chest. Europe assumed that because Frederick II was an intellectual who was interested in literature and the arts and loved civilized society, he would soon undo the absolutist ways of his father. They were mistaken. They also discovered Frederick’s intense ambition, for the new king soon initiated war against Archduchess Maria Theresa of Austria when she inherited the lands belonging to her father, Holy Roman emperor Charles VI, in October 1740. Without declaration of war and on the flimsiest of claims, Frederick sent his army into the rich province of Silesia on December 16, 1740. This raw grab for territory initiated the First and Second Silesian Wars (1740–1742, 1744–1748), also known as the War of the Austrian Succession (1740–1748) that ultimately saw Prussia and France pitted against Austria and England.

The invasion did not at first go well. Apparently facing almost certain defeat in the Battle of Mollwitz (April 10, 1741), Frederick fled the field on the insistence of General Kurt von Schwerin, who then turned the battle into a Prussian victory. Maria Theresa ceded Silesia in the Peace of Breslau in June 1742. The war resumed, however. Frederick then defeated the Austrians and Saxons in the Battle of Hohenfriedberg in Silesia (June 4, 1745) and then again defeated the Austrians in the Battle of Soor in Bohemia (September 30). Maria Theresa ceded Silesia again in the Treaty of Dresden on December 25, 1745. Frederick thus nearly doubled the population of his realm and secured invaluable resources.

Following a considerable diplomatic effort, Maria Theresa put together against Frederick probably the most formidable military coalition of the entire 18th century. Ranged against Prussia were Austria, France, Russia, Sweden, and Saxony. England switched sides and this time supported Prussia. Realizing the formidable force being assembled against him, Frederick did not wait to be attacked. Again, without formal declaration of war, he invaded and overwhelmed Saxony in August 1756. Following his own dictum of “He who defends everywhere defends nothing,” he moved with the bulk of his forces against France, coming on the advancing French unawares at Rossbach west of Leipzig and there crushing the French and allied German forces commanded by the Duc de Soubise (November 5, 1757). Frederick then turned against Austria, defeating the armies of Maria Theresa in a masterpiece victory at Leuthen (December 6, 1757).

Still, Frederick found it difficult to contest so many enemies. With Silesia, Prussia had a combined population of perhaps 5 million, while the combined populations of the powers aligned against him may have totaled 100 million. Demonstrating the qualities that earned him the name “Frederick the Great,” Frederick brilliantly orchestrated his own dwindling armies. However, the situation was going badly for him. Defeat seemed inevitable, for he could not drive so many powerful enemies from the field. In one of the bloodiest battles of the century, Frederick defeated the invading Russians at Zorndorf (August 25, 1758), but the Austrians defeated the Prussians at Hochkirch in Saxony (October 14). Frederick’s resources continued to dwindle, and by the next year it was clear that he could not long continue. At Kunersdorf (August 12, 1759), he suffered the worst defeat of his career. The Russians even captured Berlin and held it briefly in October.

By 1761 Frederick commanded only 90,000 men in the field, against 232,000 by his enemies. With the ring closing, he was saved by the so-called Miracle of the House of Brandenburg, the death of Empress Elizabeth I of Russia on January 5, 1762. Her successor, the mad Peter III, an unabashed admirer of Frederick, withdrew Russia from the war. Although Peter was soon overthrown in a coup headed by his wife Catherine, Russia remained out of the war. In the Treaty of Hubertusberg on February 1763 that ended the Seven Years’ War, Maria Theresa had to acknowledge Silesia as forever lost.

Frederick spent the remainder of his reign working to restore his realm, which had been devastated by war. An enlightened despot, he reformed the legal system, abolished torture, carried out land-reclamation projects, and welcomed immigrants. He insisted his people plant potatoes, but the introduction of mulberry trees to feed silkworms was not one of his more successful projects. Frederick also entertained the literati (Voltaire was among his guests for a time), wrote extensively, and played the flute and composed 121 flute sonatas and a symphony. Taking cold following a military review in the rain, Frederick died at Sans Souci near Potsdam on August 17, 1786.

An intellectual and philosophe who loved the arts, Frederick was also a great militarist and one of the most successful warrior princes of history. A military innovator who wrote on military practice, he preferred the oblique order, whereby he would be able to concentrate his own resources against a small portion of the enemy line. Keenly interested in artillery, he popularized the howitzer. Through his own indomitable will and a bit of luck, Frederick established Prussia as both a major power and the leading state of North-Central Europe.
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Frederick William, the Great Elector (1620–1688)

Ruler of Brandenburg-Prussia known as the Great Elector. Frederick William was born in Berlin on February 16, 1620, the son of Elector George William. The younger William studied at the University of Leiden during 1634–1637 and became the elector of Brandenburg on the death of his father on December 1, 1640.

When Frederick William became ruler, Brandenburg-Prussia had already experienced 22 years of the Thirty Years’ War (1618–1648). Its location in northern Germany had made it one of the main theaters of war, and much of the territory had been devastated. As the ruler of a small country without natural borders and surrounded by more powerful neighbors, Frederick William concluded that his best course was to place reliance on the strongest possible military establishment and to use it only sparingly. He conceived of this army as a diplomatic tool. Frederick William dispensed with the mercenaries who had made up the army and, by the end of the Thirty Years’ War, had built up a well-trained small force of some 8,000 men. This enabled him to secure in the Peace of Westphalia in 1648 not only Farther (eastern) Pomerania but also the bishoprics of Halberstadt and Magdeburg.

Frederick William endeavored to break the feudal powers in his realm and establish an absolutist state. He successfully curtailed the power of the diets of Brandenburg, Prussia, and Cleves-Mark, chiefly by forcing them to agree to a permanent and direct tax to the Crown known as “the Contribution.” He also merged the three distinct territorial masses of his realm administratively, creating a common civil service and a common army. Frederick William built up the size of the army and made it the first all–Brandenburg-Prussia institution. By the time of his death, it numbered a respectable 27,000 men and was the best-equipped fighting force in all of Germany.

The first real test of the army came during the First Northern War (1655–1660). Frederick William took advantage of conditions in Poland to occupy West Prussia in 1655, leading King Charles X of Sweden to invade Brandenburg and besiege Berlin. This action forced Frederick William to conclude the Treaty of Königsberg in January 1656, whereby he became a vassal of Charles X for the fief of East Prussia. Frederick William then sided with Poland, Denmark, and Russia against Sweden. He helped the Danes force the Swedes from Jutland in 1658 and then besieged and captured Stettin in 1659. Under the terms of the Treaty of Oliva (Oliwa) in May 1660, Frederick William received full control over East Prussia.

Frederick William took Brandenburg into the Dutch War (1672–1678) as an ally of the Netherlands and an opponent of France and Sweden but withdrew from that conflict in 1673. He then reentered the war and campaigned in the Rhineland, only to be defeated by the French in the Battle of Turkheim (January 5, 1675). Frederick William then rushed back to Brandenburg to meet a Swedish invasion, defeating the larger Swedish force in the Battle of Fehrbellin on June 28, 1675. Continuing the war against the Swedes, Frederick William captured Stettin on the Baltic in 1677 and Stralsund in 1678. He defeated the Swedes again at Splitter in January 1679 but in the Treaty of Saint-Germain in June was forced by the French to restore Pomerania to Swedish rule.

In order to help promote trade and commercial activity, Frederick William established a navy in 1682. He was one of the most enlightened rulers of his day. Although a strict Calvinist himself, Frederick William believed strongly in religious toleration. He welcomed French Huguenots to settle in his realm following French king Louis XIV’s revocation of the Edict of Nantes in 1685. These new immigrants proved of immense benefit to the state.

Frederick William died in Potsdam on May 9, 1688. This “Beggar on Horseback,” as he was also known, was one of the great statesmen of the 17th century and the first of the rulers who contributed to the making of modern-day Prussia. During his reign, he increased his realm by 40 percent in area and from 600,000 to 1.5 million in population. His successors embraced his belief that the maintenance of the state would depend “next to God, upon arms,” and they continued his concept of keeping the largest possible army, employing it only when absolutely necessary.
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Frederick William I, King of Prussia (1688–1740)

King of Prussia (1713–1740). Born in Berlin in Brandenburg-Prussia on August 15, 1688, Frederick William I became king of Prussia on the death of his father Frederick I in 1713. Frederick William was somewhat of a throwback to his grandfather, Frederick William the Great Elector, in that he renewed concentration on building up the Prussian Army. However, he lacked the Great Elector’s sophistication and his mastery of European politics.

Frederick William I concentrated all of his energies on the army, making it the first estate of the realm. He provided incentives for the nobles to send their sons to be its officers, and he greatly expanded it in size. Known as the “Drill Sergeant King,” he sharply trimmed all other royal expenditures and organized the entire life of the kingdom around the army. During the course of his reign, he more than doubled the army in size, from 40,000 to 83,000 men. He ran the kingdom as his own private enterprise and could be brutish to those who displeased him. Frederick William worked all the time and expected everyone else do the same. He had an acrimonious, often tragic relationship with his son, Crown Prince Frederick, whom he threatened with death when Frederick attempted to run off to Paris. Frederick William’s sole extravagance was a regiment of tall soldiers, the Potsdam Grenadiers, recruited from all over Europe. His sole pleasure was personally drilling these so-called Blue Boys.

In 1715 during the Great Northern War (1700–1718), Frederick William pressured Sweden to cede Szczecin (Stettin) to Prussia, and in 1719 he secured most of Swedish Pomerania in the Treaty of Stockholm. Frederick William I died in Potsdam on May 31, 1740. While he fought no battles himself, Frederick William I nonetheless made Prussia the foremost military power in Central Europe, and he left his son and successor, Frederick II, not only a large army but also a full treasury of 7 million thalers. Almost immediately Frederick employed these resources in war against Austria.
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French, John Denton Pinkstone, First Earl of Ypres (1852–1925)

British Army field marshal and first commander of the British Expeditionary Force (BEF) in France. Born in Ripple, Kent, on September 28, 1852, John Denton Pinkstone French was the son of a Royal Navy officer. In 1866 French joined the navy as a midshipman, but when it was discovered that he was acrophobic, he transferred to the army as a lieutenant in the 8th Hussars in 1874. French saw service in India and participated in the abortive Sudan Expedition of 1884–1885 to relieve General Charles Gordon at Khartoum.

In 1889 French was a colonel commanding the 19th Hussars until he was assigned to the War Office as assistant adjutant general during 1893–1897. Promoted to brigadier general and given command of the 2nd Cavalry Brigade in 1897, he proved to be a popular commander who looked out for his men’s welfare. In 1899 he was promoted to major general and took command of a cavalry division during the South African War (Second Boer War) of 1899–1902. His aggressive style earned him a reputation as a first-rate cavalry commander. In 1900 he was made a lieutenant general, gaining fame for relieving Kimberley (February 17, 1900) and entering Bloemfontein (March 13) and Pretoria (June 15). In the Cape Colony during May 1901–May 1902, he directed operations against Boer guerrillas.

Following the war, in 1902 French was appointed commander of Aldershot, and in 1907 he was promoted to general with duty as inspector general of the army. In 1912 he became chief of the Imperial General Staff, and in 1913 he was promoted to field marshal. In April 1914 he resigned in the aftermath of the Curragh Mutiny in Ireland and again assumed the post of inspector general of the army. When World War I began, French was chosen to lead the BEF. He was directed to retain independence of command but to cooperate fully with France’s army, two divergent tasks that French with his mercurial temperament proved incapable of balancing.

In France the BEF found itself in battle on the left of the French Fifth Army attempting to stem the march of the invading Germans. Unfortunately, French soon demonstrated his vulnerability to the pressures of high command, including wild mood swings that caused friction with subordinates and allies. He spoke the French language poorly and did not get along with French Fifth Army commander General Charles Lanzerac.
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British field marshal Sir John Denton Pinkstone French, First Earl of Ypres, commanded the British Expeditionary Force (BEF) in France from the start of World War I in August 1914 until dissatisfaction with his leadership brought his relief in December 1915. (Library of Congress)



By late August the BEF was driven from Mons (August 23–24) and Le Cateau (August 26), both hard-fought actions that devastated the professional ranks and caused a rift between French and his subordinate, General Horace Smith-Dorrien. Convinced that France’s army was jeopardizing the survival of the BEF, a shaken French ordered his command to retreat to a position southeast of Paris. This lack of resolve prompted the dispatch of British secretary of war Field Marshal Lord Horatio Kitchener to persuade French to cooperate with French army commander General Joseph Joffre’s plans for a counterattack. On September 5 the BEF engaged the German First Army, attacking it in the flank in the First Battle of the Marne (September 5–12) in heavy fighting.

During the autumn the BEF redeployed to Flanders to improve logistics support from Britain as the war transformed into static trench warfare. French commanded during the First Battle of Ypres (October 22–November 22, 1914) that effectively finished off the original BEF, and he orchestrated the first major British offensive actions of the war at Neuve Chapelle (March 10–12, 1915), the Second Battle of Artois (May 9–June 18), and the Third Battle of Artois (September 25–October 25), which resulted in heavy British casualties and further illustrated his limited understanding of the realities of warfare on the Western Front, calling into question his fitness for high command. French’s dispute with General Sir Douglas Haig regarding the use of reserves at Loos only magnified the lack of confidence in French as commander. When French attempted to blame battlefield failure on the lack of adequate artillery shells, he ignited a scandal that reached to Prime Minister Herbert Asquith. Disappointed in French’s leadership more than the contretemps about ammunition, Asquith asked him to resign on December 15, 1915. Haig, who had been intriguing against French, was chosen as his replacement.

Removed from field command, French was made a viscount and commander of Home Forces. In May 1918 he was made lord lieutenant in Ireland, where he struggled with the issue of Irish home rule that included an assassination attempt on him by the Irish nationalist Sinn Féin organization. In 1921 French retired and was made the earl of Ypres. French died of cancer at Deal Castle, Kent, on May 22, 1925.

Had French ended his career in April 1914, his legacy might have been that of a brilliant cavalry soldier of the Victorian age. Instead, the war demonstrated his personal vindictiveness, professional incompetence, and lack of moral courage in accepting responsibility for failure that resulted in the deaths of so many British soldiers.
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Further Reading

Cassar, George H. The Tragedy of Sir John French. Newark: University of Delaware Press, 1985.

Holmes, Richard. The Little Field Marshal: Sir John French. London: Weidenfield and Nicolson, 2004.

Lowry, Bullitt. “French and 1914: His Defense of His Memoirs Examined.” Military Affairs 45(2) (April 1981): 79–84.

Neillands, Robin. The Death of Glory: The Western Front 1915. London: John Murray, 2006.

Freyberg, Bernard Cyril (1889–1963)

New Zealand Army general. Born in Surrey, England, on March 21, 1889, Bernard Cyril Freyberg moved with his family in 1891 to New Zealand, where he grew up. In 1911 Freyberg qualified as a dentist, a profession he almost never practiced. A few years later he served as a volunteer on Pancho Villa’s side in the Mexican Civil War. By August 1914, Freyberg was in London. There he met First Lord of the Admiralty Winston Churchill and through him obtained a commission as a temporary lieutenant in the Royal Navy Volunteer Reserve.

In World War I, Freyberg commanded a company in the Hood Battalion of the Royal Naval Division during the disastrous Gallipoli Campaign (April 25, 1915–January 9, 1916). In November 1916 he led the battalion in the last major attack of the Somme Campaign (July 1–November 19, 1916). Although wounded four separate times, Freyberg refused to relinquish command. For his actions he was awarded the Victoria Cross. Wounded at least six times in the war, Freyberg was also awarded the Distinguished Service Order with two bars.

Following the war Freyberg remained in the British military, transferring to the army. In 1937 a heart condition resulted in his medical discharge as a major general. When World War II began in September 1939, Freyberg was recalled and given a training command. That position was too tame a job for Freyberg, who offered his services to New Zealand. With the support of Churchill, Freyberg was appointed commander of the New Zealand Expeditionary Force.

Freyberg commanded Commonwealth forces on Crete in 1941, conducting the fighting withdrawal from the north to the south coast and then the evacuation. He then commanded the New Zealand Division in North Africa, where he often clashed with General Sir Claude Auchinleck, commander in chief of British Commonwealth forces in the Middle East. After a short mission to Syria, Freyberg and his New Zealanders returned to face German Generalfeldmarschall (field marshal) Erwin Rommel at Minqar Qaim (June 17, 1942), Alam Halfa (August 30–September 5), and El Alamein (October 23–November 4). During the pursuit across Africa following Alamein, Freyberg’s New Zealanders, reinforced with armor to corps size, swung wide to the left of the Mareth Line to hit the Germans at the Tebaga Gap. Throughout most of these actions Freyberg was up front in his mobile tactical headquarters, an M3 Stuart tank with a dummy wooden gun.

In 1942 Freyberg was promoted to lieutenant general, almost unprecedented for an Allied divisional commander. He continued to lead the New Zealand Division through Sicily and the landings on the Italian mainland. In January 1944 the New Zealand Division came under the U.S. Fifth Army. Freyberg received control of two additional British divisions and a U.S. armored regiment to become the commander of the New Zealand Corps—while simultaneously retaining command of his own division. His mission was to break through at Cassino, which led to one of the most controversial Allied actions of the war. Under his orders the medieval monastery came under heavy Allied bombing and was almost completely destroyed (February 15, 1944). Cassino and Crete were regarded as Freyberg’s two major failures in World War II, but in either case it is doubtful that any other general could have done better. During the war, Freyberg won his third and fourth Distinguished Service Orders, which is almost unprecedented.

Freyberg was knighted in 1942 and raised to the peerage in 1951 as the first Baron Freyberg. His identity with his New Zealanders was so strong that he was appointed governor-general of New Zealand in 1945. In 1950 his term in office was extended another two years at the request of the government in Wellington. In 1952 Freyberg became the lieutenant governor of Windsor Castle. He died at Windsor on July 4, 1963.

Capable and energetic, Freyberg led by example. His desire to be in the thick of the fray meant that he probably saw more direct combat than any other Allied senior commander of World War II.
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Friedrich Karl, Prince of Prussia (1828–1885)

Prussian Army field marshal. Friedrich Karl was born in Berlin on April 20, 1828, the only son of Prince Karl of Prussia, brother of King Wilhelm I. Friedrich Karl’s upbringing was military, which suited him perfectly. Albrecht von Roon, then a major, was his tutor. Friedrich Karl was the first Hohenzollern prince to undertake university studies, at the University of Bonn in 1846–1848. Returning to his regiment, he was promoted to captain. His company was one of the first to be issued the new Dryse needle gun, and he published an article on its probable influence on tactics.

Friedrich Karl participated in the First Schleswig War against Denmark in 1848. Transferring to the cavalry, in 1849 he was promoted to major and given command of a Guards Hussar squadron. In a charge against insurgents in Baden he was twice wounded. In 1851 Freidrich Karl wrote a revolutionary field manual for light troops, emphasizing the need to train men to take the initiative.

In 1852 Friedrich Karl was promoted to colonel and given command of the Guards Dragoon Regiment, instituting what was then the radical innovation of realistic field training. His uncompromising emphasis on combat readiness and his disdain for show were not appreciated by his superiors, but because he was a royal prince, his career was unaffected. In 1854 he was promoted to Generalmajor (modern-day equiv. brigadier general) and given command of the 1st Guards Cavalry Brigade. Friedrich Karl continued to publish groundbreaking studies of modern tactics and training, including On French Tactics (1859), which emphasized the importance of troop morale. In 1857 he was promoted to Generalleutnant (modern-day equiv. major general) and given command of the 1st Guards Infantry Division, but massive opposition to his training methods led him to resign in 1858, deeply discouraged. In 1859 when there was a threat of war with France, he was given command of III Corps. Frederick Karl emphasized tough, realistic training and made his corps the standard for the rest of the Prussian Army.

Promoted to General der Kavallerie (modern-day equiv. lieutenant general), Friedrich Karl played a leading role in strategic planning and in leading his corps, then his army, during the Second Schleswig War of 1864 against Denmark. During the Austro-Prussian War of 1866, his was the first Prussian army to arrive on the field at Königgrätz, and in the ensuing battle on July 3, the First Army held off almost the entire numerically superior Austrian army for seven hours and punished it so severely that it took only the arrival of a single division from the Prussian Second Army to seal the Prussian victory.

During the Franco-Prussian War (1870–1871) Friedrich Karl commanded the Second Army, distinguishing himself in the Battle of Vionville-Mars-la-Tour (August 16, 1870) and the Battle of Gravelotte–St. Privat (August 18). He conducted the Siege of Metz, causing defeatist French marshal Achille François Bazaine to surrender there (October 27). Dispatched to the Loire, Frederich Karl won battles against the French at Orléans (December 2) and Le Mans (January 10–12, 1871), being rewarded for his great services with promotion to Generalfeldmarschall (field marshal).

After the war, Prince Friedrich Karl served as army inspector general. He died of a heart attack at Klein-Glienicke near Berlin on June 15, 1885.

Terence Zuber
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Frunze, Mikhail Vasilyevich (1885–1925)

Russian general and political leader. Born into a military family in Pishpek (Frunze), Moldavia, on February 2, 1885, Mikhail Vasilyevich Frunze graduated from the Verryi Academy in 1904 and then studied at the St. Petersburg Polytechnic Institute, where he joined the Bolshevik Party in 1905 and became a professional revolutionary. Frunze was arrested and sentenced to internal exile several times during 1905–1914, the last to permanent exile in Siberia. He returned illegally during World War I to become a statistician in the All-Russian Zemstov Union. Frunze then headed the Bolshevik underground organization in Minsk and was elected a delegate to the First Congress of the Soviet of Peasant Deputies in Petrograd (St. Petersburg), where he met Vladimir Lenin in May 1917. Frunze chaired the Soviet of Workers’, Peasants’, and Soldiers’ Deputies in Shuya. He then led several thousand workers and soldiers in the Moscow Uprising on October 30, 1917.

When the Russian Civil War (1917–1922) began, Frunze went through several promotions to head the Southern Army Group in March 1919. Following victories over Admiral Aleksandr Kolchak’s White forces, Frunze took command of the Eastern Front in July. He went on to defeat White forces in both Turkestan and Ukraine, and in November he secured control of the Crimea and pushed White forces under Pyotr Wrangel out of Russia entirely.

In 1921 Frunze joined the Central Committee and three years later became a candidate member of the Politburo. He was appointed deputy director for military affairs in March 1924 and then became commissar for military and naval affairs, in effect head of the Russian armed forces, in January 1925. An ardent communist who believed in world revolution and the political indoctrination of the Russian armed forces, as commissar Frunze created a network of military schools and presided over compulsory peacetime military service and standardization of training. He bequeathed a mass conscript army, preferences for maneuver warfare and tactical initiative, and the concept of unified command of combined arms. A prolific author, Frunze wrote The Military and Political Education of the Red Army (1921) and Lenin and the Red Army (1925). Frunze died from chloroform poisoning during a stomach operation on October 31, 1925. There is some speculation that Soviet dictator Joseph Stalin ordered his death.

A talented field general and a gifted military theorist, Frunze is considered one of the fathers of the Red Army. The Frunze Military Academy is named for him.
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Fuller, John Frederick Charles (1878–1966)

British Army general, theorist of armored warfare, and writer. Born in Chichester, England, on September 1, 1878, John Frederick Charles Fuller attended Sandhurst in 1897 and was commissioned in 1898. He acquired the nickname “Boney” from his resemblance to and admiration of Napoleon Bonaparte. Fuller fought in the South African (Boer) War (1898–1902) and served in India, which stimulated a lifelong interest in Eastern religion and mysticism. He attended the British Army Staff College, Camberley, in 1913.

By temperament a meticulous if abrasive and outspoken staff officer, Fuller during World War I served at VIII Corps and Third Army headquarters until December 1916, when he became chief of staff to Major General Sir Hugh Elles and the Heavy Branch, Machine-Gun Corps (later the Tank Corps). Initially skeptical about the value of tanks, Fuller soon embraced them as a war-winning weapon, one that would restore Napoleonic mobility and decisiveness to the Western Front.

Fuller planned the initially successful attack by tanks at Cambrai (November 20, 1917). In recognition of his achievement, he received command of the Tank Branch in 1918. Fuller then developed his Plan 1919 that called for a mass armor assault on the Western Front by thousands of tanks supported by air, artillery, and motorized infantry. The goal was to decapitate enemy headquarters, causing “strategic paralysis” and a breakdown in cohesion within the enemy’s formations. Aircraft would spread confusion by attacking and dislocating supply centers and road and rail junctions. The war ended before the plan could be fully developed and executed.

In 1922 Fuller became chief instructor at the Staff College, and in 1926 he became military assistant to the chief of the Imperial General Staff. Fuller then commanded an experimental brigade at Aldershot before serving as a staff officer in the 2nd Division during 1927–1930. A zealot for mechanized warfare, he predicted that armored divisions would replace horse cavalry as the elite arm of exploitation and decision in modern armies. His strident proselytizing won him few converts, although an important one was Basil Liddell Hart. Together with Brigadier General Percy Hobart, these men collectively became prophets with little honor in their own country.

Promoted to major general in 1930, Fuller was placed on half pay that same year and then on the retired list in December 1933 after publishing Generalship: Its Diseases and Their Cure (1932–1933). He joined the British Union of Fascists and briefly served as Sir Oswald Mosley’s adviser on defense. Fuller continued to write on military matters, publishing the three-volume The Decisive Battles of the Western World, and Their Influence upon History (1954–1956). Fuller died at Falmouth, England, on February 10, 1966. He was an insightful and original military thinker who nonetheless had a tendency to antagonize others, thus weakening the chance for the adoption of his ideas.
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Gage, Thomas (ca. 1719–1787)

British general. Thomas Gage, born the second son of Irish viscount Thomas Gage in late 1719 or early 1720, was assisted in his military career by his elder brother William, who inherited the family estate. The younger Thomas Gage was educated at the Westminster School, and sometime after leaving school in 1736, he was commissioned an ensign. Gage fought in the War of the Austrian Succession (1740–1748) and saw action at the Battle of Fontenoy in Belgium (May 10, 1745).

During the Jacobite Rebellion, Gage served under the Duke of Cumberland in the Battle of Culloden (April 16, 1746). Gage then returned to the continent for the remainder of the War of the Austrian Succession, serving in Flanders and Holland. In 1748 he purchased a major’s commission and later advanced to lieutenant colonel in March 1751.

At the beginning of the French and Indian War (1754–1763), Gage went to Virginia with his regiment, the 44th Foot. He took part in Major General Edward Braddock’s ill-fated Fort Duquesne expedition, commanding the advanced guard in the British defeat by the French and Indians in the Battle of the Monongahela (July 9, 1755), where he was slightly wounded. Gage was temporarily commander of the 44th Regiment (its commander was killed in the battle), but efforts by his friends to secure him its colonelcy failed.

Gage was second-in-command to Governor William Shirley in the unsuccessful Mohawk Valley Campaign (August–September 1756). Gage also took part in Lord Loudoun’s successful assault on Fort Louisbourg (June–September 1757). Gage then raised a local light regiment (the 8th Foot), earning his colonelcy in 1757. He was wounded leading the advance guard in the unsuccessful British attack on Fort Ticonderoga (July 1758). Ordered by British commander in chief in North America Major General Jeffery Amherst to attack French Fort La Galette in New York, Gage decided when he reached Niagara that he had insufficient forces for the task and turned back, thereby incurring Amherst’s displeasure. During the winter of 1759–1760 Gage commanded at Albany and then had charge of the rear guard during Amherst’s advance on Montreal (March–September 1760).

Gage was the governor of Lower Canada at Quebec during 1761–1763, proving to be both a fair and able administrator. In 1761 he won promotion to major general. In November 1763 he succeeded Amherst as commander in North America with his headquarters at New York. Promoted to lieutenant general in December 1770, Gage returned briefly to Britain during June 1773–May 1774 but was ordered back to the restive American colonies as both British commander in chief and governor of Massachusetts in May 1774 at Boston. Unlike the ministry in London, Gage was well informed about conditions in America and was pessimistic about the prospects for an easy British victory over the Patriots if war came. He soon requested additional troops. London regarded him as an alarmist or worse. Gage several times sent troops out from Boston to destroy Patriot stocks of arms and munitions, but a similar effort at Concord sparked the American Revolutionary War on April 19, 1775. Following the pyrrhic British victory in the Battle of Bunker Hill (Breed’s Hill, June 17), Gage was recalled to Britain. He turned over his command to Major General William Howe on October 10 and sailed for Britain, where he was formally relieved of his post in North America on April 18, 1776.

Gage returned to active duty in 1781 and organized militia in Kent against a possible French invasion. Promoted to general in November 1782, Gage died at his home in Portland on April 19, 1787.

A capable but prudent commander and an exceptionally able administrator, Gage knew America well. The ministry in London would have been well served to have followed his advice.
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Galland, Adolf Joseph Ferdinand (1912–1996)

German Air Force pilot and general. Born on March 19, 1912, in Westerholt, Westphalia, Adolf “Dolfo” Joseph Ferdinand Galland began flying gliders at age 19. In 1931 he was accepted to train as pilot at the Deutsches Fliegerschule. As a Staffelkapitan (squadron leader), Galland flew 300 ground-support missions in the Kondor Legion during the Spanish Civil War of 1936–1939.

Galland commanded a ground attack squadron during the German invasion of Poland in September 1939 that began World War II, but he transferred to fighters in the spring of 1940. During the invasion of France and the Low Countries in May 1940, Galland was the adjutant for Jagdgeschwader (fighter wing) 27 (JG27). Although his opportunities for combat were limited, he ended the campaign with 17 victories and the Knight’s Cross. Major Galland commanded III.JG26 (Third Group, JG26) in the Battle of Britain (July 10–October 31, 1940). At the end of that campaign he had a total of 40 victories, the Oak Leaves to the Knights Cross, and command of JG26. While the majority of the Luftwaffe transferred to the east for Operation BARBAROSSA, the German invasion of the Soviet Union, Galland and JG26 remained on the English Channel coast to defend the homeland.

Following the death of his friend and rival Werner Mölders in November 1941, Galland was named as Mölders’s replacement as general of fighters (an office, not a rank). Promoted to Generalmajor (U.S. equiv. brigadier general) in 1942, Galland was the youngest general in the German Armed Forces. While Galland commanded German fighter defenses against Royal Air Force and U.S. Army Air Forces bombing campaigns, he remained at odds with Luftwaffe commander Hermann Göring and Chancellor Adolf Hitler on how to prosecute the air war.

Galland was relieved of his command in January 1945. His reputation was such that he was allowed to form his own squadron, Jagdverband (provisional fighter squadron) 44 (JV44). It was known as the “Squadron of Experts” because Galland recruited the best pilots. Shot down and seriously wounded, Galland ended the war in a hospital. His official tally was 104 kills. Taken prisoner at the end of the war, he was released in 1947. Galland served as adviser to the Argentine Air Force but returned to Germany in 1955 to run an aerospace consulting firm. He died in Oberwinter, Germany, on February 9, 1996.

Blunt and outspoken, Galland was one of Germany’s top aces of the war. His fortes were as pilot and tactician rather than as administrator, but he worked hard to improve Germany’s fighter forces during the war.
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Gallieni, Joseph Simon (1849–1916)

French Army marshal and colonial soldier/administrator. Born on April 13, 1849, at St. Beat (Haute Gironde), Joseph Simon Gallieni attended the French military academy of Saint-Cyr. Commissioned in the French Naval Infantry (marines) in 1870, he distinguished himself in the Franco-German War of 1870–1871.

Gallieni spent most of his military career in the French colonies. He first served in Réunion and in Senegal. Promoted to captain in 1878, he directed topographical surveys in Niger. During 1883–1886, he was in Martinique. He was then stationed in the Sudan. Returning to France in 1888, Gallieni graduated with distinction from the École de Guerre. Promoted to colonel in 1892, he was assigned to Tonkin in the area bordering China. There he instituted highly effective pacification policies centered on strongpoints to ensure security and win over the local population. This became known as the oil slick policy, the gradual spreading of control over the countryside. Gallieni’s success in Tonkin earned him a posting in 1896 as military governor of Madagascar, then in revolt against France. He suppressed the revolt and during nine years on the island carried out a number of reforms, improving the lot of the people and carrying out public works such as building roads and railroads.

Hailed as a colonial hero, Gallieni returned to France in 1905 to restore his health. Appointed inspector general of colonial troops, he became a member of the Supreme War Council, in which capacity he helped nominate one of his subordinates from Madagascar, General Joseph Joffre, as commander of the French Army. Gallieni retired from the army in April 1914.

Recalled to active military service on August 26, 1914, Gallieni assumed the post of military governor of Paris, then threatened by the German advance. He was also the designated successor to Joffre if the latter were killed or incapacitated. On September 2 the French government withdrew to Bordeaux, leaving Gallieni in charge of the capital.

Gallieni had temporary command of General Michel Maunoury’s Sixth Army, but the city’s defenses were in poor repair. The threat to Paris was eased when German general Alexander von Kluck turned his First Army to move southeast of the city. Aware of this shift through aerial reconnaissance, later verified by cavalry patrols and documents found on a dead German officer, Gallieni knew that the Germans would be vulnerable to a flanking movement from Paris.

Employing both Maunoury’s Sixth Army and the Paris garrison, Gallieni immediately took advantage of the opportunity. On September 3, he pressed Joffre to allow such a strike while at the same time ordering the Sixth Army to prepare. The blow fell on the afternoon of September 6 along the Ourcq River. With the French fighting desperately to hold, Gallieni rushed 6,000 desperately needed French reinforcements from Paris to the front in 600 Paris taxis. Gallieni had favored a flanking attack from Paris rather than the frontal attack ordered by Joffre. Gallieni’s plan, had it been executed, might have brought a more sweeping French victory.

Appointed minister of war in October 1915, Gallieni provided effective service in that post until he was obliged to withdraw for reasons of health in March 1916. He died at Versailles on May 27, 1916.

Gallieni was posthumously promoted to marshal of France in April 1921. He wrote numerous books on his colonial activities. These included Mission d’exploration du Haut-Niger: Voyage au Soudan français (1885), Deux campagnes au Soudan français, 1886–1888 (1891), Trois colonnes au Tonkin, 1894–1895 (1899), Madagascar de 1896 à 1905 (1905), and Neuf ans à Madagascar (1908).

An exceptional colonial officer and administrator, Gallieni was not afraid to try innovative approaches.

Philippe Haudrère and Spencer C. Tucker
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Gamelin, Maurice Gustave (1872–1958)

French Army general. Born in Paris on September 20, 1872, Maurice Gustave Gamelin was commissioned in the French Army in 1893 on graduation from the French military academy of Saint-Cyr. His rise in the army was closely linked to French Army chief of staff Général de Division Joseph J. C. Joffre. Promoted to captain in 1906, Gamelin was selected by Joffre as his aide. Gamelin served as Joffre’s operations officer at the beginning of World War I and remained with him until the latter’s dismissal in December 1916. During the remainder of the war, Gamelin served with distinction. Promoted to général de brigade in 1916, he commanded a brigade; advanced to général de division in 1918, he assumed command of a division.

Following World War I Gamelin commanded French forces in the Middle East, where he helped pacify the Druze in Lebanon. He became chief of the General Staff in 1931 and commander in chief designate in 1935, replacing Maxime Weygand. Gamelin benefitted from the patronage of Radical Party politician Edouard Daladier, who was three times premier in the 1930s. The two men, both veterans of the Battle of Verdun during World War I, agreed on the need to modernize French forces. As chief of staff, Gamelin supported mechanization and investments in airpower. Against his wishes, the French government proceeded with the construction of the Maginot Line, leaving little money for reforms that he championed. As with his mentor Joffre, Gamelin isolated himself and had little contact with his men, refusing even to have a telephone installed at his headquarters at Vincennes.

Général d’Armée (not a rank but an appointment) Gamelin urged France to fund emergency modernization measures in 1938, but French politicians, including Daladier, disagreed. In the first months of World War II, Gamelin advocated waiting for the British to rearm fully before assuming the offensive. He assumed (correctly) that Germany would not attack the Maginot Line. Gamelin also assumed (incorrectly) that the Germans could not attempt to cross the Ardennes Forest. He believed that they would attack through Belgium as in 1914.

Gamelin bears primary responsibility for the disastrous Dyle Plan, which called for Allied forces to move into Belgium to meet an anticipated German invasion. The plan underestimated the strength of the Maginot Line, devoting half of French effectives there, and also left 100 miles of the Ardennes virtually unguarded. Gamelin learned nothing from the Polish campaign and thus failed to fully appreciate the speed and strength of the German Army. The Dyle Plan placed French troops in an untenable position in Belgium and northeastern France. Worse, the Germans anticipated its broad outlines and planned to defeat it by moving through the Ardennes and then north and west toward the English Channel ports.

When Paul Reynaud replaced Daladier as premier on March 21, 1940, Daladier remained in the government, first as defense minister and then as foreign minister, but his patronage could not save Gamelin. The day of the German invasion of France (May 10), Reynaud was involved in discussions designed to remove Gamelin, in whom he had little confidence. Reynaud finally replaced him on May 19 with General Maxime Weygand, the man Gamelin had succeeded in 1935.

Following the defeat of France, the Vichy government arrested Gamelin and brought him to trial at Riom, where he refused to defend himself. Deported to Germany in 1943, Gamelin was released by the Allies at the end of the war. After the war he wrote his three-volume memoir, Servir (1946–1947). Gamelin died in Paris on April 18, 1958.

A fine staff officer and administrator, Gamelin was an utter failure as an army commander and strategist. He failed to understand the changes in warfare that had occurred and were demonstrated by the German Army in Poland.

Michael S. Neiberg
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Garibaldi, Giuseppe (1807–1882)

Italian patriot and general. Born in Nice on July 4, 1807, Giuseppe Garibaldi became a merchant seaman and then enlisted in the navy of the Kingdom of Sardinia (Sardinia-Piedmont) in 1833. Embracing the cause of Italian unification and being a close associate of Giuseppe Mazzini, Garibaldi joined Mazzini’s Young Italy movement that sought to bring about unification and a democratic government. Involved with Mazzini in a plot to overthrow the Sardinian monarchy, Garibaldi was forced to flee abroad and was sentenced to death in absentia in 1834.

Arriving in South America, Garibaldi became a privateer captain for the Brazilian state of Rio Grande do Sul. Transferring his allegiance to Uruguay in 1843, he raised a unit of expatriate Italians to fight against Argentina during 1843–1847. Garibaldi won an early battle at Sant-Antonio (1846) but sailed for Europe on learning of the revolutionary upheavals of 1847–1848 and arrived at Nice in June 1848. He wrote to King Charles Albert offering to fight in the Sardinian Army against Austria. Not receiving a reply, Garibaldi joined the fight against the Austrians at Milan and led a small number of patriots out of that city following its surrender (August 9). He then waged a guerrilla campaign lasting several weeks against the occupying Austrians but was forced into Switzerland.
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Italian patriot Giuseppe Garibaldi dedicated his life to the unification of Italy. An inspirational leader of irregular troops, in 1860 his One Thousand conquered Sicily and southern Italy, leading to creation of the Kingdom of Italy. (Perry-Castaneda Library)



Invited to Rome to lead republican forces there, Garibaldi arrived in that city on December 12, 1848, and took command of its defenses, repulsing the initial French Army attack on Rome (April 29–30, 1849), Neapolitan troops at Palestrina (May 9) and Velletri (May 19), and a second French assault on Rome (June 3). The French reinforced and settled down to a siege of Rome. Realizing that the situation was hopeless, Garibaldi concluded an agreement with French commander Marshal Nicolas Oudinot (June 30) that allowed Garibaldi and some 4,000 volunteers of his men to march out of the city (July 2). Hoping to join his men to the defenders of the Republic of Venice, Garibaldi marched north, but most of his men were killed, captured, or dispersed by far more numerous French, Austrian, Spanish, and loyalist Italian pursuing forces.

During 1849–1854, Garibaldi was in exile in America. Reaching agreement with the Sardinian government, he returned there and, on the outbreak of war with Austria in March 1859, assumed command of a brigade in the Sardinian Army as a major general. He won a victory at Varese (May 26) and liberated considerable territory before the armistice of Villafranca ended hostilities in July. Under the terms of the armistice, Sardinia secured Lombardy but not Venetia. Disgusted with the outcome, he went to Tuscany to assist the revolutionary government there and plan a march on Rome. Forbidden to embark on the latter course by Sardinian king Victor Emmanuel I, Garibaldi resigned his commission in the Sardinian Army.

In May 1860 Garibaldi sailed in a handful of steamers from Genoa with 1,000 handpicked followers, known as the Red Shirts, to assist a revolt in Sicily. He won a victory at Calatafimi (May 15) and then captured Parma (May 27–30), held by 20,000 men. Crossing over the Straits of Messina to Naples on August 18–19, Garibaldi entered Naples (September 7) and then waited for Sardinian troops to march south, agreeing to surrender his conquests to Sardinia and enabling the new Kingdom of Italy to annex the former Kingdom of Naples. Declining all honors, he retired to home on Caprera Island.

In 1861 on the outbreak of the American Civil War, Garibaldi offered his services to the Union side, providing he be placed in command of all the forces. President Abraham Lincoln declined the offer. In 1862 Garibaldi again tried to seize Rome, now garrisoned by the French Army, but was prevented from doing so by troops of the Kingdom of Italy and was wounded and captured in May. In 1866 when Italy allied with Prussia against Austria, Garibaldi again led a small force against the Austrians but was defeated at Bececca (July 21, 1866). He again attempted to seize Rome but was defeated at Mentana by a French and papal force (November 3, 1867). In early September 1870 on the outbreak of war between France and Prussia, the French troops were recalled from Rome, and Italian troops marched in (September 20). Pope Pius IX shut himself up as the “prisoner in the Vatican.” Garibaldi had realized his dream, for Rome now became the capital of a united Italy.

Recruiting 20,000 Italian volunteers, Garibaldi entered the Franco-Prussian War on the side of the French Republic, fighting in the Battle of Belfort (January 15–17, 1871). Elected to the new National Assembly of the French Republic that same year, he soon resigned and returned to Italy, where he was elected to the Italian parliament in 1874. Garibaldi died on the island of Caprera off Sardinia on June 2, 1882.

A staunch patriot and a brave and capable commander of irregular troops, Garibaldi was probably the best-known revolutionary of the 18th century. A lifelong advocate of democratic government, he was, however, out of his element in regular warfare and the higher levels of government and diplomacy.
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Gavin, James Maurice (1907–1990)

U.S. Army general and pioneer of U.S. airborne forces. Born in Brooklyn, New York, on March 22, 1907, the illegitimate child of an Irish immigrant, James Maurice Gavin was adopted by a Pennsylvania family at 18 months of age. He enlisted in the army at age 17 and a year later secured a special appointment to the U.S. Military Academy, West Point, graduating in 1929.

Gavin attended the Infantry School at Fort Benning and served in the Philippines. In 1940 he was an instructor at West Point but then transferred to duty with parachute troops. In July 1942 he took command of the 505th Parachute Infantry Regiment, which in March 1943 joined Major General Matthew Ridgway’s 82nd Airborne Division.

In July the 505th Parachute Infantry Regiment spearheaded the invasion of Sicily. That September the regiment jumped into the Salerno, Italy, beachhead. Promoted to brigadier general in October, Gavin became assistant division commander. From November 1943 to February 1944 he helped plan Operation OVERLORD. Gavin parachuted with the 82nd Airborne Division into Normandy on the night of June 5–6, 1944.

In August 1944, Gavin assumed command of the 82nd Airborne Division at age 37. He led the division in its fourth combat jump in September in Operation MARKET-GARDEN, when the division captured the Nijmegen bridge. In October, Gavin was promoted to major general. At the end of 1944 the 82nd Airborne Division fought in the Battle of the Bulge, and in April 1945 the division crossed the Elbe, where Gavin took the surrender of 150,000 German troops. By the end of the war, he had more combat jumps than any other general in history.

Gavin commanded the 82nd Airborne Division until 1948. He then served as chief of staff of the Fifth Army, chief of staff of Allied Forces South, commander of VII Corps, and army deputy chief of staff for research and development. Advanced to lieutenant general in March 1955, Gavin was slated for promotion to full general when he retired in protest in 1958 over President Dwight D. Eisenhower’s defense policy, which gave priority to nuclear forces. During 1961–1962, Gavin was ambassador to France.

Gavin strongly opposed U.S. involvement in Vietnam and, once U.S. troops were committed there, advocated a limited U.S. strategy of securing key bases, the so-called enclave strategy. In 1968 he published a book, Crisis Now, and briefly toyed with running for president. Gavin retired from the firm of Arthur D. Little in 1977. He died at Baltimore on February 23, 1990, of complications from Parkinson’s disease.
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Genghis Khan (1162–1227)

Mongol leader who united the diverse tribes of Mongolia at the beginning of the 13th century and led them across Asia and into Europe. Temujin, who became known as Genghis (Chingghis, Jenghis) Khan (“Supreme Ruler”), the name he took for himself, was born in the Gobi Desert of Mongolia in 1162, the elder son of Yesügei (Yesukai) the Strong, chieftain of a subclan of the Great Mongols in north-central Mongolia. On the murder of his father in 1175, Temujin fled into the desert with the remainder of his family. By age 17, he had put together a band of followers and was leading them in raids against his enemies. During the course of years of fighting in the desert, he gained a reputation for boldness, leadership, and cunning as well as astute diplomacy. His forces steadily grew in size, and by 1188 he probably had 20,000 men under arms. Temujin soon assembled a highly effective staff and gave considerable attention to improving weapons, equipment, tactics, and communication. His goal was to unify the diverse tribes of Mongolia and then conquer the neighboring non-Mongolian peoples.

By 1204, Temujin had taken the name of Genghis Khan and had unified the diverse tribes of Mongolia through a common-law system and the threat of military action. Taking advantage of the skill in horsemanship instilled in every Mongolian male from youth, he assembled a formidable and highly mobile force and then prepared to use it to conquer much of Asia.

Genghis Khan’s armies first invaded the Western Xia Empire in late 1205. Frustrated in several campaigns by its defensive fortifications, he hired Chinese engineers to help him overcome these, finally conquering that empire in 1209. Exploiting internal divisions within China, Genghis Khan then sent his armies against the Jin (Chin) Empire in 1211, penetrating the Great Wall and finally occupying the northern capital of Beijing in 1215, although all of China would not be conquered until 1234 after his death.

The Mongols next conquered the Central Asian empire of Kara Khitai in 1218 and then the Muslim Khwarazmian Empire in the area between the Aral Sea and Afghanistan, ruled by Shah Muhammad, in 1222. At the same time, Genghis Khan sent Mongol armies into the southern Caucasus in 1222. They decisively defeated a Russian-Cunnan army in the Battle of the Kalka River (1223). Genghis Khan then mounted a second invasion of the Tangut kingdom of Western Xia, whose ruler had failed to obey the Great Khan. Genghis Khan died on August 18, 1227, during the Siege of Ningxia (Ning-hsia). The cause of death remains unknown and has been attributed to being slain in battle, illness, falling from a horse, or being wounded in hunting or in battle. His dreams of conquest did not die with him, for his successors conquered not only China but also India and much of Eastern Europe before the end of the 13th century.

A brilliant military commander and strategist, Genghis Khan had by the time of his death built one of the world’s largest empires. The administrative system he established for the empire was both efficient and fair.

Spencer C. Tucker
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Geronimo (1829–1909)

Chiricahua Apache war leader and medicine man. Geronimo, named Goyahkla at birth, was born on June 16, 1829, on the upper Gila River near the present Arizona–New Mexico border. The Mexicans gave him the name Geromino, Spanish for Jerome, with St. Jerome being the Catholic saint of lost causes. Legend has it that Mexican soldiers invoked St. Jerome’s name when they fought against Geronimo’s raiding parties, and the name eventually stuck. Geronimo was born into the Bedonkohe band, which was closely associated with the Chiricahuas. As a youth, he honed his skills as a hunter and marksman and learned survival skills that would serve him well throughout his storied career.

In 1850 when he was 21 years old, Geronimo went with the Mimbres Apache war leader Mangas Coloradas to Janos, Mexico, where they raided several Mexican settlements. During Geronimo’s absence, Mexicans attacked his family’s encampment; Geronimo’s mother, wife, and three young children were all slain. The tragedy instilled in Geronimo a deep hatred of Mexicans.

After the 1850 expedition, Geronimo continued to develop warrior and raiding skills under Mangas Coloradas. Geronimo engaged in a number of raids against both Mexicans and Americans and is thought to have been a participant in the Battle of Apache Pass (July 1862). He began associating with other notable Apache leaders such as Victorio, Juh, and Cochise and lived among the followers of Cochise. In 1871 during a particularly bloody battle in Arizona against U.S. military forces, Geronimo may have been responsible for the death of Lieutenant Howard B. Cushing. In the meantime, Geronimo continued to raid settlements on both sides of the U.S.-Mexican border.
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Chiricahua Apache leader Geronimo, a pivotal figure during the final phase of the North American Indian Wars in the late 19th century. Geronimo was, in 1886, the last major recalcitrant Indian leader to surrender. (Library of Congress)



Geronimo eventually allied himself with Victorio and in 1877 took up residence with his followers at the Ojo Caliente Reservation in New Mexico. Shortly after Geronimo’s arrival, the reservation agent had him arrested and placed in irons. This began a long series of intrepid breakouts and arrests. By 1878, Geronimo was back in Mexico and allied with the Nednhi Apache war chief Juh. Geronimo participated in numerous raids conducted by Juh and his followers, who subsequently took up residence at the San Carlos Reservation in southern Arizona, where Juh and Geronimo were forbidden to leave by U.S. authorities. Nevertheless, in 1881 Geronimo escaped along with Juh and their followers, who settled in Mexico’s Sierra Madre for about a year. In 1882 Geronimo and Juh led a daring raid on the San Carlos Reservation, ostensibly to win the release of Chief Loco, but several hundred Native Americans located there decided to follow Geronimo and Juh.

In 1884 after Geronimo had again returned to San Carlos, he voluntarily surrendered to American authorities; however, less than two years later he eluded officials and was again on the run. He remained at large until March 1886, when he surrendered, this time to Brigadier General George Crook at Cañon de los Embudos, just south of the U.S.-Mexican border. Geronimo and his followers halted temporarily in southeastern Arizona, where an unscrupulous liquor salesman clandestinely entered the encampment and proceeded to provide enough liquor to inebriate Geronimo and his followers. The salesman then convinced Geronimo that if he and his followers did not leave the area at once, they would likely be killed by U.S. forces.

Geronimo and his people fled and were on the run for at least six months; meanwhile, Geronimo continued to conduct raids. U.S. forces pursued Geronimo and the Apaches tenaciously, however, and by the late summer of 1886 the Native Americans were exhausted, sick, and hungry. Thus, in early September 1886 Geronimo sent word that he would surrender. He met personally with Brigadier General Nelson A. Miles in Skeleton Canyon, Arizona, to discuss the terms. On September 4, the Apaches formally surrendered. Geronimo and some of his followers remained at Fort Bowie until September 8, at which time they were placed on a train bound for Florida.

Eventually Geronimo and other Apache leaders were detained at Fort Marion in St. Augustine; their families, however, were sent to Fort Pickens near Pensacola, some 300 miles distant. This violated the terms of the surrender, which guaranteed that families would not be split up. By May 1888, the Apaches were reunited in Mount Vernon, Alabama. Geronimo embraced his new life, cooperating with U.S. officials and missionaries, converting to Christianity, and even becoming a local justice of the peace. In 1892 the Apaches were relocated again, this time to Indian Territory (Oklahoma). Geronimo died at the age of 80 at Fort Sill, Oklahoma, on February 26, 1909.

Paul G. Pierpaoli Jr.
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Gneisenau, August Wilhelm Anton, Graf Neithardt von (1760–1831)

Prussian field marshal and military reformer. Born at Schildau, Saxony, on October 27, 1760, August Wilhelm Anton Gneisenau was the son of an artillery officer. He studied at Erfurt University and then joined the Austrian Army, serving in its cavalry during 1778–1780. Joining the army of Bayreuth-Anspach, as a lieutenant Gneisenau served in Canada during 1782–1783 in mercenary forces employed by Britain during the American Revolutionary War (1775–1783).

In 1786 Gneisenau joined the Prussian Army as a captain and was assigned to the King’s Suite, a nascent general staff. By 1790 he was a staff captain, and in 1795 he led the 15th Fusiliers in the Third Partition of Poland. Gneisenau fought in the 1806–1807 Prussian war against France and was wounded in the Battle of Jena (October 14, 1806). He won wide recognition for leading the Prussian defense of Colberg, Pomerania (May 20–July 2, 1807), which won him promotion to lieutenant colonel.

Following the disastrous Treaties of Tilsit (July 7–9, 1807), King Frederick William III appointed the Military Reorganization Commission under Gerhard von Scharnhorst. As a member of this body, Gneisenau helped produce such proposals as an effective reserve system, officer promotion on the basis of performance rather than seniority, an end to corporal punishment, and the establishment of a true general staff.

Following extensive travel abroad in Britain, Russia, and Sweden, Gneisenau returned to Prussia to become chief of staff to Prussian Army commander General Gerhard von Blücher in June 1813, serving with him in the War of German Liberation. Gneisenau played a major role in victories at Katzbach (August 26, 1813) and Leipzig (October 16–19), for which he was created a count. He continued with Blücher in the invasion of France in the spring of 1814 and the subsequent capture of Paris (March 31). The two men were a perfect complement to one another. Gneisenau was with Blücher the next year in the Waterloo Campaign and fought in the Battle of Ligny (June 16, 1815). When Blücher was wounded, Gneisenau took the important decision following this Prussian defeat not to retire back on the Prussian base, making it possible to march to and support the British at Waterloo (June 18).

Upset by what he considered the lenient treatment of France and the postponement by the conservative Prussian establishment of many of the liberal reforms he advocated, Gneisenau resigned from military service in 1816. He spent the last 15 years of his life in a series of largely honorific posts, including mayor of Berlin in 1818. Advanced to field marshal in 1825 on the 10th anniversary of the Battle of Waterloo, Gneisenau commanded the Prussian Army of Observation sent to the eastern frontier during the abortive Polish Revolution of 1831. Gneisenau died in Posen (Poznań), Pomerania, Prussia, of cholera on August 23, 1831.

Brave, intelligent, and a capable commander, Gneisenau was also a staunch supporter of German unification. A brilliant staff officer, he saw most of his reforms set aside by the conservative establishment, not to be implemented until the middle of the 19th century and the rebuilding of the Prussian Army under Helmuth von Moltke.
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Gordon, Charles George (1833–1885)

British general. Born at Woolwich, England, on January 28, 1833, the fourth son of a British general, Charles George Gordon entered the Royal Military Academy, Woolwich, at age 15 and was commissioned a second lieutenant in the Royal Engineers in 1852. He fought in the Crimean War (1853–1856) as a lieutenant in the trenches and immediately attracted attention as an intelligent and capable young officer. Gordon then served on the international commission surveying the Russo-Turkish border in Armenia during 1856–1858. During the Second Opium War (Arrow War) of 1859–1860, he volunteered for service in China, where he distinguished himself in the assault on the Dagu (Taku) Forts (August 21, 1859) and the capture of Peking (Beijing, October 6). Gordon stayed on in China and secured a commission as a general in the Chinese Imperial Army and command of the Ever Victorious Army in April 1863, a mercenary force that won some 30 victories and contributed to the defeat of the great Taiping Rebellion (1850–1864). His extensive service in China and affectation for Chinese attire earned him the nickname “Chinese Gordon.”

Returning to Britain, Gordon commanded the Royal Engineers post at Gravesend in 1865 and then served on the Danubian Commission in Romania in 1871. Appointed governor of the southern Sudan in late 1873, he took up his post in March 1874. Following a brief time in Britain during December 1876–March 1877, he became governor of the entire Sudan. During his years in the Sudan, Gordon traveled extensively, built a series of military outposts, and worked to eradicate the slave trade.

Returning to Britain in May 1880, Gordon traveled to China, where he advised the Chinese government not to go to war with Russia. Following a year in Britain, he assumed command of the engineer post in Mauritius during April 1881–April 1882 and then was briefly in the Cape Colony, reorganizing local forces. Gordon spent nearly the entire year of 1883 in Palestine studying the Bible. He then accepted appointment from King Leopold I of Belgium to serve as governor of the Congo in January 1884.

Meanwhile, a prophet arose in the Sudan. Calling himself the Mahdi, he soon raised thousands of followers known as Dervishes. Following the annihilation of Egyptian forces sent against the Mahdi, British prime minister William Gladstone decided to evacuate Europeans and Egyptians from the Sudan and charged Gordon with this task, although Gladstone’s orders were somewhat ambiguous.

Deeply religious and more than a little eccentric, Gordon also had a martyr fixation. Reaching Cairo, he ignored his orders and convinced the Egyptian government to take a course of reestablishing control of the Sudan. Gordon went up the Nile to Khartoum, arriving there on February 18, 1884. Although 2,000 women and children were successfully evacuated, Gordon dallied, and his force became besieged at Khartoum on March 13, 1884. A furious Gladstone delayed sending out a relief expedition under General Sir Garnet Joseph Wolseley, who also dallied. As Wolseley’s men at last moved up the Nile and neared Khartoum, the Dervishes swept over the British defenses and killed Gordon on the steps of the palace on January 26, 1885, placing his severed head before the feet of the Mahdi. The British did not return to the Sudan until 1896, under General Sir Herbert Kitchener.

A remarkable individual and gifted commander of foreign forces, Gordon was also a superb organizer and an indefatigable administrator.

Spencer C. Tucker
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Görgey, Artúr (1818–1916)

Staunch Hungarian patriot and leading general during the War for Hungarian Independence (1848–1849). Artúr Görgey was born on January 30, 1818, in Toporcz, Hungary (today Toporec, Slovakia), into a Saxon noble family that had converted to Lutheranism. Görgey entered the Austrian military in 1837 as a member of the Bodyguard of Hungarian Nobles at Vienna, where he also pursued university studies. On his father’s death in 1845, Görgey could no longer afford to remain in the military and left the army to study chemistry at the University of Prague. He soon abandoned his plan of becoming a professor and returned home to try his hand at managing the family estates.

Görgey found his true calling with the Hungarian Revolution of 1848, joining the Hungarian cause as a captain. Initially involved in weapons acquisition, he was soon promoted to major and given command of national guard units north of the Tisza River. While involved in fighting to prevent Croat forces crossing the Danube below Pest, Görgey took prisoner the prominent Hungarian noble Count Jenö Zichy. Görgey caused him to be brought before a court-martial. Found guilty, Zichy was hanged as a traitor.

Görgey soon proved himself to be a capable commander. His most notable early military success was a victory over the Croats in the Battle of Ozora (October 6, 1848). On November 1, president of the Hungarian National Defense Committee Lajos Kossuth named Görgey, barely 30 years old, commander of the Hungarian Army of the Upper Danube, facing Austrian general Prince Alfred zu Windischgrätz. Kossuth and Görgey were similar in background but very unlike in temperament. Kossuth, the lawyer, was warm, passionate, and eloquent. Görgey, the soldier, was cold, aloof, and puritanical. Görgey distrusted Kossuth’s radicalism and civilian leaders in general. Kossuth sought a total military victory, while Görgey hoped for a negotiated peace. The two men soon clashed on virtually all aspects of strategy, with unfortunate results for the Hungarian cause.

When Windischgrätz advanced across the Latja River, Görgey withdrew toward Vác, despite protests from Kossuth. On January 5, 1849, perturbed by what he believed to be undue political interference, Görgey issued a proclamation blaming recent military reverses on the government and virtually separating himself from its authority. He then retired with his forces into the mountains to the north and operated independently.

Following the defeat of the principal Hungarian forces under General Henryk Dembriñski in the Battle of Kápolna (February 26–27, 1949), with Görgey’s corps arriving too late to influence the outcome, Görgey took full command of Hungarian forces. Throughout the spring of 1849, he waged a brilliant campaign against Windischgrätz. Görgey was victorious at Gödöllö, Isazeg, and Nagysalló (today Tekovské Lužany in Slovakia). He also relieved the fortress of Komárom and was again victorious at Vác (April 10). Unfortunately, Görgey failed to follow up this military success with an advance on Vienna, preferring instead to lay siege to the Hungarian capital of Buda.

Görgey disagreed with Kossuth’s separation of ties with Austria on April 14 and rejected the proffered position of field marshal, although he did assume the portfolio of minister of war, while at the same time commanding Hungarian troops in the field. Russian Army troops invaded Hungary in June. That month and in July, Görgey suffered a series of defeats inflicted by Austrian forces under General Julius Jacob von Haynau, including the Second Battle of Vác (July 17). On August 11, Kossuth resigned and named Görgey military dictator. Convinced that he could not break through the Russian lines, two days later Görgey surrendered his army of some 34,000 men to the Russians at Világos (August 13). The Russians then handed the Hungarians over to the Austrians, and most of the officers were court-martialed and executed. Czar Nicholas I secured an amnesty only for Görgey. Kept confined at Klagenfurt, Görgey worked as a chemist until he was pardoned and allowed to return to Hungary in 1867.

Görgey often found himself the object of ridicule, as most Hungarians apparently agreed with Kossuth’s charge that Görgey had undermined the state by surrendering at Világos and delivering his officers and men to Austrian retribution, while Kossuth secured amnesty. Görgey attempted to justify his actions in Mein Leben and Wirken in Ungarn, 1848–1849 (My Life and Acts in Hungary, 1848–1849), published in Germany in 1852. The matter continues to be a source of debate in Hungarian historiography. Görgey worked as a railroad engineer before retiring to Visegrád, where he lived quietly until his death on May 21, 1916. It was only then that his military reputation began to undergo a degree of rehabilitation.

A capable commander and a brilliant strategist, Görgey was also headstrong and an unfortunate choice to command a revolutionary army. His enmity with Hungarian political leader Kossuth undoubtedly served to advance the Hungarian military defeat.

Spencer C. Tucker
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Göring, Hermann Wilhelm (1893–1946)

German Air Force marshal and commander of the Luftwaffe (air force) as well as the number two man in the Nazi hierarchy. Born on January 12, 1893, in Rosenheim, Bavaria, Hermann Wilhelm Göring graduated from the military academy at Gross Lichterfelde in 1912 and was commissioned in the infantry. In 1915 during World War I he transferred to the flying arm and became a combat pilot. Shot down and severely wounded, Göring returned to combat in 1916. Appointed commander of the famed Richthofen Squadron in July 1918, he was credited with 22 kills in the war and was awarded the Pour le Mérite.

After the war Göring moved to Scandinavia, where he became a show flier and married a Swedish baroness. On his return to Germany in 1921, he became a close associate of German nationalist Adolf Hitler, who gave him charge of the Sturmabteilungen (storm troopers). Seriously wounded in Hitler’s attempt to seize power in Bavaria in November 1923 (the Beer Hall Putsch), Göring fled Germany. He returned in 1927, rejoined the Nazis, and was elected to the Reichstag in 1928. He became its president in 1932. Göring’s contacts with influential financial, industrial, and military circles were of immense help to Hitler, helping the National Socialist leader secure the financial support that made possible the party’s rise to power.

Hitler became chancellor in January 1933, and that April Göring established the Geheime Staatspolizei (Gestapo), charged with crushing any opposition to the Nationalist Socialist state. He was also instrumental in the creation of the first concentration camps. Göring proceeded to garner numerous titles and governmental positions, including reichsminister for air, in which capacity he began secretly rebuilding the German Air Force in 1935. He supported the building of a tactical rather than a strategic air force, undoubtedly the correct decision given Germany’s resource base at the time. In 1936, Hitler gave Göring charge of the entire German economy. Promoted to field marshal in 1938 and to Reichmarschal in 1940, Göring became immensely wealthy and, especially during World War II, indulged his passion for collecting art.
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Reichsmarschall Hermann W. Göring held many posts in the Third Reich. Burdened by his many other responsibilities, he proved an inept commander of the German Air Force, as was evident in the 1940 Battle of Britain. (Library of Congress)



Göring intervened in policy in fits and starts, often with disastrous result during the war, as in the Battle of Britain (July 10–October 31, 1940). With the failure of this campaign, he began to lose Hitler’s favor. Göring opposed Hitler’s plan to invade the Soviet Union, preferring instead a major German military effort in the Mediterranean. Göring also played a key role in the Final Solution, the attempt to exterminate the entire Jewish population of Europe.

Initially popular with the German people, Göring grew satiated and lethargic, and his popularity plummeted. Increasingly, he spent more time on his estates. Stripped of his posts when he sought to take control of Germany just before Hitler’s death, Göring surrendered to the Americans on May 9, 1945. Tried by the International Military Tribunal at Nuremberg, an unrepentant Göring was found guilty but escaped the hangman by committing suicide on October 15, 1946, with poison smuggled into his cell.

Spencer C. Tucker

Further Reading

Fest, Joachim. The Face of the Third Reich: Portraits of Nazi Leadership. New York: Ace Books, 1970.

Irving, David. Göring: A Biography. New York: William Morrow, 1989.

Mason, Herbert Molloy, Jr. The Rise of the Luftwaffe, 1918–1940. New York: Dial, 1973.

Mosley, Leonard. The Reich Marshal: A Biography of Hermann Goering. Garden City, NY: Doubleday, 1974.

Gorshkov, Sergei Georgiyevich (1910–1988)

Soviet admiral and commander in chief of the Soviet Navy. Born in Kamenets-Pedolsky, Ukraine, then part of the Russian Empire, on February 26, 1910, Sergei Georgiyevich Gorshkov was commissioned in the Soviet Navy on his graduation from the Frunze Higher Naval School in 1931. He then held a series of posts in the Black Sea Fleet and the Pacific Fleet. Gorshkov advanced rapidly in rank and responsibility, in part due to the openings at the top levels created by Soviet dictator Joseph Stalin’s extensive purge of the Soviet military.

Gorshkov developed a strong combat record in the Black Sea Fleet during World War II. Promoted to rear admiral in October 1941, he led naval and amphibious operations against German forces and commanded the Danube Flotilla in 1944 during Soviet advances into Ukraine, Bulgaria, Romania, and Hungary. Following the war, Gorshkov commanded a squadron of ships and was elevated to chief of staff of the Black Sea Fleet in 1948 and then to commander of that fleet as a vice admiral in 1951.

Transferred to Moscow, Gorshkov was promoted to full admiral and became first deputy chief of the Soviet Navy in July 1955. Soviet leader Nikita Khrushchev appointed Gorshkov commander in chief of the Soviet Navy in June 1956, a position he held until 1985. He also held a dual appointment as deputy minister of defense, and he became a full member of the Central Committee of the Communist Party in 1961.

During his long tenure as its commander, Gorshkov directed the substantial growth of the Soviet Navy and created a guiding philosophy that was presented in numerous articles and a book, The Seapower of the State (1980). Gorshkov argued that a strong navy was a necessity for a superpower, as the navy served as a symbol of power and as a potent military and political instrument. Gorshkov’s leadership moved the Soviet military from an army-dominated structure with a continental orientation to a global military power with a significant maritime component.

Gorshkov developed a naval force that reflected his theories and the realities of Soviet geography and politics. His navy followed the commitment to modern technologies, especially to the missiles and nuclear weapons that came to dominate Soviet military planning in the 1950s. The submarine-launched ballistic missile (SLBM) fleet was a key part of Soviet strategic nuclear forces. The Soviet Navy also developed an ability to protect the Soviet SLBM fleet operating in sanctuaries near Soviet home waters. This defensive posture was an extension of the traditional role of protecting the borders and coastlines of the homeland. The Soviet Navy sustained the ability to support ground force operations, another traditional role of the Russian Navy and the Soviet Navy. Gorshkov retired in 1985 and died in Moscow on May 13, 1988.

Gorshkov’s greatest accomplishment was the development of an oceangoing fleet that could project power around the world and show the flag in foreign ports. He oversaw the creation of the world’s second-largest navy, establishing a highly visible global presence and challenging the U.S. Navy by threatening logistical routes and SLBM patrol areas.

Jerome V. Martin
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Gort, John Standish Surtees Prendergast Vereker, Sixth Viscount (1886–1946)

British Army field marshal. John Standish Surtees Prendergast Vereker was born in London on July 10, 1886, into an old Anglo-Irish aristocratic family and was educated at Harrow. He succeeded his father as viscount and became the sixth Viscount Gort in 1902. Gort graduated from the Royal Military Academy, Sandhurst, and was commissioned in the Grenadier Guards in July 1906. Promoted to captain in August 1914, he served in World War I first as an operations officer and then with the Grenadier Guards. Breveted major and serving as temporary lieutenant colonel, he was awarded the Victoria Cross for his actions at the Canal du Nord on September 27, 1918.

Advanced to the substantive rank of major in November 1919, Gort attended the British Army Staff College in Camberley and then returned there in 1921 as an instructor and a brevet lieutenant colonel. In 1924 he rewrote the infantry training manual, and in April 1926 he was promoted to lieutenant colonel. Gort commanded the Guards Brigade during 1930–1932 before overseeing army training in India as a temporary brigadier. Promoted to major general in November 1935, he returned to the Staff College in Camberley in 1936 as its commandant. In September 1937 Gort was appointed military secretary to Secretary of State for War Leslie Hore-Belisha as a temporary lieutenant general. On December 6, 1937, following a purge of senior army generals by Hore-Belisha, Gort was promoted to general and replaced Field Marshal Sir Cyril Deverell as chief of the Imperial General Staff. Gort did not get on with Hore-Belisha, and while Gort developed plans for cooperation with the French in the event of war with Germany, he failed to address key areas of army modernization, including development of armored forces and air-ground coordination.

When World War II began in September 1939, Gort assumed the position of commander in chief of the British Expeditionary Force (BEF) in France. He built up the BEF in France from 4 to 13 divisions, and as a commander his dependability and determination stood him in good stead. But he was frequently criticized for his penchant for details. Gort’s relationship with Hore-Belisha worsened when the war minister, during an inspection trip to France, was critical despite the real progress that had been made on defensive positions. Gort may not have been directly involved in the subsequent campaign that led Hore-Belisha to resign from office, but Gort’s friends certainly were.

Following the German invasion of France and the Low Countries on May 10, 1940, Gort took personal command of the BEF troops in the field. This was a mistake, because his place was at headquarters, not in the field directing specific operations, and he only worsened the situation by taking many experienced staff officers with him. Although he managed to mount a counterattack on May 21, new British prime minister Winston Churchill ordered him to provide two divisions and attack to the south in coordination with a planned French counterattack northward against the German axis of advance in the Ardennes, but on May 27 Gort disregarded the order. Believing that the attack would most certainly fail and anticipating the impending surrender of Belgian forces, Gort disregarded Churchill’s order and those of French Army commander General Maxime Weygand and made the correct and courageous decision to order the BEF fall back on the port of Dunkerque (Dunkirk), through which it was evacuated to England. Gort intended to stay to the end, but on June 1 he was ordered home.

Gort feared being made a scapegoat for the military disaster of the BEF in France. Although some have seen his decision to disengage as defeatist and leading to the abandonment of huge amounts of equipment and supplies in France, it saved the men in Britain’s only army and enabled it to continue in the war, albeit at the cost of embittering the French, who believed that they had been abandoned by their ally.

Gort’s next two assignments were as inspector general of training forces (1940–1941) and governor of Gibraltar (May 1941–May 1942). In May 1942 he was appointed governor of Malta, a vital British outpost then under heavy attack. There, his proclivity for details and his leadership paid off. He organized the island’s defenses and, against the advice of the British government, pushed the extension of its runway into land reclaimed from the sea, a step that proved invaluable in the subsequent defense of the island. In January 1943 Gort was promoted to field marshal.

Gort remained in Malta until July 1944. Later that year, he became high commissioner and commander in chief in Palestine and Transjordan. In 1946 King George VI made Gort a viscount in the peerage of the United Kingdom, with the same title as his viscountcy in Ireland, but Gort was already mortally ill with cancer. He returned home in November 1945 and died in London on March 31, 1946.

Gort deserves to be remembered for the great moral courage of his May 1940 decision, taken in defiance of outdated orders, that made possible the evacuation of the BEF from France and its continuation in the war.

Fred R. van Hartesveldt and Spencer C. Tucker
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Grant, Ulysses Simpson (1822–1885)

U.S. general and president of the United States. Born in Point Pleasant, Ohio, on April 27, 1822, Hiram Ulysses Grant grew up on his father’s farm. Securing appointment to the U.S. Military Academy, West Point, Grant discovered that his name had been changed to Ulysses Simpson (his mother’s maiden name) Grant, which he kept. Graduating in 1843, Grant excelled only in horsemanship.

Grant served with distinction in the Mexican-American War (1846–1848). Serving as regimental quartermaster, he saw action under Major General Zachary Taylor in northern Mexico in the Battle of Palo Alto (May 8, 1846), the Battle of Resaca de la Palma (May 9), and the Battle of Monterrey (September 20–24). Transferred to Major General Winfield Scott’s command in March 1947, Grant fought in the Battle of Cerro Gordo (April 17–18), the Battle of Churubusco (August 20), and the Battle of Milino del Rey (September 1). After the latter battle, he was breveted first lieutenant for gallantry. Following the Battle of Chapultepec (September 13), Grant received a second brevet promotion, to captain.

Following the war Grant was on duty in California, where he was promoted to captain in August 1853. Bored and upset at being separated from his wife, Grant drank heavily and was forced to resign from the army in July 1854 to avoid a court-martial. He returned to his family in Missouri but was unsuccessful as a farmer and at selling real estate during 1854–1860. His father gave him a position as a clerk in the family leather store in Galena, Illinois.

When the American Civil War began in April 1861, Grant secured a colonelcy of volunteers and command of the 21st Illinois Regiment in June. Promoted to brigadier general of volunteers, he received command of the Southwest Missouri Military District in August. He distinguished himself in the early fighting in Kentucky, where he took Paducah without waiting for authorization in September, and in Missouri, where he fought an indecisive battle against the Confederates at Belmont (November 7) but virtually secured that state for the Union.


[image: image]

General Ulysses S. Grant rose from relative obscurity at the beginning of the American Civil War to command Union armies in the latter half of the conflict. A brilliant strategist and capable and persistent field commander, he served two terms as president of the United States (1869–1877). (Library of Congress)



In the subsequent Union river campaigns, Grant worked well with his naval counterpart, Flag Officer Andrew Hull Foote. Grant and Foote finally persuaded their superior, Major General Henry Halleck, to allow them to attack Fort Henry on the Tennessee River, which fell to Foote’s gunboats (February 6, 1862). Grant then invested nearby Fort Donelson on the Cumberland, forcing it to surrender unconditionally (February 16), investing him with the nom de guerre “Unconditional Surrender Grant” and bringing his promotion to major general of volunteers. Grant was preparing to attack Corinth, Mississippi, when he was surprised by Confederates under General Albert Sidney Johnston at Shiloh. In the ensuing battle, Grant rallied his men and managed to hold on. Reinforced by troops under Major General Don Carlos Buell, Grant then was victorious (April 6–7).

Pressed to relieve Grant over Shiloh, President Abraham Lincoln replied, “I cannot spare this man; he fights.” Demoted a second time by a jealous Halleck, Grant served as second-in-command in Halleck’s snail’s pace advance on Corinth. Given command of the Army of the Tennessee in October, Grant set his sights on capturing the Confederate stronghold of Vicksburg on the Mississippi River. The Confederates rebuffed his efforts to take the city from the north, but Grant then decided to strike from the south. In a daring maneuver and accompanied by Rear Admiral David Dixon Porter’s gunboats, Grant passed by Vicksburg on the Louisiana shore and then was ferried across the river to the Mississippi side. Disregarding Halleck’s instructions to await reinforcements, Grant cut loose from his base at Grand Gulf and moved north, taking Jackson (May 14, 1863) and then destroying it as a communications center. He then engaged Confederate forces under Lieutenant General John Pemberton who sallied from Vicksburg, winning the Battle of Champion’s Hill (May 16) and forcing Pemberton back into Vicksburg. After initial assaults failed, Grant laid siege to Vicksburg and took the city (July 4, 1863) in one of the biggest Union victories of the war.


GRANT




Just after daybreak on February 16, 1862, the sound of a bugle from Fort Donelson announced an officer with a letter for General Ulysses S. Grant from Confederate commander Brigadier General Simon Buckner requesting an armistice and “the appointment of Commissioners to agree upon terms of capitulation of the forces and fort under my command.” Brigadier General Charles F. Smith brought Buckner’s message to Grant in his tent. Grant read it and asked Smith what he thought. Smith replied, “I think, no terms with the traitors, by God!” Grant then dressed and drafted the following reply: “Yours of this date, proposing armistice and appointment of Commissions to settle terms of capitulation, is just received. No terms except unconditional and immediate surrender can be accepted. I propose to move immediately upon your works.”

Buckner, an old friend of Grant, called this “ungenerous and unchivalrous” but was forced to accept it. The formal surrender was signed later that morning. As Grant biographer William S. McFeely observed, “Grant had given the Civil War a new, grim, and determined character.” The Union general was now known in the North as “Unconditional Surrender Grant.”



Promoted to major general in the regular army and given command of the Military District of the Mississippi on October 4, 1863, Grant directed the relief of the city of Chattanooga, Tennessee, and then, reinforced, broke the Confederate Siege of Chattanooga (October 25–28) and drove the Confederates under General Braxton Bragg from both Lookout Mountain and Missionary Ridge (November 24–25).

Named commanding general of the armies of the United States with the revived rank of lieutenant general in March 1864, Grant opened a multipronged offensive against the Confederacy, with the main effort coming in Virginia against Confederate general Robert E. Lee’s Army of Northern Virginia in the so-called Overland Campaign, beginning in May. Grant campaigned there with Major General George Gordon Meade’s Army of the Potomac. A series of bloody rebuffs followed, but Grant kept pressing the attack. Following bloody engagements in the Wilderness (May 4–7), at Spotsylvania Court House (May 8–17), and at Cold Harbor (June 3), Grant attempted to get in behind Lee at Petersburg but failed. Grant then laid siege to Petersburg in the longest such operation of the war (August 1864–March 1865). His victory at Five Forks (March 29–31, 1865) sealed the fate of Richmond and Petersburg. With his forces being starved into submission, Lee broke free and headed west but was forced to surrender at Appomattox Court House (April 9, 1865). Grant’s generous terms helped the healing process and set the tone for the other surrenders to follow.

Following the war, Grant continued as commanding general of the army and was advanced to full general by act of Congress in July 1866. He has been regarded as a controversial figure for his supposed failure as president. Elected in November 1868 as a Republican to the first of his two terms in office (1869–1877), Grant was personally honest, but his administration was wracked by scandal that he failed to squelch. Grant remained popular, however. He was firm in his support for civil rights for blacks in the South, and he took a strong stance against racial violence by such groups as the Ku Klux Klan. Grant also developed a humane policy toward Native Americans.

Becoming bankrupt after leaving the presidency when a brokerage firm failed, Grant developed throat cancer but struggled to complete his memoirs in order to provide for his family financially. He completed the task only two days before his death at Mount McGregor, New York, on July 23, 1885. Personal Memoirs of U. S. Grant (1885) proved to be a great literary success and revealed the depth of Grant’s intelligence and character.

A bold, aggressive commander who never hunted because he hated killing things, Grant eschewed military ceremony and dress. A highly effective strategist, he could see the overall situation clearly and determine the correct course of action. Grant’s relentless hammering of Confederate forces ended the Civil War.

Spencer C. Tucker
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Greene, Nathanael (1742–1786)

Continental Army general. Born at Potowomut (Warwick), Rhode Island, on July 27, 1742, into a Quaker family, Nathanael Greene had little formal education but from his own love of reading became well educated by the standards of the day. In 1770 Greene assumed leadership of the family-owned ironworks and other businesses. He served in the Rhode Island General Assembly during 1771–1774. Greene’s interest in military affairs led him to help establish a militia unit, the Kentish Guards, in 1774. Because Greene walked with a slight limp as a result of a birth defect, the men refused to elect him an officer, and he enlisted as a private.

Known as a staunch patriot, Greene believed early that America must become independent of Britain. Several days after the beginning of the American Revolutionary War on April 19, 1775, the Rhode Island General Assembly selected him as one of two commissioners to meet with representatives of Connecticut concerning a common defense. The General Assembly also ordered the raising of a brigade of 1,500 men. After others had turned down the post and although he had no military experience, Greene was named its commander. Greene led his brigade in the Siege of Boston (April 19, 1775–March 17, 1776). Congress confirmed Greene as a brigadier general in the Continental Army in June 1775, and he quickly distinguished himself. He was soon one of Continental Army commander General George Washington’s closest advisers.

Ordered with his brigade to New York in April 1776, Greene helped prepare defenses on Long Island but was ill and absent during the Battle of Long Island (August 27). Advanced to major general that same month, he saw his first action in the Battle of Harlem Heights (September 16). Following withdrawal of most of the Continental Army forces from New York to New Jersey, Greene urged retention of Fort Washington on the New York side of the Hudson, an unfortunate decision with which Washington concurred and that led to one of the worst Continental Army defeats of the war (November 16).

Greene commanded Fort Lee, on the New Jersey side of the Hudson, but escaped with his garrison just ahead of a British attacking force on November 20, 1776. He played an important role in the Battle of Trenton (December 26) and the Battle of Princeton (January 3, 1777), and he led the principal Continental Army attacking column at Germantown (October 4, 1777).

On Washington’s urging, Greene reluctantly accepted appointment as quartermaster general of the army. In this position he rendered highly effective and absolutely essential service during March 1778–July 1780, but he chafed to return to line duties. Greene commanded the right wing in the Battle of Monmouth Court House (June 28, 1778), and he took part in the Battle of Newport (August 29) in Rhode Island. Following the treason of Major General Benedict Arnold in 1780, Greene took command of West Point.

Following Major General Horatio Gates’s disastrous defeat in North Carolina in the Battle of Camden (August 16, 1780), Washington named Greene as Gates’s successor. Greene found the army in the South both vastly outnumbered and wretchedly equipped. He then adopted the risky tactic of dividing his army while he retrained and rebuilt his forces. Greene also made highly effective use of militia forces. Following Brigadier General Daniel Morgan’s victory in the Battle of Cowpens (January 17, 1781), Greene led a brilliant long withdrawal north over the Dan River into Virginia, escaping pursuing British forces under Lieutenant General Charles Cornwallis. Following subsequent extensive maneuvering, Greene engaged Cornwallis in battle at Guilford Court House (March 15, 1781) in North Carolina. Although Greene was defeated, heavy British losses in the battle led Cornwallis to shift his operations to Virginia, culminating in his surrender at Yorktown (October 19).

Greene meanwhile went on the offensive but suffered a rebuff against forces under British Lieutenant Colonel Lord Rawdon in the Battle of Hobkirk’s Hill (April 25, 1781) in South Carolina. This battle prompted Greene to remark that “We fight, get beat, rise, and fight again.” With the approach of British reinforcements, Greene was forced to break off a siege of the British outpost at Ninety-Six and retreat (June 20). Although Greene did not win a battle during April–July 1781, he forced the British from all of Georgia and South Carolina, with the exception of Savannah and the area around Charleston. In late August, now reinforced, Greene attacked Rawdon’s successor, Lieutenant Colonel Alexander Stewart, in the Battle of Eutaw Springs (September 8). Stewart was so weakened by this hardest fought of all southern battles of the war that he was obliged to withdraw to near Charleston, which Greene occupied following the British evacuation in December 1782.

Following the war, Greene retired from the military to an estate, Mulberry Grove, north of Savannah, Georgia. He died of sunstroke on June 19, 1786, at only 43 years of age. Had Greene not died so young, he might have played a prominent role in the new republic.

Considered the finest general on the American side in the war second only to Washington, Greene was a superb organizer, trainer of men, and administrator. A stern taskmaster, he was fair and highly regarded by his soldiers. Greene was also a brilliant strategist, and his Southern Campaign remains an American military masterpiece.
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Gribeauval, Jean Baptiste Vaquette de (1715–1789)

French Army officer and artillery reformer. Born in Amiens, France, on December 4, 1715, Jean Baptiste Vaguette de Gribeauval volunteered for the artillery branch of the French Army in 1732. After attending the royal artillery school at La Fere, he was commissioned a lieutenant in 1735. Promoted to junior captain in 1743 and full captain in 1747, during the War of the Austrian Succession (1740–1748) he was assigned to the Netherlands in the Siege Corps during 1744–1748. In 1747 he was charged with studying the new artillery system of King Frederick II of Prussia, which had proven so effective in the War of the Austrian Succession.

Following the war Gribeauval developed a new fortress gun carriage, which was adopted by the army in 1749. During the Seven Years’ War (1756–1763), he was seconded to France’s ally Austria as a major general of artillery and at the same time was promoted to colonel of artillery in the French Army. Gribeauval distinguished himself in the capture of Glatz (July 26, 1760) and the defense of Schweidnitz (1762). He ended the war as a lieutenant general.

Having completed a comprehensive study of both Austrian and Prussian artillery, Gribeauval was recalled to France and named a field marshal in 1762. With the support of Minister of War Duc de Choiseul, Gribeauval set out to reform the French artillery during 1765–1776. To this point there had been a bewildering number of calibers and types of guns, creating major supply problems in ammunition. Gribeauval classified the guns in three principal types according to role: field, garrison, and siege. He also sharply reduced the number of calibers, and he instituted new techniques of production, insisting that the guns be cast solid and then bored out, while at the same time reducing the weight of the guns in order to provide greater mobility. New sights and elevating screws were developed to ensure greater accuracy in fire. Gribeauval insisted on standardization of design and interchangeability of the guns and associated equipment, the first time this had been attempted on such a scale. Ammunition was preassembled, to include projectile and charge to facilitate easy loading and consistent ranging. Limbers and caissons for the guns were also standardized. Gribeauval demanded that teams of horses drawing the guns be harnessed in pairs rather than in tandem, and he insisted that the drivers be soldiers rather than civilians.

Gribeauval’s reforms were controversial, and on the departure of his patron, Choiseul, Gribeauval was dismissed in 1772. After a panel of generals had determined the validity of his reforms, however, Gribeauval was reinstated and named first inspector general of artillery in 1776. In this post he pressed for thorough training for junior artillery officers, of whom Napoleon Bonaparte was one, improving and broadening their curriculum of study. Gribeauval also insisted that promotion stress technical competence rather than being based solely on seniority. He also improved conditions for the men. Gribeauval died in Paris on May 9, 1789.

Gribeauval’s reforms led to French artillery being recognized as the finest in Europe, a reputation it retained until the second half of the 19th century.

Spencer C. Tucker
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Groener, Karl Eduard Wilhelm (1867–1939)

German Army general and chief of the General Staff (1918–1919) and later during the Weimar Republic defense minister (1928–1932) and interior minister (1931–1932). Born in Ludwigsburg, Württemberg, the son of a noncommissioned officer, on November 22, 1867, Karl Eduard Wilhelm Groener entered the Württemberg Corps in November 1884 and rose through the ranks. He was commissioned a lieutenant in September 1886 and completed the Kriegsakademie in Berlin at the head of his class in 1896. Transferred to the General Staff, Groener served later as a popular instructor at the academy. After commanding a battalion, he returned to the General Staff as head of the Transport Section in 1912 and was promoted to lieutenant colonel that October.

When World War I began in August 1914, the transport of the mobilized forces to the various fronts functioned flawlessly. Taking advantage of Germany’s interior lines of communication and superb rail network, Groener kept men and matériel moving smoothly to the armies in the field. Promoted to Generalmajor (U.S. equiv. brigadier general) on June 26, 1915, Groener moved to head the army’s Food Supply Office. He was promoted to Generalleutnant (U.S. equiv. major general) on November 1, 1916, and assumed the position of chief of the War Office in Berlin, heading up supply and personnel departments.

The length of the war and the increasingly effective British naval blockade necessitated a drastic reorganization of the German economy, with the military playing a huge role. When even these steps proved inadequate to match Allied production, the high command took over and imposed in late 1916 what became known as the Hindenburg Program. Groener headed this program. He recognized the importance of peaceful labor relations to the economy, and ironically, under his leadership the army largely established the principle of collective bargaining for labor and paved the way for the alignment of the army with social democracy in the early years of the Weimar Republic. Groener’s unorthodox methods estranged the high command, and when he tried to curb the excessive profits of heavy industry, he was transferred to the Western Front in August 1917 as commander of the 33rd Infantry Division. Groener later took over the XXV Reserve Corps and then in 1918 took over I Corps.

With the signing of the Treaty of Brest Litovsk with Russia in March 1918, the high command sent Groener east, ostensibly as chief of staff of Army Group Kiev but in reality to organize and direct Germany’s economic plunder of the Ukraine. Groener remained there until the end of October 1918, when Wilhelm II and Generalfeldmarschall (field marshal) Paul von Hindenburg called him to Spa to replace General der Infantry (U.S. equiv. lieutenant general) Erich Ludendorff as first quartermaster general (de facto chief of staff) of the army. Groener recognized Germany’s impossible position, and he concurred with the negotiation of an immediate armistice, which Hindenburg and Ludendorff had initiated.

At first opposed to the imperial abdication demanded by U.S. president Woodrow Wilson, Groener met with Chancellor Friedrich Ebert in early November and became convinced that the Kaiser must abdicate. Wilhelm II refused, however. At the same time, a mutiny broke out among sailors of the German High Seas Fleet, and the specter of a communist revolution and civil war at home loomed. Groener and Ebert struck a deal at the very last moment: the army would assist a republican government in maintaining law and order on the condition that the government respect private property and the social order. When Hindenburg balked from informing the Kaiser that he should abdicate, Groener carried out that task. The Kaiser fled into permanent exile in Holland on November 10, 1918. Groener then oversaw the withdrawal and demobilization of the German Army.

Groener remained on active service, trying to keep the army away from the peace negotiations and hoping that it could avoid blame for what he knew would be harsh terms. In this he succeeded, but he could not live up to his part of his pact with Ebert. When unrest and finally revolution broke out in January 1919, the army could not muster sufficient force to restore law and order in Berlin. The new Ebert government had to resort to using temporary volunteers (Freikorps), whose brutal excesses alienated the working classes.

In the autumn of 1919, Groener retired and devoted much of his time to defending Count Alfred von Schlieffen’s reputation against critics who claimed that his plan for war in 1914 was flawed and had doomed Germany from the onset. Groener returned to public service a year later, serving as minister of transport until 1923. A second retirement was abandoned when he answered Hindenburg’s call, serving from 1928 until 1932 as minister of defense and minister of the interior during 1931–1932. Groener successfully resisted Nazi infiltration of the military, earning their enmity. Declared persona non grata in 1933 when Adolf Hitler came to power in January 1933, Groener lived quietly in retirement in Bornstedt near Potsdam until his death there on September 15, 1939.

A realist, Groener was also a highly effective logistician and military administrator.

Michael B. Barrett
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Guderian, Heinz (1888–1953)

German Army general. Born to a Prussian family in Kulm, Germany, on January 17, 1888, Heinz Guderian attended cadet schools and was commissioned a lieutenant in the 10th Hannoverian Jäger Battalion in January 1908. During World WarI he became a communications specialist, serving as assistant signals officer in Fourth Army headquarters until 1918, when he was appointed to the General Staff.

Guderian was active in the Freikorps during 1919, where he served as chief of staff of the so-called Iron Division. He was later selected to be retained as one of 4,000 officers in the 100,000-man Reichswehr. Guderian was assigned to the transport troops in 1922 until his return to the General Staff in 1927, where he became an advocate of mechanization based on British and French theorists. Given command of an experimental motorized battalion in 1931, he demonstrated armored reconnaissance techniques. Promoted to Oberst (U.S. equiv. colonel) in 1933, in October 1935 Guderian took command of the 2nd Panzer Division, one of only three being formed. He was promoted to Generalmajor (U.S. equiv. brigadier general) in August 1936.

In 1937 Guderian published his treatise on armored warfare, Achtung-Panzer! The treatise espoused the combination of tanks, dive-bombers, and motorized infantry, characterized today as blitzkrieg (lightning war). Rapid promotion followed as Guderian helped expand Germany’s armored forces. As a Generalleutant (U.S. equiv. major general), he participated with his division in the occupation of Austria. In October, Guderian was promoted to General der Panzertruppen (U.S. equiv. lieutenant general) and appointed chief of Mobile Troops with direct access to Adolf Hitler.

During the invasion of Poland, Guderian commanded the XIX Panzer Corps, demonstrating through aggressive operations the soundness of blitzkrieg. He reached the pinnacle of operational command during the invasion of France in May 1940 when he led his panzer corps across the Meuse River at Sedan and raced to the English Channel to cut Allied forces off in Belgium.

During Operation BARBAROSSA, the invasion of the Soviet Union in June 1941, Guderian, now a Generaloberst (U.S. equiv. full general), commanded the 2nd Panzer Group in Army Group Center, where he cooperated with General Hermann Hoth’s 3rd Panzer Group to encircle large Soviet forces at Minsk (July 10). Guderian then was ordered south to assist General Paul L. E. von Kleist’s 4th Panzer Group encircle more than 600,000 Soviet troops in the Kiev pocket (September). Guderian’s short temper and mercurial disposition toward superiors eventually led to his relief from command in December over tactical disputes.

Following a year of inactivity, Guderian was recalled to duty by Hitler as inspector general of armored troops in March 1943. Guderian made great efforts to rebuild the worn panzer forces. After the assassination attempt against Hitler on July 20, 1944, Guderian was appointed chief of the General Staff. He stood up to Hitler on numerous occasions, leading to his dismissal on March 28, 1945. Taken prisoner by U.S. forces at the end of the war, Guderian was not prosecuted for war crimes, although he remained a prisoner until June 1948. Guderian died at Schwengen, Bavaria, on May 14, 1953.

A headstrong, aggressive, and capable commander, Guderian turned mechanized theory into practice and established a legacy as the father of blitzkrieg warfare.

Steven J. Rauch
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Guevara de la Serna, Ernesto (1928–1967)

Argentine Marxist revolutionary and theorist of revolutionary warfare. Born in Rosario, Argentina, on June 14, 1928, to a middle-class family, Ernesto “Che” Guevara de la Serna trained as a medical doctor at the University of Buenos Aires, graduating in 1953. That same year he traveled throughout Latin America witnessing the early months of the Bolivian National Revolution and the last months of the October Revolution in Guatemala during the rule of Jacobo Arbenz. America’s covert 1954 operation that ousted the leftist Arbenz from power radicalized Guevara, as did his later encounter in Mexico with Cuban revolutionaries, including Fidel Castro. Guevara subsequently joined Castro’s expedition to Cuba in December 1956 and fought with Castro’s July 26 Movement until it triumphed in January 1959.

Guevara became Cuba’s first president of the National Bank and then minister of industry in Cuba’s early postrevolutionary government, where he espoused unorthodox Marxist economic ideas about the scope and timing of economic transformation. His notion of the “New Man” and his advocacy of centralized planning and the urgency of abolishing capitalist influences pitted him against more orthodox Marxist and Soviet advisers. Guevara’s line won out in the early and middle 1960s, leading to a reliance on moral rather than material incentives and experiments with the abolition of currency. What was sometimes called Sino-Guevarism climaxed in the disastrous Ten-Million-Ton Sugar Harvest Campaign in 1968. Following this, Cuba’s economic policy retreated from Guevarista utopianism.

Guevara departed Cuba in 1965, possibly because of disagreement with its political leadership and certainly because of a long-standing commitment to promoting worldwide revolution. In his early years in Cuba, Guevara had been a proponent of the heretical political and military ideas of what became known as foco theory. The foquistas, including the French philosopher Regis Debray, challenged the orthodox communist emphasis on parliamentary and legal struggle, advocating instead the establishment of rural peasant-based centers (focos) to foment revolutionary commitments.
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Argentine revolutionary Ernesto “Che” Guevara was a key player in the overthrow of the Batista dictatorship in Cuba in 1959. Guevara left Cuba in 1965 and was subsequently captured and executed by the Bolivian Army in 1967 while training leftist guerrillas in that country. (Time Life Pictures/Getty Images)



Guevara traveled to the Congo in 1965 and then to Bolivia in 1966. It is believed that his project to initiate an insurrection in Bolivia was prompted by a desire to use the country as a focus for the transformation of neighboring countries rather than a belief in the viability of making revolution in Bolivia itself, where a major social revolution had begun in 1952. Guevara held that in a people’s war, the revolutionary commander must be at the front. His overwhelming goal was to provide a diversion that would weaken U.S. resolve and resources that at the time were dedicated to the war in Vietnam.

The foquistas were aware that postrevolutionary Cuba would increase American efforts to prevent more revolutions by modernizing Latin American militaries and developing modernization and reform projects such as the Alliance for Progress. But they underestimated the speed with which sections of the Bolivian armed forces would be transformed by U.S. aid and training once Guevara had relocated to Bolivia.

Guevara’s revolutionary expedition was also handicapped by tense relations with the Bolivian Communist Party and its leader, Mario Monje, who was offended by Guevara’s insistence on maintaining leadership of the revolutionary focos. There was also little peasant support for the Guevarista force, which was made up of both Bolivian recruits and experienced Cuban revolutionaries. Difficult terrain complicated problems, and the revolutionaries eventually split into two groups.

A Bolivian Army unit captured Guevara in the Yuro ravine on October 8, 1967, and summarily executed him the next day at La Higuera, Villagrande. One of his hands was removed to facilitate identification by U.S. intelligence. A copy of Guevara’s diaries was smuggled to Cuba, where it was published (along with an edition brokered by the U.S. Central Intelligence Agency) as his Bolivian Diaries. Guevara’s body was uncovered in 1997 and, together with the remains of a number of other Cuban revolutionaries who died in Bolivia, was repatriated to Cuba for internment in a monument in Santa Clara City.

Guevara was a dedicated international revolutionary whose doctrines influenced many leftist rebel leaders after his death.

Barry Carr
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Guibert, Jacques Antoine Hippolyte de (1743–1790)

Influential French military writer. Jacques Antoine Hippolyte de Guibert was born in Montauban in 1743, the son of a French Army artillery captain. Joining the French Army as a lieutenant in 1756, Guibert saw service in the Seven Years’ War (1756–1763), including the battles at Rossbach (November 5, 1757) and Minden (August 1, 1759), and won recognition in the Battle of Willingshausen (October 15–16, 1761). Promoted to colonel in 1768, in 1769 he accompanied the French expeditionary corps to Corsica as a staff officer.

In 1772 Guibert published Essai général de tactique (General Essay on Tactics), which won him instant recognition and gave him access to the leading French salons as a recognized philosophe. In this book Guibert called for the establishment of a citizen army that would conduct mobile operations and live off the land. In 1773 he visited battlefields in Germany and was received in Prussia by King Frederick II. During 1775–1777 Guibert worked at the War Office in Paris, carrying out reforms in the French Army. During the next 10 years he commanded a regiment. He also wrote tragedies in verse.

In 1779 Guibert published his Défense du système de guerre moderne (Defense of the Modern System of War), which was largely devoted to the means of defending formations in line against column attack. He used the term “tactics” to define virtually all military activity, and he believed that patriotism was a prime mover for soldiers in war and would give the French nation a great advantage. Guibert advocated speed and maneuver and a combination of line (ordre mince) and column (ordre profund) formations in the mixed order (ordre mixte) in the attack. One battalion was to lay down a base of fire in line formation, and then other battalions would attack in column formation to either side of it. Among other reforms, Guibert called for a reduction in the large number of officers, opening senior command positions to those of nonnoble birth (who could not then advance beyond captain), establishing regimental schools and permanent division formations, and reducing corporal punishment.

Guibert also sought to simplify French drill, the manual of arms, and maneuvers, retaining only that which was essential. He wanted an improvement in the quality rather than quantity in artillery, and he sought independent infantry fire stressing accuracy rather than the prevailing volume of fire in volleys. Guibert’s system was in large part adopted by the French Army in its regulations of 1791 and proved well suited to the mass armies of the French Republic.

In 1785 Guibert was elected to the Academie Française. During 1787–1789 he headed the French Higher War Council and was promoted to maréchal de camp in 1789, when he also won election to one of the district assemblies that elected members of the States General. Guibert died, believing that he had not received the recognition due him, in 1790.

Guibert was a brilliant and highly influential military writer. His disdain of fortresses and calls for maneuver and mobility in warfare greatly influenced Napoleon Bonaparte.

Spencer C. Tucker
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Gustavus II Adolphus (1594–1632)

King of Sweden and military innovator. Born in Stockholm on December 19, 1594, Gustavus Adolphus was the son of King Charles IX. Gustavus became interested in military affairs at an early age and acquired extensive knowledge through reading, from Dutch tutors, and from firsthand experience. His first military action came at age 17 in fighting against Denmark in 1611, and from then on he was almost constantly at war. He became king as Gustavus II Adolphus (Gustav II Adolf) during the war against Denmark on the death of his father on October 30, 1611.

Gustavus was unable to bring the war against Denmark to a successful conclusion but saved his own capital of Stockholm by a forced march from Norway (September 1612). He then advanced into Russian territory from Finland in 1615, securing from Russia its last provinces on the Gulf of Finland in 1617. Gustavus invaded Livonia in 1617 and then devoted his attention to carrying out military reforms.

An excellent horseman and athlete who was fluent in a number of languages, Gustavus was blessed with a fertile imagination and a love of adventure. A gifted administrator, reformer, and general, he was also fortunate in his choice of subordinates, especially his chancellor, Axel Oxenstierna, appointed in 1612, whose abilities greatly complemented his own. Gustavus understood the need for a secure base before he could embark on foreign adventures, and he worked harmoniously with all parties in Sweden and the States General. He set up something akin to national conscription, which provided a reliable source of military manpower. Utilizing Dutch and other foreign advisers, he also professionalized his army to a degree unknown at the time.

Gustavus excelled not only in organization and logistics but also in tactics and in the reform of weaponry, which he was constantly changing and improving. He held that the key to victory on the battlefield was mobility based on firm discipline. Within the military forces, the essential element was increased infantry firepower. He gradually replaced the matchlock with the more efficient wheel lock, introduced paper cartridges to increase the rate of fire, and provided bandoliers to carry them. Gustavus also standardized the caliber and shortened and lightened the length of the barrels. His system of millimeter caliber measurement was adopted almost universally and is still employed today.

Gustavus deployed infantry in lines four men deep in what was the birth of linear tactics that remained essentially unchanged until almost the 20th century. Linear tactics provided greater mobility without sacrificing firepower or defense, opening the way for more sophisticated battlefield maneuvers and tactical deployments. Gustavus reduced the number of pikemen, shortened their pikes from 17 to 11 feet, and lightened armor. He increased the number of musketeers. No longer the primary striking force, the pikemen were stationed in the center and given the task of protecting the musketeers on the flanks from cavalry attack. In all of his formations, Gustavus stressed mobility.

Gustavus was a great artillerist and the father of modern field artillery. He standardized the size of cannon and shot, reducing the number of calibers and dividing the guns into the three main types of siege, field, and regimental. The first two consisted of 24-, 12-, and 6-pounders. The regimental pieces were lightweight 3-pounder guns, two per regiment, with fixed ammunition that made them faster to fire. The 3-pounders replaced his famous leathern guns, which consisted of a copper tube bound with iron rings and rope and covered with leather, the whole weighing 90 pounds without carriage that he used with success against Poland during 1628–1629.

To make the guns lighter, Gustavus both shortened them and reduced the thickness of the barrels. He also lightened the carriages. Gustavus standardized artillery firing procedures, and his introduction of new, improved gunpowder and fixed cartridges improved both the power of the guns and the speed with which the gunners could fire. He did away with the old contract system of hiring civilian gunners and made the artillerists part of the regular army.

Among other reforms by Gustavus were the organization of supply and logistics, including the establishment of a system of magazines. He understood the need to look after his men and saw to it that they were well provided for with proper clothing for the weather. He instilled strict discipline, instituting rigid penalties for foul language, gambling, and drunkenness, and he banned camp followers from the army. Punishments were humane, and he did away with flogging. Most of his senior commanders were, like the king himself, quite young.

Following his initial military reforms, Gustavus went to war against Poland in 1621. He captured Riga (September 15) and temporarily occupied Kurland (Courland), concluding an armistice with Poland in August 1622. Thwarting a plan by Poland and Danzig to invade Sweden by sea, he again invaded Livonia in July 1625 and swiftly conquered it and Kurland. Gustavus then invaded Prussia and blockaded Danzig (June 1627), which he took by an assault and was wounded. He defeated the forces of Brandenburg near Mohrungen (Mearag, July 16) and Poland at Dirschau (Tczew, August 17). After being seriously wounded in a skirmish, Gustavus returned to Sweden and strengthened his navy during the winter of 1627–1628. Returning to Pillau (Baltiysk), he was rebuffed in an assault on Danzig (July 1628). He then campaigned in Poland and ravaged much of that country. Gustavus was defeated, again wounded, and nearly captured in a cavalry encounter at Sztum (June 27, 1629). He then concluded peace with Poland in September 1629, by which he gained for Sweden several Prussian ports as well as northern Livonia. During the Polish Wars (1617–1629), Gustavus completed his military reforms.

With Catholicism seemingly on the verge of triumph in Germany, Gustavus prepared to intervene in the Thirty Years’ War (1618–1648). Thanks to French subsidies, he greatly strengthened his forces during the winter of 1629–1630. When he invaded northern Germany in early July 1630, he had at his disposal a formidable, well-disciplined military force. He was then 35 years old and had been at war for the past 8 years.

Gustavus was deeply religious, and his soldiers went into battle singing hymns. There is no doubt religious motives played a role, but Sweden stood to gain, and Germany stood to lose, by his intervention. Gustavus’s first actions were directed at taking Pomerania in order to secure a strong base on the Baltic, and he early took Stettin (Szczecin, July 20).

Catholic general Count Johan Tilly’s siege and sack of the great Protestant city of Magdeburg (May 1631) shocked the Protestant princes and caused them to side strongly with Gustavus, who resumed his campaign in the spring of 1631 by storming Frankfurt an der Oder (April 2–3). Gustavus repulsed several attacks by Tilly and then moved to relieve Leipzig. The decisive confrontation between the two generals occurred at Breitenfield, north of Leipzig (September 17). In the military turning point of the war, Gustavus emerged victorious.

Gustavus planned to reorganize Germany under authority as head of its Protestant states. To accomplish this, however, he needed to invade southern Germany and destroy its Catholic strongholds. Taking the field in the spring of 1632, he invaded Bavaria. In the crossing of the Lech River (April 15–16), he again defeated Tilly, who was this time mortally wounded. Holy Roman emperor Ferdinand II, leader of the Catholic side, then recalled Albert von Wallenstein, and that summer the two leading generals of the war took the field against one another. After inconclusive maneuvering Wallenstein went into winter quarters, but Gustavus forced the issue, and battle was joined at Lützen, southwest of Leipzig (November 16, 1632). In this long, bloody battle the Swedes emerged victorious, but Gustavus personally led a cavalry charge in which he proceeded too far into the enemy lines and was cut off and slain. After Lützen Gustavus’s able lieutenants continued the war, but the struggle degenerated into one for material advantage. Gustavus had, however, saved Protestantism in Germany.

One of the greatest warrior-rulers in history, Gustavus was also a brilliant administrator and military reformer. A superb field commander, he was personally brave and resolute. Gustavus never sacrificed principle for base advantage and was generous to those he defeated.

Spencer C. Tucker
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Gylippus (?–404 BCE)

Spartan general. Gylippus was the son of Cleandridas, the Spartan public official and adviser to King Pleistoanax who had been expelled in 446 BCE for having accepted Athenian bribes. Gylippus’s mother may have been a helot, marking him as of inferior status. Military service provided a means for Gylippus to rise above this. Little is known of Gylippus’s early life, but it is probable that he fought in the Archidamian War of 431–421, the first phase of the Second Peloponnesian War of 431–404 between Athens and Sparta and their respective allies.

In June 415 BCE on the advice of Athenian leader Alcibiades, Athens fitted out a huge expeditionary force against Syracuse. Alcibiades, subsequently ordered to return from Sicily to face charges of heresy, fled from Athens to Sparta, where he advised the Spartans to outfit an expeditionary force of their own to relieve Syracuse, now under siege by the Athenians. Gylippus commanded the Spartan expedition. Syracuse was on the brink of defeat when the Spartans landed in northern Sicily and marched overland to Syracuse. Gylippus’s men then strengthened the defenses of Syracuse and in the spring of 413 won a stunning victory over the Athenians commanded by Nicias, capturing their naval base.

Rather than suffer a loss of prestige by abandoning the siege, the Athenians decided to send out a second expedition. Led by Demosthenes, one of Athens’s most distinguished generals, the expedition arrived at Syracuse in July 413 BCE. Gylippus’s Spartans and the Syracusans first defeated the Athenians on land and then at sea during an attempt in September by the Athenians to escape in their ships from Syracuse Harbor. His forces then defeated the Athenians when they attempted a breakout by land. Nicias and Demosthenes were both killed, reportedly against the wishes of Gylippus, who wanted to return them to Sparta as proof of his accomplishment. The 7,000 survivors of the 45,000–50,000 men who had taken part in the expedition on the Athenian side were then sent off to the stone quarries of Syracuse.

The expedition also cost Athens some 200 triremes. The annihilation of the Athenian army and fleet in Sicily was the turning point in the Second Peloponnesian War, leading to the revolt of the islands of Euboea, Lesbos, and Chios against Athens.

Gylippus returned to Sparta as a hero, but his downfall was similar in nature to that of his father. Entrusted by Spartan leader Lysander with a considerable sum of silver for delivery to the ephors (Spartan magistrates), Gylippus embezzled part of the shipment. His theft discovered, he fled Sparta and was condemned to death in absentia, disappearing from the historical record.

A highly effective field commander, Gylippus succumbed to personal greed.

Spencer C. Tucker
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Hadrian (76–138)

Roman emperor. Born on January 24, 76, in Italica (Santiponce, near Seville), Iberia (Spain), Hadrian (Publius Aelius Trainus Hadrianus) was the son of Publius Aelius Hadrianus Afer, cousin of Marcus Ulpius Nerva Traianus, the future emperor Trajan (98–117), and Domitia Paulina of Gades. On the death of his father around 85, Hadrian became the ward of Trajan. Hadrian began his military career early and rose steadily in rank and responsibility to become tribune of three legions in succession in Lower Pannonia, Lower Moesia, and Upper Germany during 95–97. A member of Trajan’s staff, Hadrian married Sabina, grandniece of the emperor.

Hadrian distinguished himself in the First and Second Dacian Wars (101–102 and 105–106) and was rewarded by appointment as praetor in 106 and then governor of Lower Pannonia (Hungary) in 107. Hadrian served as Trajan’s chief of staff during the Parthian War (113–117), and when Trajan became ill, he appointed Hadrian as governor of Syria and commander of the Roman troops there. Just before his death on August 8, 117, Trajan adopted Hadrian as his son and named him as his successor, although there is some question as to whether the adoption papers were falsified. This mattered little, as Hadrian enjoyed the support of the legions in Syria and secured Senate ratification.
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Marble head of Roman emperor Hadrian. Third of the Five Good Emperors, Hadrian ruled the Roman Empire from 117 to 138 CE and is remembered for his love of Greek culture, his architecture designs, and his consolidation of the empire. (Musée du Louvre Paris/Erich Lessing/Art Resource, NY)



Quickly concluding peace with the Parthians, Hadrian placed his former guardian, Attanius, in charge in Rome. Attanius soon claimed to have discovered a plot that led to the hunting down and execution of four of Trajan’s key supporters, ending any possible opposition to Hadrian. The new emperor, meanwhile, crushed a revolt of the Jews, pacified the Danube region, and then returned to Rome in 118.

Hadrian remained in Rome for a year and then left to campaign against the Sarmatians and the Dacians. He was constantly on the move inspecting the empire. Hadrian traveled to Gaul and then on to Britain in 121. A major rebellion in Britain had occurred just prior to his arrival, and he ordered the construction of a great frontier wall from the mouth of the Tyre River to Browness-on-Solway to protect Roman settlements from the Caledonians. Hadrian also caused the construction of additional forts, most of them of wood, along the Danube and the Rhine. To ensure that his armies remained in fighting trim and readiness, he established regular drill routines for the troops and conducted personal inspections.

From Britain, Hadrian traveled to Mauretania, where he conducted a brief campaign against rebels in 123. Learning that the Parthians were again preparing for war, he hurried there and concluded a negotiated settlement with the Parthian ruler. Hadrian spent the winter in Bithynia before traveling through Anatolia and then visiting Greece during 124–125 before returning to Italy by way of Sicily. In Rome he inspected the completed Parthenon and then toured Italy in 127 and Africa in 128.

Hadrian waged an unusually harsh war against the Jews, who were constantly in revolt against Rome. He visited the ruins of Jerusalem in 130, but his decision to build the new city of Aelia Capitolina on the site of Jerusalem and populate it with Romans led to a new savage revolt during 132–135 led by Bar Kokhba, who declared himself the Messiah. By the end of the revolt more than a half million Jews had been slain, and many others had died of sickness and hunger. Hadrian ordered Roman temples to be built in Jerusalem on Jewish holy sites and decreed that Jews could enter the city only one day a year, on the anniversary of the destruction of the city.

One of the so-called Good Emperors and a patron of the arts, Hadrian was a humanist who greatly admired Greek culture. An amateur architect, he was also widely known for his relationship with the Greek boy Antinous, who accompanied Hadrian on his travels. Following Antinous’s mysterious death in the Nile in 130, Hadrian took the entire empire into mourning and deified him. Hadrian himself died on July 10, 138, at his villa at Baiae, near Naples. His remains were later transferred to Rome. Hadrian’s mausoleum on the west bank of the Tiber River later became the papal fortress Castel Sant’Angelo.

An effective ruler and administrator, Hadrian traveled extensively, in part because of his interest in antiquities but also to solidify Roman control.

Spencer C. Tucker
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Haig, Douglas (1861–1928)

British field marshal. Born in Edinburgh, Scotland, on June 19, 1861, into a well-to-do whiskey-distilling family, Douglas Haig studied at Clifton College, then Brasenose College at Oxford University. His academic work was admirable, but he left without a degree from lack of adequate time in residence. Entering the Royal Military College, Sandhurst, in 1884, he graduated first in his class and was commissioned in the 7th Hussars in 1885. Haig also excelled at the British Army Staff College, Camberley, in 1896.

Haig fought in the Battle of Omdurman (September 2, 1898) and in the South African (Boer) War (1899–1902) when he was chief of staff to Major General John French. Haig’s work there enhanced his reputation for diligence and attention to logistical detail. Promoted to colonel, he commanded the 17th Lancers in 1901. Then inspector general of cavalry in India during 1903–1906, Haig received a brevet appointment to major general in 1905. As director of military training at the War Office during 1906–1909, he contributed to the reforms undertaken by Minister of War Lord Haldane and published a book, Cavalry Studies (1907). Haig urged that the new Territorial Army be large and fully ready for field service. He also contributed to revisions in the Field Service Regulations.

Knighted in 1909, Haig returned to India as chief of staff of the Indian Army during 1909–1912. Advanced to lieutenant general in 1910, he was assigned as commander of the army corps at Aldershot in 1912. It became I Corps in the British Expeditionary Force (BEF) on the advent of war.

When Britain entered World War I in August 1914, Haig took his corps to France under the overall command of now Field Marshal Sir John French. During the first months of the war, Haig proved competent but hardly extraordinary. He fought in the Battle of Mons (August 23). A momentary panic just before the Battle of Le Cateau (August 26) that led to his refusal to send aid to II Corps was his only serious gaffe. The units under his command did not come seriously under attack until the First Battle of Ypres (October 22–November 22). There Haig commanded not only his own corps but also an additional division and the BEF’s cavalry. His performance, meritorious by all accounts, won particular praise from French and led to Haig’s promotion to full general in February 1915, when he took command of the First Army.

Heavy casualties for little gain in the Battle of Neuve Chapelle (March 10–12, 1915) and other offensives led to questioning of French’s abilities. Haig, at royal request, had been writing privately to King George V, contributing to the criticisms of French. The BEF launched the Battle of Loos (September 26–October 14), its last offensive of the year. Neither French nor Haig, who was in tactical command, wished to fight in the ravaged region around Loos but had yielded to alliance pressure. The battle did not go well, and the blame, perhaps unfairly, fell mostly on French for withholding reserves. The result was that Haig replaced French as commander of the BEF on December 19. Haig was promoted to field marshal on January 1, 1917.

Haig’s reputation was battered over the next two years as Britain became the dominant Entente power and the weight of fighting on the Western Front shifted more and more to the BEF. Haig’s partisans insist that he had long since made clear that a wearing-out period was a requisite in modern war and that although the price in blood was high, major offensives such as the Somme (July 1–November 19, 1916) and Third Ypres (Passchendaele, July 31–November 10, 1917) were necessary steps to victory. The heavy losses—420,000 men at the Somme (to which battle Haig’s name is forever linked) and 245,000 at Passchendaele—were hard to accept, and many then and later accused Haig of having no strategy other than bludgeoning his way through the German lines. He may be criticized for allowing the offensives to continue longer than was productive for political reasons and for allowing preparation to lag so that Passchendaele was fought in desperately adverse conditions of terrible rain and mud. Haig’s generalship can also be defended; the Germans were in France, and there was no flank to turn. This was not a war in which victory could have come cheaply in terms of casualties.

Despite unfortunate remarks, such as commenting that the machine gun was overrated, Haig sought to give his forces any possible technical aid. He urged the development of hand grenades early in the war, and although he prematurely committed the few tanks available to try to save the Battle of the Somme at Flers (September 15, 1916), he became their strong advocate. Finally, Haig won.

In the spring of 1918 the BEF managed to withstand the powerful surge of the Ludendorff Offensives (March 21–July 18) and mounted a counterattack at Amiens (August 8–11). He then directed the final Allied offensives of the war in Flanders (September–November 11), driving the Germans back to their own border. By the end of the war, the BEF had become perhaps the most effective military force of the war.

After the war, Haig was rewarded with a grant of £50,000 and an earldom. He then helped organize the Royal British Legion for the care of former soldiers. Haig died in London on January 28, 1928.

Haig remains a controversial figure, yet he was probably the best commander available and was nonetheless the leading British military figure of World War I.

Fred R. van Hartesveldt
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Halleck, Henry Wager (1815–1872)

U.S. Army general. Born in Westernville, New York, on January 15, 1815, Henry Wager Halleck graduated from the U.S. Military Academy, West Point, in 1839 and was assigned to the Corps of Engineers. A report he wrote on the seacoast defenses of the United States won him the favorable attention of army commander Major General Winfield Scott, who assigned Halleck to travel to Europe in 1844 to study foreign military practices. On his return, Halleck gave a series of lectures, later published as Elements of Military Art and Science, that helped win him a reputation as a military intellectual.

During the Mexican-American War (1846–1848) Halleck was sent to California, where he saw limited combat. After the war he continued in California. As military secretary for the territory, he attended the state constitutional convention and played an active role in drafting that document. While retaining his military commission, he became an active partner in a California law firm, resigning from the army only in 1854 when the firm was well established. Halleck then expanded his efforts into the real estate and mining businesses and grew wealthy.

When the American Civil War began, Halleck returned to the East and offered his services to the government. On Scott’s recommendation, President Abraham Lincoln nominated Halleck as a major general, one of the highest-ranking officers in the army. Halleck’s first assignment was to command the Department of Missouri, where he used his considerable administrative skill to clean up the mess left by his predecessor, Major General John C. Frémont. Halleck was not, however, disposed to advancing against the Confederates as Lincoln wanted or to cooperating with department commander in the East Brigadier General Don Carlos Buell.

In February 1862, Halleck finally gave reluctant permission to his subordinates Brigadier General Ulysses S. Grant and Flag Officer Andrew H. Foote to advance and capture Confederate Forts Henry and Donelson on the Tennessee and Cumberland Rivers, respectively (February 6 and 16), opening the way for a Union advance into the interior of the Confederacy and winning perhaps the most significant victories of the war.

Halleck demanded and received from Lincoln, as a reward for the victories Grant had won, command over all the Union’s western armies. Both jealous of Grant’s success and unnerved by Grant’s aggressiveness, Halleck removed Grant from command on charges that he knew to be false. Lincoln, however, forced Halleck to restore Grant. When newspapers criticized Grant after the narrow victory at Shiloh (April 6–7, 1862), Halleck seized the opportunity to sideline his subordinate again.

Taking the field for the only time in his career, Halleck pulled together all three field armies within his department and advanced with glacial slowness against the Confederate rail hub at Corinth, Mississippi, covering 20 miles in a month. He took the town (May 30, 1862) but let the Confederate army guarding it escape.

Despite such a lackluster result, Lincoln, who was desperately seeking a general to mastermind and coordinate the movement of all the Union armies, selected Halleck for that task. Halleck went to Washington, D.C., in the summer of 1862, but his efforts to direct the movements of such inadequate generals as John Pope and George B. McClellan during the campaign in Virginia that summer proved to be a dismal failure. By its close, Halleck, who had never been comfortable actually directing operations in the field, all but refused to give further orders to his subordinate generals. Thereafter he made it an article of military faith that the general on the spot should always be left to make the decisions, with nothing more than advice from Halleck in Washington. A frustrated Lincoln complained that Halleck amounted to little more than “a first-rate clerk.”

Halleck, however, performed useful service not only as an adviser to the field commanders but also as a mediator between them and the administration. When Grant was appointed to supersede Halleck as general in chief, he retained Halleck in the de facto role he had already been filling, that of chief of staff. In that capacity Halleck continued to advise generals in the field, including Grant; transmit Grant’s wishes into orders to the various armies; and convey the impressions of the president and the secretary of war to Grant and other field commanders. Despite his early shortcomings, Halleck made an important contribution to the Union victory.

After the end of the war in April 1865, Halleck commanded the Military District of the James. That August he took command of the Division of the Pacific, and in 1869 he assumed control of the Division of the South. Halleck died in Louisville, Kentucky, on January 9, 1872.

Steven E. Woodworth
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Halsey, William Frederick, Jr. (1882–1959)

U.S. Navy admiral. Born in Elizabeth, New Jersey, on October 30, 1882, William Frederick Halsey Jr. was a naval officer’s son. Halsey graduated from the U.S. Naval Academy, Annapolis, in 1904 and was commissioned an ensign in 1906. He served in the Great White Fleet that circumnavigated the globe during 1907–1909 and then served in torpedo boats. When the United States entered World War I in April 1917, Halsey was a lieutenant commander and captain of a destroyer. He then commanded destroyers operating from Queenstown, Ireland.

Following World War I, Halsey’s service was mostly in destroyers, although he also held an assignment in naval intelligence and was a naval attaché in Berlin. Promoted to captain in 1927, he commanded the Reina Mercedes, the Naval Academy training ship, and became fascinated by naval aviation. Halsey attended both the Naval and Army War Colleges and in 1935, despite his age, completed naval flight training and took command of the aircraft carrier Saratoga. Promoted to rear admiral in March 1938, Halsey assumed command of Carrier Division 2 of the Enterprise and Yorktown and was promoted to vice admiral in June 1940.

Halsey was at sea when the Japanese attacked Pearl Harbor (December 7, 1941). His carriers raided Japanese installations in the Central Pacific in early 1942 and launched Colonel James Doolittle’s raid on Tokyo (April 18). Acute skin disorders requiring hospitalization prevented Halsey from participating in the Battle of Midway (June 3–6).

In October, Halsey replaced Admiral Robert Ghormley as commander of the South Pacific Area and the South Pacific Force and began the most successful phase of his career. Halsey was promoted to admiral in November. Despite severe tactical losses, he retained strategic control of the waters around Guadalcanal in late 1942, and during 1943 he supported operations in the Solomon Islands and into the Bismarck Archipelago. Halsey came to be known as “Bull” for his pugnacious nature.

Halsey took command of the Third Fleet in March 1943, although he continued his command of the South Pacific until June 1944. In the Battle of Leyte Gulf (October 23–26), the Japanese battle plan and the flawed American command system combined with Halsey’s aggressiveness to shape one of the more controversial episodes of the war. A force under Admiral Ozawa Jisaburo that was centered on four fleet aircraft carriers that were largely bereft of aircraft decoyed Halsey and his entire Task Force 38 away from the U.S. landing sites on October 24–25, leaving them vulnerable to a powerful Japanese surface force under Kurita Takeo. Although Halsey destroyed most of Ozawa’s force in the Battle of Cape Engaño, disaster for the support ships off Leyte was only narrowly averted when Kurita lost his nerve. Widely criticized for not coordinating his movements with Vice Admiral Thomas Kinkaid, who had charge of the invasion force of the Seventh Fleet, Halsey never admitted responsibility, instead blaming the system of divided command.

Halsey received further criticism when he took the Third Fleet into damaging typhoons in December 1944 and June 1945. At the end of the war his flagship, the battleship Missouri, was the site of the formal Japanese surrender in Tokyo Bay (September 2, 1945). Promoted to fleet admiral in December 1945, Halsey was on special duty to the office of the secretary of the navy until his retirement in April 1947. He then served on the boards of a number of large corporations. Halsey died at Fisher’s Island, New York, on August 16, 1959.

Aggressive, pugnacious, and colorful, Halsey has been much criticized for his handling of the Philippines Campaign, but his failings were largely overlooked thanks to his offensive spirit.

John A. Hutcheson Jr. and Spencer C. Tucker
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Hancock, Winfield Scott (1824–1886)

U.S. Army general. Winfield Scott Hancock was born on February 14, 1824, in Montgomery County near Harristown, Pennsylvania. He graduated from the U.S. Military Academy, West Point, in 1844 and was assigned to the 6th Infantry Regiment as a brevet second lieutenant. Advanced to full second lieutenant in June 1846, Hancock fought in the Mexican-American War (1846–1848) and received a brevet promotion to first lieutenant for his role in the Battles of Contreras and Churubusco (August 19–20, 1847), when he was wounded in the knee.

Hancock then served in various posts. He was promoted to captain in November 1855 and then was assigned to Florida, where he fought in the Third Seminole War (1855–1858). Hancock was next assigned to Kansas and to Utah, where his 6th Infantry arrived after the so-called Mormon War had ended. Posted to California, he was serving there as chief quartermaster at Los Angeles when the American Civil War began.

Called east, Hancock arrived in Washington, D.C., in the late summer of 1861, and on September 23 he was commissioned brigadier general of volunteers and given command of a brigade in the Army of the Potomac. He fought in Major General George B. McClellan’s Peninsula Campaign (March–August 1862), notably in the Battle of Williamsburg (May 5) and the Battle of Seven Pines/Fair Oaks near Richmond (May 31–June 1). During the Battle of Antietam (September 17) when Major General Israel Richardson was mortally wounded in the fighting at the Bloody Lane, Hancock replaced him as commander of the 1st Division of II Corps. Hancock performed well in the battle, plugging holes in the Union line, and was advanced to major general of volunteers on November 29, 1862.

Hancock’s division fought in the First Battle of Fredericksburg (December 13, 1862), taking part in the disastrous Union assault on the stone wall at Marye’s Heights, when he was wounded in the abdomen. At the Battle of Chancellorsville (May 1–4, 1863), Hancock again performed with distinction, showing considerable initiative and directing a rearguard action that protected the remainder of the army as it withdrew.

In June 1863, Hancock replaced Major General Darius Couch as commander of II Corps in the Army of the Potomac and played an important role in the Battle of Gettysburg (July 1–3). In the first day’s fighting he took charge of the field and selected the strong defensive positions (the so-called Fishhook) from which Union forces would fight the battle.

On the second day of fighting (July 2), Hancock and his II Corps fought on the Union left on Cemetery Ridge. On July 3, Hancock’s men met the brunt of General Robert E. Lee’s last major effort of the battle, an assault of the Union center led by Major General George E. Pickett. Hancock rode his horse among his men, inspiring them and redirecting units to weak points in the line as necessary. Wounded when a bullet hit his saddle and forced pieces of it and a small nail into his thigh, he refused treatment until victory was ensured. Hancock’s role in the fighting on July 3 was crucial to the Union victory.

Hancock never completely recovered from his wound, but he returned to active service with the Army of the Potomac and command of II Corps in March 1864 to participate in the Overland Campaign (May 4–June 12). His II Corps participated in the Battle of the Wilderness (May 4–5) and the Battle of Spotsylvania Court House (May 8–18). In the Battle of Cold Harbor (June 3–12), Hancock’s corps suffered a disastrous rebuff when ordered to attack entrenched Confederate lines. Some 3,000 of Hancock’s men fell in the assault.

Continued problems from the wound he had received at Gettysburg forced Hancock from the field, but he returned later in June to participate in the Siege of Petersburg (June 15, 1864–April 3, 1965) and take part in the Battle of Jerusalem Plank Road (June 21–23), the First Battle of Deep Bottom (July 29–30), the Second Battle of Ream’s Station (August 25), and the Battle of Boydton Plank Road (October 27–28). On March 13, 1865, Hancock was breveted major general in the U.S. Army for Spotsylvania Court House. Health problems related to his Gettysburg wound forced him to yield command of II Corps in November 1864. He ended the war in command of the Washington, D.C., defenses, where he worked to build the I Veteran Volunteer Corps.

Promoted to major general in the regular army (July 26, 1866), Hancock assumed command of the Department of Missouri that August. During 1866–1867 he was involved in operations against hostile Native Americans on the southern Great Plains, most notably the Cheyennes. He then commanded the Fifth Military District of Louisiana and Texas (1867–1868). Hancock headed the Division of the Atlantic (1868–1869) before commanding the Department of Dakota (1869–1872). His final commands were those of the Military District of the Atlantic (1872–1876) and the Department of the East (1877–1886).

A popular Democrat, Hancock’s frequent clashes with radical Republican politicians led him to accept the Democratic Party nomination for president in the 1880 election, but he lost a close race to Republican James A. Garfield. Hancock remained on active duty with the army, dying at his headquarters on Governors Island in New York Harbor on February 9, 1886.

An exceptionally capable officer, Hancock was undoubtedly one of the finest Union field commanders of the Civil War.

Mary Lynn Cluff and Spencer C. Tucker
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Hannibal Barca (247–183 BCE)

Leader of Carthaginian forces against Rome in the Second Punic War. Born in 247 BCE, probably in Carthage, Hannibal Barca was the son of the great general Hamilcar Barca, who expanded Carthaginian territory in North Africa and in Spain and fought Rome in the First Punic War (264–241). Hamilcar took Hannibal to Spain and, according to Roman accounts, raised him to hate Rome. Unfortunately no non-Roman accounts of Hannibal survive, so our knowledge of Hannibal is distinctly colored. As a commander, he was in fact the embodiment of his celebrated father: tireless and a born leader of men who shared their hardships and slept on the ground among them. While brave, Hannibal accepted his leadership responsibility to his men and did not expose himself to danger needlessly. If he had one flaw, it was his great ambition and his desire to succeed in war.

In 220 BCE at only age 26, Hannibal took command of Carthaginian forces in Spain and soon subdued the northern part of the peninsula. In 219 he attacked Saguntum (Sagunto). Claiming that city was an ally, Rome declared war in 218.

Hannibal then took the war to Italy, believing that if he was successful there the cities of Italy under Roman rule would switch sides. Setting out with 50,000 men, 9,000 horses, and some 40 elephants, Hannibal crossed the Pyrenees, traveled through southern Gaul, and then made a difficult crossing of the Alps. In 218 BCE he reached the Po Valley and defeated the Romans at the Trebia.

Hannibal won repeated victories over Roman armies sent out to meet him, the most famous of which was the Battle of Cannae (216 BCE), where through superior generalship and masterly control of his own forces he destroyed two Roman armies. Not as many cities rallied to him as Hannibal had hoped, and in any case this presented him with a dilemma. He now had to expend manpower in the protection of the cities that had switched sides, and he simply lacked the resources to do both that and take the Roman strongholds. For a dozen years the Romans refused to do battle with Hannibal except under the most favorable circumstances, harassing his supply lines and inflicting casualties where they could. During this time he received few reinforcements from Carthage because of political opposition and the belief that Spain was of greater importance. Hannibal’s brother Hasdrubal attempted to join him from Spain with reinforcements, but Hasdrubal was slain and his army was defeated at the Metaurus River in northern Italy (207).

Hannibal campaigned in Italy without a defeat for 16 years until the Carthaginian leadership recalled him to Africa in 202 BCE when Carthage itself came under attack by Roman troops led by Scipio. Defeated decisively at Zama (202), Hannibal advocated peace. Eventually forced to flee Carthage, he found refuge with King Prusias of Bithynia in Asia Minor. Rome made repeated demands for Hannibal, and aware that he was about to be turned over to Rome, he committed suicide there in 183 at age 64.
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Bust of Hannibal Barca. Leader of Carthaginian forces against Rome in the Second Punic War (218–201 BCE), Hannibal was one of history’s great captains and certainly the most dangerous foe Rome ever faced. (Bettmann/Corbis)



A brilliant general, Hannibal was the most dreaded enemy Rome ever faced. No other foreign military leader had such profound impact on Roman history, and few if any generals in history have fought against such odds.

Spencer C. Tucker

Further Reading

Bagnall, Nigel. The Punic Wars: Carthage and the Struggle for the Mediterranean. London: Pimlico, 1999.

Bradford, Ernle. Hannibal. London: Macmillan, 1981.

Caven, Brian. The Punic Wars. New York: Barnes and Noble, 1980.

Lazenby, J. F. Hannibal’s War: A Military History of the Second Punic War. London: Aris and Phillips, 1978.

Harmon, Ernest Nason (1894–1979)

U.S. Army general. Born in Lowell, Massachusetts, on February 26, 1894, Ernest Nason Harmon attended Norwich University for a year before being accepted to the U.S. Military Academy, West Point, from which he graduated in 1917 and was commissioned a second lieutenant of cavalry. Harmon served in France as a captain during World War I and fought in the Saint-Mihiel and Meuse-Argonne Offensives in 1918.

After the war Harmon graduated from the Cavalry School (1921), served as an instructor at West Point (1921–1925), and took part in the pentathlon at the 1924 Summer Olympics. After service as plans and training officer for the 6th Cavalry Regiment (1925–1927), he taught military science at Norwich University (1927–1931). In 1931 he was selected to attend the Command and General Staff School (CGSC). Promoted to major in 1932, he graduated from the CGSC (1933) and then the Army War College (1934). Harmon spent a year commanding the 1st Squadron, 8th Cavalry at Fort Bliss, Texas, then served on the War Department General Staff as assistant chief of staff for supply (1935–1939). Promoted to lieutenant colonel in 1939, he assumed command of the 1st Squadron, 1st Cavalry Regiment (Mechanized), in the new Armored Force at Fort Knox, Kentucky, where he fell under the tutelage of brigade commander Brigadier General Adna R. Chaffee. In the spring of 1941, Harmon was assigned to the War Plans Division of the General Staff. Following Chaffee’s death in August 1941, the new chief of the Armored Force Major General Jacob L. Devers requested Harmon as his chief of staff. Harmon received promotion to brigadier general in March 1942.

In July 1942, Harmon took command of the 2nd Armored Division. Promoted to major general the next month, he led the division in the invasion of French Morocco in November 1942. In February 1943 following the American defeat at Kasserine Pass in Tunisia, General Dwight D. Eisenhower sent Harmon to advise Major General Lloyd Fredendall at II Corps. Harmon recommended that Eisenhower relieve Fredendall but turned down, on ethical grounds, the opportunity to assume command of the corps, which went to Major General George S. Patton Jr. In April, Harmon returned to Tunisia to command the 1st Armored Division, which he led successfully both there and in the landing at Salerno (Operation AVALANCHE) in Italy (September 9).

In Italy, weather and terrain initially prevented Harmon from using his tanks effectively. In early 1944 the division redeployed to the Anzio beachhead, where it shored up Allied defenses. In May the division led the Allied breakout and drive on Rome. In July Harmon was rotated back to the United States, but in September he received an unexpected summons to Northwestern Europe to head the 2nd Armored Division again. In the German Ardennes Offensive (Battle of the Bulge, December 16, 1944–January 16, 1945), Harmon’s division helped turned the tide of battle by smashing the German 2nd Panzer Division, the German spearhead. Harmon then took command of XXII Corps, which saw no significant action. Three times previously Harmon had been passed over for corps command, apparently because of his reputation for tactlessness. Nonetheless, he ranks among the finest U.S. armor commanders of World War II.

After the war, Harmon assumed occupation duties in the Rhineland and in Czechoslovakia as commander of XXI Corps (April 1945–January 1946), and from 1946 to 1948 he commanded VI Corps—which became known as the U.S. Constabulary—in the U.S. occupation zone of Germany. He was deputy commander of Army Ground Forces during 1947–1948. Frustrated by his career prospects, Harmon chose to retire as a major general in March 1948. He was president of Norwich University in Northfield, Vermont, from 1950 to 1965. Harmon published his important memoirs, Combat Commander, in 1970.

Harmon died in White River Junction, Vermont, on November 13, 1979. He was undoubtedly one of the finest divisional commanders of World War II.

Richard G. Stone
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Harold II, King of England (ca. 1022–1066)

The last Anglo-Saxon king of England. Born around 1022, Harold Godwinson was a son of Godwin, Earl of Wessex. Harold’s sister Edith was married to English king Edward III the Confessor (r. 1042–1066), who made Harold the earl of East Anglia in 1045. On the death of Godwin in 1053, Harold became the earl of Wessex, a position of great power, as Wessex then constituted the southernmost third of England. In 1058 Harold became the earl of Hereford. He was also leader of those nobles opposing Norman influence in England (Edward the Confessor had spent more than 25 years in exile in Normandy, and Norman influence was strong at court). During 1062–1063, Harold burnished his military reputation by campaigning against and defeating Gruffydd ap Llywelen of Gwynedd, ruler of Wales.

In 1064, Harold arrived in Normandy. William, Duke of Normandy, claimed that Harold had been sent by Edward to confirm William as Edward’s successor. This claim appears dubious, as succession to the throne was determined by the Witanagemot (assembly of leading nobles). Harold later asserted that he had been shipwrecked. Whatever the cause of Harold’s appearance, William extracted from him an oath in which Harold recognized William as Edward’s successor and promised to aid him in securing the throne.

On his return to England, Harold fought against his brother Tostig, who led a popular uprising against Edward. Tostig was driven into exile. Shortly thereafter on January 5, 1066, King Edward died, commending his family and kingdom to Harold. The Witanagemot elected Harold king, and he was crowned on January 6.

When news of Harold’s election reached William, he resolved to secure his claimed rightful inheritance. When Harold rejected his demands that he fulfill his oath, William decided to invade England. William was probably the most powerful French noble and the potential master of France. He had a well-trained army and alliances with other prominent French nobles.

Harold’s position appeared weak. England was disunited, and Harold suffered from the liability of not being of a royal line. Indeed, two important earls in northern England initially refused to acknowledge his rule. By April, however, Harold had secured his position as king.

Edward had disbanded the small English fleet, so Harold had to scrape together and transform into warships various fishing and merchant vessels to meet William’s anticipated invasion. For soldiers, Harold could count only on a small force of professionals. Only with difficulty could he assemble a larger citizen force, the fyrd, for which there would be pay for two months.

William isolated Harold diplomatically and even secured the support of Pope Alexander II. To weaken Harold further, William encouraged Harold’s brother Tostig to lead Norse forces on raids against the English coast. Although Harold defeated Tostig’s men and forced them back to their ships, the raiding caused Harold to believe that William’s invasion was imminent. Harold then mobilized both his land and sea forces and kept them in place throughout the summer, with the result that by the end of September their terms of service and money and provisions for them had expired.

No sooner had the English forces disbanded than Harold learned that Norwegian king Harald Hardrada, who also claimed the English throne and was accompanied by Tostig, had invaded northern England. The Norwegians landed near York on September 18, 1066. Two days later at Gate Fulford near York, the invaders defeated English forces under Earls Edwin and Morcar. On learning of the invasion, Harold immediately marched north with such forces as had not already been disbanded, and at Stamford Bridge (September 25, 1066) he all but wiped out the Norwegians. Both Harald Hardrada and Tostig were killed. Harold permitted the survivors to return to Norway. But he had also sustained heavy losses, and the battle thus had enormous consequences for the struggle with William.

William, meanwhile, finally landed in England at Pevensey on September 28 and marched to Hastings, the coastal terminus of the road to London, ravaging the countryside in an effort to draw Harold into battle. At York on October 1, Harold learned of William’s arrival. Harold immediately hurried south, stopping only briefly in London to gather additional men. He should have remained longer in London to gather more men, but he departed there on October 11 to cover the 60 miles to Hastings, probably hoping to catch William by surprise with a night attack.

Harold arrived at Hastings too late for an attack on October 13, and William attacked the next morning. Both sides had about 6,000 men, but Harold was short of archers and had no cavalry. The battle raged all day, but Harold was struck in the eye with an arrow, and the Norman horsemen and infantry breached the English shield wall. Harold was cut down, and the English were put to flight. Harold’s death made the battle decisive. This most important land battle in British history resulted in the Norman conquest of England.

Largely forgotten today, Harold was a military leader of considerable ability who was defeated largely by circumstances beyond his control.
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Harris, Sir Arthur Travers (1892–1984)

Royal Air Force air chief marshal and commander of Bomber Command. Born in Cheltenham, England, on April 13, 1892, Arthur Harris joined a Rhodesian regiment at the beginning of World War I. In 1915 he transferred to the Royal Flying Corps and became a pilot. By the end of the war, he commanded the 44th Squadron. After the war, Harris served in both India and Iraq and commanded a training school. He completed the Army Staff College in 1927, again served in the Middle East, and then held posts at the Air Ministry during 1933–1937.

On the outbreak of World War II, Harris commanded No. 5 Bomber Group. He then was deputy chief of the Air Staff and headed a mission to Washington. Dissatisfaction with the course of British strategic bombing led to his appointment in February 1942 as head of Bomber Command and promotion to air chief marshal.

Harris committed himself to maintaining Bomber Command as an independent strategic arm. In May 1942 he launched the first of a series of 1,000-plane raids against Köln (Cologne), which did much to raise morale in Britain. Harris, who was nicknamed “Bomber,” maintained that massive bombing would break German civilian morale and bring an end to the war. He ordered Bomber Command to carry heavy night raids against German cities. Among other missions, Harris directed the raid on the Ruhr dams by the 617th Squadron (May 1943), the raid against Hamburg (July), attacks against German rocket factories at Peenemünde (August), the attacks against Berlin (November), and the destruction of Dresden (February 1945).

Harris remains controversial, especially regarding his seeming lack of concern over collateral bomb damage. He was at odds with Air Staff chief Air Marshal Charles Portal and others who sought to target specific industries considered essential to the German war effort. What appeared to be indiscriminate bombing of cities also brought harsh criticism on Harris at the end of the war.

Harris retired from the RAF in September 1945 and headed a South African shipping company. His memoir, Bomber Offensive, was published in 1947. Created a baronet in 1953, Harris died at Goring-on-Thames, England, on April 5, 1984.

Determined and an effective commander, Harris was unapologetic and took responsibility for his decisions. His aircrews remained fiercely loyal to him.

Thomas D. Veve

Further Reading

Harris, Arthur T. Bomber Offensive. London: Collins, 1947.

Neillands, Robin. The Bomber War: The Allied Air Offensive against Nazi Germany. New York: Peter Mayer, 2001.

Probert, Henry. Bomber Harris: His Life and Times. London: Greenhill Books, 2001.

Saward, Dudley. Bomber Harris: The Story of Sir Arthur Harris. Garden City, NY: Doubleday, 1985.

Hartmann, Erich Alfred (1922–1993)

German Air Force officer, World War II fighter pilot, and the highest-scoring ace of all time. Born in Weissach, Germany, on April 19, 1922, Erich Alfred Hartmann grew up in an aviation-minded family. His mother learned to fly in 1929, and Hartmann was an avid glider pilot as a young man. He joined the Luftwaffe in October 1940 and began his flight training in March 1941. At the time the Luftwaffe was not desperate for pilots, and Hartmann had nearly 19 months of training before his first posting. In October 1942 he reported to 7 Staffel (Squadron), III Gruppe (Group), Jagdgeschwader (Fighter Wing) 52 (7.III/JG52), on the Eastern Front. The veterans nicknamed the youthful Hartmann “Bubi” (lad). He would spend the next two and a half years in various units in JG52.

On his 19th sortie, Hartmann scored his first victory. He continued to score steadily, although his career nearly came to a sudden end when he was shot down and captured after his 90th victory. Managing to escape, he eventually returned to German lines. Hartmann continued to run up his score and was awarded the Knights Cross in October 1943 after 150 victories. By August 1944, he had doubled his total and was awarded the Knight’s Cross with Oak Leaves, Swords, and Diamonds, Germany’s highest military award.

Known as the “Black Devil of the Ukraine” by his Soviet opponents in recognition of his skill and the paint scheme of his aircraft, Hartmann scored his 352rd and last victory on May 8, 1945. He surrendered his fighter group to a U.S. Army unit but was handed over to the Soviets. Tried and convicted as a war criminal, Hartmann was imprisoned until his repatriation in late 1955.

Hartmann joined the air force of the new Federal Republic of Germany in 1956 and was appointed commander of the newly formed JG71 Richthofen. He retired in 1970 as a colonel. In retirement Hartmann remained active in German civilian aviation, operating flight schools and participating in fly-ins, sometimes with other World War II aces. Hartmann died on September 19, 1993, at Weil im Schönbuch, Germany.
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Hawke, Edward (1705–1781)

British admiral. Born in London in 1705, Edward Hawke entered the navy in 1720, serving as a volunteer in the Seahorse (24 guns) until 1725 and in the Kinsale (36 guns) as an able seaman from 1725 to 1727. In 1729 he was promoted to lieutenant. Hawke then served in a succession of ships until April 1733. He commanded the Wolf (8 guns) and the Flamborough (20 guns) during 1734–1735. On half pay until 1739, during the War of Jenkins’ Ear (1739–1748) and the War of the Austrian Succession (1740–1748) he held command of the Portland (50 guns) during 1739–1743 and of the Berwick (70 guns) in 1743–1745.

In 1747 Hawke was promoted to rear admiral and given temporary command of the Channel Fleet. With 14 ships of the line, he engaged a French fleet of 9 warships off La Rochelle on October 12 and took 6 of the ships, for which he was knighted. Elected to Parliament in 1747, Hawke was promoted to vice admiral in May 1748. He commanded the Home Fleet from 1748 to 1752.

In 1755 Hawke took charge of the Western Squadron, and in June 1756 he relieved Admiral John Byng at Gibraltar. Promoted to admiral in 1757, Hawke led a failed English assault on Rochefort, although blame fell on the army. In 1758 Hawke left active service amid conflicts with the Admiralty. With an understanding having been reached, he resumed command of the Western Squadron in May 1759, blockading Brest. The French, under Admiral Hubert de Brienne, Comte de Conflans, sailed in a storm on November 17 with 21 ships. Hawke, with his flag in the Royal George, commanded 23 ships. He engaged the French in the Battle of Quiberon Bay (November 20, 1759), taking or destroying 7 French ships with a loss of 2 of his own ships. The battle ended French hopes of invading England and was regarded as England’s greatest victory at sea since the defeat of the Spanish Armada in 1558.

Hawke later commanded at Spithead. He then retired from active duty. Taking up the post of first lord of the admiralty in 1766, he was named admiral of the fleet in 1768. In his administrative posts, he worked to improve the education of naval officers. Hawke retired in 1771 and was created a baron in 1776. He died at Sunbury on October 17, 1781.

A bold and aggressive commander and a master tactician, Hawke was responsible for establishing the techniques of close blockade.
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Hawkins, Sir John (1532–1595)

English admiral who revolutionized the English Navy that defeated the Spanish Armada. Born at Plymouth sometime in 1532, John Hawkins was the second son of sea captain, merchant, and Plymouth mayor William Hawkins and was also a cousin of Sir Francis Drake.

John Hawkins sailed on numerous slaving and southward trade trips, and he proposed the triangular trade of West Africa for slaves, Spanish America to sell the slaves, and then the return to England with American goods. Commissioned by Elizabeth I in this venture, Hawkins made at least three such trips himself.

Hawkins was one of the few captains of his day interested in hygiene aboard ship, and he lost fewer crewmen on his missions than most other captains. Hawkins was so successful in the 1560s that he was considered the Crown’s leading sea commander until Drake completed his astonishing around-the-world trip and overshadowed Hawkins.

Made treasurer of the English navy in 1578, Hawkins was a driving force on the Navy Board to revolutionize the navy. This included the design of new first-rate ships that were longer, leaner, faster, more seaworthy, and more heavily gunned with longer-range cannon. He oversaw the refurbishing of older ships, enabling them to fight more effectively, and he ordered the construction of 18 oceangoing pinnaces as scouts. In addition, Hawkins worked to improve pay and conditions for English sailors. By 1578 he had transformed the English Navy into a high-seas force, and yet he accomplished this at an overall reduced cost.

Hawkins’s reforms came just in time, enabling the English Navy to defeat the Spanish Armada in 1588. Hawkins, Drake, Charles Howard, and Martin Frobisher each commanded one of the four squadrons of the fleet in the battles that followed. As the confrontation began, English lord high admiral Howard knighted both Hawkins and Frobisher aboard the Ark Royal. Later Hawkins offered one of his ships as part of the fleet of fireships sent into the armada at Calais.

In 1595 Hawkins and Drake commanded an expedition to the West Indies, where on November 12 Hawkins died from dysentery and was buried at sea.

England owed much to Hawkins, who was a superb administrator and reformer and was largely responsible for the defeat of the Spanish Armada.
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Hawkwood, Sir John (ca. 1321–1394)

Leading condottiere (mercenary) of the Hundred Years’ War. Born around 1321 in the village of Sible Hedingham in Essex, England, John Hawkwood entered military service soon after his father’s death in 1340 and fought with Edward, the Black Prince, in the Hundred Years’ War (1337–1453) between England and France, seeing action in the important battles at Crécy (August 15, 1346) and Poitiers (September 19, 1356). Hawkwood was knighted for his services, possibly for Crécy.

In the 1360s Hawkwood became a condottiere in Italy in the White Company (so-called for its brightly polished armor). By 1363 he was in command of the White Company, which was employed by various northern Italian city-states. In the Pisan War of 1364, Hawkwood was in the employ of Pisa against Florence. He then fought for Bernabò Visconti of Milan against Emperor Charles IV and then against Florence. Captured, Hawkwood was held during 1368–1369 until ransomed. In 1372 he entered the service of Pope Gregory XI, forming the Holy Company, a military formation for the pontiff, that fought in an inconclusive war against Milan in 1374. Hawkwood was bought off by the Florentines and did not take part in the War of the Eight Saints (1375–1378) except to put down revolts in the Papal States. In 1377 he broke with Gregory XI entirely and joined the antipapal coalition. Hawkwood’s final employer was Florence. Given the position of captain general during 1378–1381, he commanded the forces of Pisa, an ally of Florence, against Verona and won a great victory at Castagnaro (March 11, 1387). His last war was against the Viscontis of Milan during 1390–1392. Hawkwood died in March 1394.

Regarded as one of the greatest of condottieres, Hawkwood was a skilled diplomat as well as an accomplished field commander.
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Henri IV, King of France (1553–1610)

The first Bourbon king of France (r. 1589–1610). Born in Pau, Navarre, on the border with Spain, Henry was the son of Antoine de Bourbon, Duke of Vendôme, and Queen Jeanne d’Albret of Navarre. Educated as a Catholic in Paris during 1561–1564, Henri was raised a Huguenot (Protestant) on his return to Navarre in 1564. He was soon involved in the Wars of Religion (1560–1589) that threatened to destroy France.

Henri fought under Gaspard de Coligny and distinguished himself in the Battle of Arnay-le-Duc in Burgundy (June 16, 1570). Proclaimed king of Navarre on the death of his mother in June 1572, he married Margaret, sister of King Charles IX of France, on August 18 and underwent a forced conversion to Catholicism in order to save his life during the St. Bartholomew’s Day Massacre in Paris (August 24). Henri managed to escape Paris in 1576 and recanted his forced conversion. Becoming governor of Guienne in 1577, he helped bring about the Peace of Beaulieu that same year.

Henri resumed the religious wars when he seized Cahors (June 1580). He became heir presumptive to the French throne on the death of François, the duke of Anjou and brother to King Henri III, but was excluded from the succession by the Treaty of Nemours in July 1585 between Henri III and the Catholic League under Henri, Duke of Guise. In the ensuing War of the Three Henries of 1587–1589, Henri of Navarre defeated a royal army at Coutras (October 20, 1587). On the assassination of Henri III on August 2, 1589, Henri of Navarre’s soldiers proclaimed him as King Henri IV, but he was forced to defend his claim against the Catholic League of Henri of Guise, supported by Spain.

With only 8,000 men, Henri IV utilized an ambush position, trench lines, and superior firepower to defeat an opposing army of 24,000 at Arques (September 21, 1589), then won another important victory at Ivry (March 14, 1590). Spanish forces under the capable Duke of Parma prevented success in his subsequent Siege of Paris (May–August), however. Seeking to end the religious wars in France and endeavoring to win the support of the majority Catholic population to his rule, Henri converted to Catholicism, supposedly remarking that “Paris is well worth a mass,” in July 1593. He entered Paris in triumph on March 21, 1594, although fighting with Spain continued. Henri was victorious but was almost killed in the subsequent Battle of Fontaine-Française in Burgundy (June 1, 1595). The war was finally concluded in the Peace of Vervins on May 2, 1598.

Meanwhile, in order to reassure the Huguenot minority, Henri issued his famous Edict of Nantes in April 1598. The edict granted freedom of religion to the Huguenots in areas of France where they were in the majority, guaranteed them full civil rights, and allowed them to fortify certain areas. For the next dozen years, Henri worked to rebuild France. He seemed genuinely concerned about his people’s welfare. Henri put the realm’s finances in order and built up a treasury surplus with the plan of intervening in Germany to curb Habsburg power. He was on his way to the arsenal to inspect the military preparations for this campaign when he was assassinated by a Catholic fanatic, François Ravaillac, in a crowded street in Paris on May 14, 1610. Henri was succeeded as king by his young son Louis XIII.

An exceptionable and able tactician, Henri IV was personally brave in battle and was an inspirational leader who understood the importance of firepower and effectively combined light cavalry and harquebus infantry. Actively concerned for the welfare of his people, Henri was perhaps the best-loved king in French history.
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Henry II, King of England (1133–1189)

King of England. Henry Plantagenet was born at Le Mans, Maine (France), on March 5, 1133. He was the son of Geoffrey Plantagenet, Count of Anjou, and Matilda, daughter of King Henry I of England. Supporters of Matilda who went to war with Stephen, king of England (1135–1154), took Henry to England, where he was educated. He then went to Normandy, which his father had captured from Stephen in 1144. After Henry’s invasion of England in 1147 went badly, he allied with King David I of Scotland against Stephen. Again defeated, in Northumbria in 1149, Henry escaped.

Proclaimed the duke of Normandy in 1150, Henry became the Count of Anjou on the death of his father in 1151. Henry’s marriage to Eleanor of Aquitaine, former wife of French king Louis VII, on May 18, 1152, brought him substantial lands in southwestern France, including Touraine, Aquitaine, and Gascony. Their combined territories along the French coast made Henry more powerful than his liege lord, the French king.
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Seventeenth-century portrait of King Henry II. The founder of the Angevin, or Plantagenet line, Henry II ruled England during 1154–1189 and was one of its greatest medieval rulers. (Corel)



His power greatly enhanced, Henry invaded England a third time in January 1153, and although the Battle of Wallingford (July 1153) was inconclusive, Stephen was forced to acknowledge Henry as his heir. Upon Stephen’s death in October 1154, Henry ascended the English throne on December 19 as head of a new Plantagenet dynasty, the Angevins. Henry went to war with Malcolm of Scotland and in the Anglo-Scottish War (1157–1158) defeated Malcolm and regained control of the northern English counties of Northumberland, Cumberland, and Westmoreland. Henry also frequently waged war against King Louis VII of France during 1159–1174.

Henry sought to expand royal power, reversing the trend that had seen it shift to the barons during Stephen’s chaotic reign. Henry ordered castles that had been built during Stephen’s reign without authorization to be torn down. Henry also introduced scutage, a fee paid to the Crown in lieu of military service. By 1159, scutage had become a key element of the king’s military system.

Henry’s celebrated quarrel with archbishop of Canterbury Thomas à Becket during 1162–1170 was over the latter’s defense of ecclesiastical privilege against the Crown. Becket was ultimately murdered by four of Henry’s supporters, and Henry was forced to do penance and undergo public flogging for this deed in 1172.

Henry was a great lawgiver, working to reform the administrative and judicial systems of England. He concentrated legal authority in the hands of royal circuit judges, replaced trial by battle with a rough trial by jury through the Assize of 1166, and established the right of appeal. During his reign the first written legal textbook appeared, the basis of the system of common law.

Henry campaigned in Wales during 1159–1165, temporarily establishing his authority there, and, with the support of his Norman vassals, invaded and secured Ireland in 1171. Henry’s effort to secure control of Eleanor’s lands led to conflict between them. Henry sought to divide his titles among his sons while keeping effective control himself. On the urging of Eleanor, Henry’s ambitious sons rebelled against him, using the excuse of his affair with his mistress Rosamond Clifford, which became public knowledge. The rebellion, supported by many powerful English nobles, also had the backing of Scotland and France. Henry beat back French attacks in Normandy and Anjou in the summer of 1173 and then defeated the Scots at Alnwick, capturing King William the Lion (July 13, 1174).

Henry imprisoned Eleanor, and his relationship with his sons remained difficult. Following the death of his son Henry in 1183, King Henry acknowledged his son Richard as his heir (later King Richard I) but favored his son Geoffrey and especially his son John (later King John). In the midst of a new rebellion by Richard, supported by French king Philip II Augustus, Henry, who was also depressed over the treachery of John, died in his château of Chinon near Tours, France, on July 6, 1189. Richard succeeded to the throne as Richard I.

A successful warrior, Henry II was also one of the greatest of England’s medieval kings, although he spent two-thirds of his reign in France.

Spencer C. Tucker
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Henry V, King of England (1387–1422)

King of England. Born at Monmouth Castle, England, on or around September 16, 1387, Henry of Monmouth was the eldest son of Henry of Lancaster, later king of England as Henry IV (1399–1413). During the exile of his father, Henry of Monmouth was raised in the household of his uncle, Richard II. Upon his father’s usurpation of the throne in 1399, Henry became the prince of Wales on October 15. Given command of English forces against a revolt led by Owen Glendower in Wales during 1402–1409, Henry distinguished himself in the fighting, including the Battle of Shrewsbury (July 21, 1403).

Henry became king as Henry V on the death of his father on March 20, 1413. Henry V then suppressed a religious uprising, the Lollard Revolt (December 1413–January 1414), led by Sir John Oldcastle and a revolt in July 1415 by certain nobles in favor of replacing him on the throne with Edmund Mortimer, Earl of Monmouth.

Henry is best known, however, for his campaigns against France in the Hundred Years’ War, which began in April 1415 when he sought to assert his rather tenuous claims to the French throne. Delayed by Monmouth’s revolt, Henry sailed for France in August 1415 with a relatively small force. He besieged and captured Harfleur (August 13–September 22, 1415). Henry then marched north toward the English enclave around Calais. Almost trapped near the Somme by a much larger French force, he managed to escape but was pursued by the French. Forced to make a stand, he was attacked at Agincourt and won a brilliant victory (October 25, 1415). English longbowmen exacted a frightful toll on the French knights, while Henry’s side sustained only minimal casualties.

Returning to England, Henry spent 1416 in preparations and concluded a treaty with Holy Roman emperor Sigismund. Again sailing for France, Henry conquered Normandy in three campaigns during 1417–1419, the centerpiece of which was the siege and taking of Rouen (September 1418–January 1419). Concluding an alliance with Burgundy, he captured Paris (May 1420). According to the terms of the Treaty of Troyes on May 21, Henry married Catherine of Valois, daughter of King Charles VI of France, and was recognized by Charles as his heir. Henry laid siege to and captured Meaux (October 1421–May 1422) but caught camp fever and died in the Bois de Vincennes near Paris on August 31, 1422.

A brave warrior and an inspirational leader, Henry was skilled in diplomacy as well as in war. He raised English power to an unprecedented level but died early before he could realize his aspirations in France.

Spencer C. Tucker

Further Reading

Allmand, C. T. Henry V. London: Methuen, 1992.

Earle, Peter. The Life and Times of Henry V. London: Weidenfeld and Nicolson, 1972.

Harris. G. J., ed. Henry V. London: Sutton, 1993.

Knight, Paul, and Mike Chappell. Henry V and the Conquest of France, 1416–1453. New York: Osprey, 1999.

Henry VII, King of England (1457–1509)

King of England. Born at Pembroke Castle (Penfro) on January 28, 1457, Henry was the posthumous son of Edmund Tudor, the half brother of King Henry VI, and Margaret Beaufort, Edmund’s widow. During the Wars of the Roses (1455–1487) as the senior Lancastrian heir to the English throne, Henry fled to Brittany in May 1471 following Edward VI’s victory. Dissension among the Yorkists following Richard III’s usurpation of the throne in 1483 gave Henry his opportunity to return to England.

Henry landed at Milford Haven with 3,000 supporters in August 1485 and then added to his forces as he moved through Wales and western England. He defeated the Yorkish army sent against him at the Battle of Bosworth Field (August 22), where Richard was killed. Henry was crowned king of England on October 30 as Henry VII. He married Elizabeth of York on January 18, 1486, solidifying his hold on the throne.

During the first dozen years of his reign, Henry faced and subdued a series of plots and revolts led by the Yorkists against his rule. Crushing the most serious threat to this rule in the Battle of Stoke-on-Trent (June 18, 1487), Henry brought to an end the Wars of the Roses. He spent the rest of his reign restoring peace and prosperity to the realm, which had been devastated by the fighting. Henry fought few wars as king, apart from lending a small army to assist Brittany in a revolt during 1488–1491 against French king Charles VIII. Coming to terms with Charles, Henry allowed him to secure Brittany in November 1492 rather than see a renewal of the Hundred Years’ War. Henry died at Richmond on April 22, 1509.

A wise and capable monarch, Henry was prudent in his foreign policy, understanding the need to restore peace to England following the Wars of the Roses. He also built up a sizable treasury surplus for his son and successor, Henry VIII.
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Henry VIII, King of England (1491–1547)

King of England. Born in Greenwich, England, on June 28, 1491, Henry was the second son of King Henry VII and Elizabeth of York. Following the death of his older brother Arthur in 1502, Henry became betrothed to Arthur’s widow Catherine of Aragon in 1503. Henry became king as Henry VIII on the death of his father in April 1509 and married Catherine on June 11. They were then both crowned on June 24. Henry inherited a full treasury from his father.


HENRY VIII




Henry was physically strong and much interested in sports, including jousting, bowling, tennis, archery, and wrestling. The most celebrated incident concerning him and sports occurred in 1520 when he met with the king of France, François I (Francis I), near Calais in Flanders at the so-called Field of the Cloth of Gold in order to cement an alliance between their countries. During a span of several weeks, the English and French kings negotiated while enjoying sporting events and other diversions in order to display their wealth and power.

In the course of these proceedings, the two kings had a wrestling match. François, though smaller, threw Henry to the ground and won the match. Although its impact cannot be proven, Henry’s loss is said to have been one factor in the worsened relations between the two nations that followed. England subsequently concluded an alliance with Holy Roman emperor Charles V, who declared war on France later that year in the Italian War of 1521–1526.



Henry concluded an alliance with his father-in-law, King Ferdinand of Aragon, against France in 1511 and then led an army to France in June 1513. Laying siege to Thérouane near Saint-Omer, Henry defeated a French relief effort in the Battle of Guinegate (August 16), which is often known as the Battle of the Spurs because of the precipitous departure of the French cavalry. He then campaigned in Picardy, aligned with Holy Roman emperor Charles V against French king François I during 1516–1521.

The Tudor line extended back only to his father, and Henry was anxious to have a son and heir. Believing that Catherine could not produce the son he required, he began divorce proceedings against her. Popes in the past had obliged monarchs similarly pressed, but Clement VII was fearful of Charles V’s victories in Italy, and Charles V, Catherine’s nephew, opposed the divorce. Ultimately Henry broke with Rome and became head of the Church of England during 1529–1533. Henry’s intention was not to change church doctrine but simply to become the head of an English Catholic Church. He used the opportunity to seize church lands, which he gave to his followers, solidifying his hold on power. Ultimately Henry would have six wives, casting some doubt on the original motive for his divorce from Catherine.

Henry’s renewal of friendship with Charles V came at the same time as increased French influence in Scotland, which was not welcomed in London and brought war with both Scotland and France. Henry’s army defeated the Scots in the Battle of Solway Moor (November 25, 1542). Henry then invaded France, besieging and capturing Boulogne (July 19–September 14, 1544), but as in his earlier campaigning in France, he gained little advantage.

French naval raids on the English coasts during the war led Henry to strengthen the navy and begin a program of improved coastal defenses. He not only added new ships and dockyards but also provided the navy with its first centralized governing body, creating in April 1546 the Navy Board, the predecessor of the Board of Admiralty. Henry VIII died in London on January 28, 1547.

Intelligent, well educated, and interested in the arts, Henry VIII was also vain and arrogant. He did accomplish a great deal in centralizing the government and building up royal power at the expense of feudal interests. Henry bequeathed to his successor, Edward VI, a fleet of 53 warships mounting more than 2,000 guns.

Spencer C. Tucker
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Heraclius (ca. 575–641)

Byzantine emperor (610–641). Born around 575 in North Africa, possibly in Cappadocia, the son of the military governor of Carthage, Heraclius led his father’s fleet to Constantinople against the tyrant Phocas in 610. Phocas had killed Emperor Maurice and seized the throne eight years earlier. Heraclius overthrew Phocas and became emperor himself on October 5, 610.

When Heraclius took power, Byzantium was under heavy pressure from the west in the form of Avars and Slavs in Europe and in the east from the Persians. Phocas had provoked a savage war with Persia, which had opened the way for the Avars and Slavs to infiltrate western Byzantine holdings in Southeastern Europe. Byzantine power was also in disarray, thanks to the inept rule of Phocas.

In 611, Persian forces under Shah Chocroes II had moved into Syria, taking Antioch and other places. Two years later the Persians captured Damascus, and in 614 Jerusalem fell. Taking advantage of this, the Slavs moved in large numbers into Greece and Albania, while the Avars pressed into Thrace and Bulgaria. The Byzantine Empire appeared caught in a vise. In 616 the Persians moved south against Egypt, finally taking Alexandria in 619 following a great siege.

Heraclius, meanwhile, concentrated on rebuilding the Byzantine Army. Pronouncing his forces ready to take the offensive, Heraclius landed an army by sea in Cilicia in southern Anatolia in April 622, defeating the Persians in the Battle of Issus (October). He then marched north into Pontus on the south shore of the Black Sea and was victorious over the Persians at Halys (spring of 623). Heraclius next invaded Media (today central Iran), laying waste to much of it, and then moved across Mesopotamia into Cilicia, defeating a Persian army at the Sarus River in the autumn of 625.

Heraclius hoped to force the Persians to shift their attention north to defend the city of Ctesiphon. Shah Chocroes II, however, sought to turn the tables by ordering an all-out offensive against Constantinople. Persian agents were able to work out an alliance with Avars to move against the city from the west. The Persians and Avars then laid siege to Constantinople (June–August 626). Heraclius, trusting that the city’s powerful land defenses and Byzantine naval strength would be able to hold, refused to return from Armenia. His strategy worked, with his opponents dissipating their forces in a futile effort to take the Byzantine capital. The Avars and Persians withdrew their greatly weakened forces from before Constantinople that autumn. Avar strength was further sapped by a revolt of the Slavs.

With Persian military strength now greatly reduced, Heraclius pursued the war in Anatolia. Moving southwest into Mesopotamia, he defeated the Persians in the great Battle of Nineveh (December 12, 627). The next year, Heraclius took Dastagard and raided in the vicinity of Ctesiphon. Meanwhile, a coup d’état ousted Shah Chocroes II, beginning a bloody civil war. Persian general Shahrvaraz then struck a bargain with Heraclius in which he agreed to return Egypt, Palestine, Syria, and the other conquered territories to Byzantium in exchange for permission to march on Ctesiphon and take power. By 630, Heraclius had recovered all of Egypt and western Asia Minor, and the Byzantine Empire was at peace.
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Byzantine emperor Heraclius (r. 610–641) was a capable strategist, general, and administrator who recovered Egypt and all of western Asia Minor. The long struggle with Persia, however, exhausted Byzantium and left it vulnerable to the Arabs. (Time Life Pictures/Getty Images)



The long struggle had exhausted both the Persians and the Byzantines, however, making both susceptible to pressure from the new threat posed by Islam. Arab armies raided into Palestine in 633, and three years later as a consequence of the defeat of a large Byzantine force in the Battle of Yarmuk (August 636), they took Palestine. Heraclius then abandoned Syria altogether. Arab forces then began to raid into Egypt in 639. The Arabs then defeated a relief expedition and took Alexandria in 640, going on to seize all of Egypt. By the time of Heraclius’s death on February 11, 641, in Constantinople from a painful illness, the Muslims had taken the entire Middle East, which they then held from that point forward.

An extraordinarily capable and daring strategist characterized by great patience and determination, Heraclius was also a talented administrator who fell victim to circumstances beyond his control.

Spencer C. Tucker
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Hindenburg, Paul Ludwig Hans Anton von Beneckendorf und von (1847–1934)

German field marshal and chief of staff of the army. Born in Posen (now Poznań, Poland) on October 2, 1847, into an established military-aristocratic family, Paul Ludwig Hans Anton von Beneckendorf und von Hindenburg entered the Prussian Cadet Corps at age 11. He fought in the Austro-Prussian War (1866) and was wounded, and he fought in the Franco-Prussian War (1870–1871). For the next 40 years, Hindenburg served in command and staff positions, qualifying as a General Staff officer and instructing many of his future subordinates in the Kriegsakademie (War Academy) in Berlin. He retired from the army in 1911 as a General der Infantrie (U.S. equiv. Lieutenant general).

On August 26, 1914, in the first month of World War I, Hindenburg was promoted to Generaloberst (colonel general, U.S. equiv. full general) and recalled to active service to command the Eighth Army in East Prussia. The situation there appeared desperate. Chief of the German General Staff Generaloberst Helmuth von Moltke the Younger also selected Generalmajor (U.S. equiv. brigadier general) Erich Ludendorff to assist Hindenburg as his quartermaster general (chief of staff). The phlegmatic and stolid Hindenburg proved to be a perfect counter for the brilliant but excitable Ludendorff. The two men formed a close relationship that lasted until the war’s end.

Hindenburg immediately approved the plan already advanced by Eighth Army operations officer Lieutenant Colonel Max Hoffmann to take on the two advancing Russian armies in detail, beginning with Alexander V. Samsonov’s Second (Narev) Army. The Germans annihilated Samsonov’s forces in the Battle of Tannenberg (August 25–31, 1914), Germany’s first major victory of the war. Hindenburg then moved the Eighth Army across East Prussia and defeated General Pavel K. Von Rennenkampf’s First Army in the Battle of the Masurian Lakes (September 8–15), driving the Russians from East Prussia. The remainder of the autumn was devoted to stabilizing the southeastern border where ally Austria-Hungary had suffered catastrophic losses.

Promoted to Generalfeldmarschall (field marshal) on November 27, 1914, Hindenburg became commander in chief of German and Austro-Hungarian forces on the Eastern Front, operating at first under German Army chief of staff Generaloberst Erich von Falkenhayn’s direction and then semi-independently. Hindenburg’s forces broke through the Russian lines at Gorlice-Tarnow in May–June 1915, clearing the Russians from Poland by the end of the year. Despite these successes, the Russian Army remained in the field, and when some of Hindenburg’s divisions were transferred to the Western Front in 1916 to support the German offensive at Verdun (February 21–December 16), Hindenburg and Ludendorff began a campaign to secure Falkenhayn’s dismissal.

With the failure at Verdun and Romania’s surprise entry into the war, Kaiser Wilhelm II replaced Falkenhayn with Hindenburg on August 29, 1916. Along with Ludendorff as first quartermaster general (chief of staff), Hindenburg assumed de facto control of the German war effort. Upon arriving on the Western Front, they inherited Falkenhayn’s practice of holding ground at all costs, a policy that had led to calamitous losses in repulsing the British Expeditionary Force (BEF) on the Somme. That winter, Hindenburg and Ludendorff initiated active mobile defense tactics and shortened the German lines on the Western Front by withdrawing to the Siegfriedstellung (Hindenburg Line) in March 1917, which freed a number of divisions that were then diverted to the Eastern Front to drive Russia from the war.

Strongly influenced by Ludendorff, Hindenburg took steps that went far beyond the scope of his authority, establishing what amounted to a virtual military dictatorship in Germany. Under threat of resignation, Hindenburg and Ludendorff got their way in all major decisions. The results were disastrous to Germany. The pair endorsed the resumption of unrestricted submarine warfare in early 1917 that brought the United States into the war, and they drove Chancellor Theobald von Bethmann-Hollweg from office. Hindenburg and Ludendorff also imposed the ruinous Treaty of Brest Litovsk on Russia in March 1918.

Finally, Hindenburg allowed Ludendorff to risk everything in the great 1918 Ludendorff (Spring) Offensives (March 21–July 18), a reckless gamble to knock Britain from the war before the arriving American troops reached critical mass. The risk lay with supplies and reserves; if this offensive failed, Germany could not replace its losses of men and matériel. German hammer blows fell five times in the spring, but the Allies held and counterattacked in July.

Hindenburg’s nerves were steadier than those of Ludendorff, whose manic vacillation led to hysteria and culminated in his resignation on October 24, 1918. Hindenburg recognized that the war was lost but urged fighting on to secure better terms and to shift the blame for the collapse to the new German government. Faced with a calamitous military situation, mutiny, and even revolution, new German chancellor Friedrich Ebert and Generalleutnant (U.S. equiv. major general) Wilhelm Groener, Ludendorff’s successor, convinced the field marshal that fighting had to end immediately, lest a complete collapse ensue that would bring revolution at home. The defeat and armistice forced Wilhelm II from office, a blow that Hindenburg took hard but refused to carry out personally, forcing Groener to deliver the news to the Kaiser.

Hindenburg retired in January 1919. Possessed of an imperturbable demeanor, he is often portrayed as a slow, superannuated figurehead manipulated by the brilliant but wily Ludendorff. This is incorrect, as Hindenburg was quite cunning and made decisions with considerable thought given to his reputation and place in history. Consequently, he adroitly escaped responsibility and blame for Germany’s defeat. The public venerated him, and in the search for a scapegoat for the defeat and collapse, Hindenburg remained untouched.

Hindenburg subsequently returned to political activity to run for president of the Weimar Republic, although he hardly bothered to campaign. Winning election on April 26, 1925, he participated in the death throes of the republic. In January 1933 he appointed Adolf Hitler as chancellor. Hindenburg remained in office until his death at his estate in Neudeck, East Prussia, on August 2, 1934.
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Hipper, Franz von (1863–1932)

German Navy admiral. Born in Weilheim in Bavaria on September 13, 1863, Franz von Hipper entered the German Navy as a cadet in 1881 and was commissioned an officer in 1884. He made his early reputation in torpedo boats in the North Sea and then was navigation officer in the imperial yacht Hohenzollern (1899–1902). During 1908–1912 he held a succession of cruiser commands. Recognized for his talent at ship handling in the Hohenzollern and for his performance in the fleet, Hipper won promotion to Konteradmiral (U.S. equiv. rear admiral) on January 26, 1912, and in October 1913 he was appointed to command the Scouting Forces of the High Seas Fleet, consisting of battle cruisers, cruisers, and, in time of war, all torpedo boats.

Hipper had no peer in the German Navy in leading his units in battle. With the beginning of World War I, he led the raid on the British coastal cities of Scarborough, Whitby, and Hartelpool (December 16, 1914). Hipper commanded German forces in the Battle of the Dogger Bank (January 24, 1915), when the armored cruiser Blücher was sacrificed to save his other ships. He also commanded the German battle cruisers in the Battle of Jutland (May 31–June 1, 1916). His command defeated the British Battle cruiser force but was nearly annihilated while covering the escape of the main body of the High Seas Fleet. Largely ignorant of his professional enemies, including Grand Admiral Alfred von Tirpitz who faulted him for not being sufficiently aggressive, Hipper several times faced replacement from command. Commander of the High Seas Fleet Admiral Reinhard Scheer was jealous of Hipper and officially belittled his service record but ultimately supported his August 1918 promotion to Generaladmiral (U.S. equiv. full admiral) and his succession of Scheer as chief of the High Seas Fleet.

Hipper played a key role in German naval planning and strategy during the war. He questioned the design of Tirpitz’s ships and called for better protection, greater speed, and a greater radius for operations overseas. His vision of a balanced fleet, including submarines, aircraft, and surface ships operating both in home waters and in the Atlantic, was one that his chief of staff, Erich Raeder, would later build upon during Germany’s second attempt to make itself a world sea power.

Hipper’s decision to avoid bloodshed in dealing with the October 1918 German Navy mutinies and his attempt to negotiate with the revolutionaries did not endear him to the political right wing. Although his motive for a proposed final fleet operation in late October 1918 that triggered the mutinies involved the honor of the navy, Hipper’s plan was a feasible, deliberate one that offered some chance of political and military gain and was not the death ride that others decried or desired. Hipper retired from the navy at the end of the war. He died on May 25, 1932, in Altona-Othmarschen. Both the Kriegsmarine and the navy of the Federal Republic of Germany named warships in his honor.

Hipper was certainly one of the most capable German naval commanders during World War I.

Keith W. Bird and Tobias Philbin
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Hitler, Adolf (1889–1945)

Leader (Führer) of Germany. Born on April 20, 1889, in Braunau am Inn, Austria, Adolf Hitler had a troubled childhood. His father Alois Hitler was a retired customs official who died in 1903. Hitler attended primary school and Realschule in Linz but dropped out at age 16. He aspired to become an artist, and on the death of his mother Klara in 1907, he moved to Vienna. Unsuccessful in efforts to enroll at the Viennese Academy of Fine Arts, Hitler lived in flophouses and made some money selling small paintings of Viennese scenes to frame shops. It was in Vienna that Hitler developed his hatred of Jews, who had assimilated into Vienna society. But he also developed an aversion to internationalism, capitalism, and socialism. Hitler developed an intense sense of nationalism and expressed pride in being of German descent.

Probably to avoid compulsory military service, Hitler left Austria in May 1913 and settled in Bavaria. On the outbreak of World War I, he enlisted in the Bavarian Army and served in it with distinction. Here Hitler found the sense of purpose he had always previously lacked. He was wounded and served in the dangerous position of Meldegänger (runner). Temporarily blinded in a British gas attack, Hitler ended the war in a military hospital. He had risen to the rank of lance corporal and won the Iron Cross First Class, an unusual distinction for someone of his rank.

After the war, Hitler returned to Munich and remained with the military. He also reported on political groups and then became involved in politics full-time. In the summer of 1919 Hitler joined the Deutsche Arbeiterpartei (German Worker’s Party), later known as the Nationalsozialistische Deutsche Arbeiterpartei (National Socialist Party, or Nazi Party). His oratorical skills made him one of its leaders. Disgruntled with Germany’s loss in the war, Hitler became the voice of the dispossessed and angry. He blamed Germany’s defeat on the “November criminals,” communists, Jews, and the Weimar Republic.

Taking a cue from Benito Mussolini’s 1922 March on Rome, Hitler and his followers attempted to seize power in Bavaria as a step toward controlling all of Germany. The authorities put down this Beer Hall Putsch on November 8, 1923, with some bloodshed. Hitler was then arrested and tried for attempting to overthrow the state but used his trial to become a national political figure in Germany. Sentenced to prison, he served only nine months during 1923–1924. While at the Landsberg Fortress, he dictated his stream-of-consciousness memoir, Mein Kampf (My Struggle). Later when he was in power, royalties on sales of the book and his images made him immensely wealthy, a fact that he concealed from the German people.
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Adolf Hitler was chancellor and Führer of Germany during 1933–1945. A masterful political strategist, his brutal policies and far-reaching territorial ambitions brought World War II, in which he proved to be a singularly inept military strategist. (Photos.com)



Hitler formed few female attachments during his life. He was involved with his niece Geli Raubal, who committed suicide in 1931, and later with Eva Braun, his mistress whom he hid from the public. Deeply distrustful of people, Hitler was a vegetarian who loved animals and especially doted on his dogs. A severe hypochondriac, he suffered from a myriad of real and imagined illnesses.

Hitler restructured the Nazi Party, and it emerged as a political force in Germany, winning representation in the Reichstag in 1928. Hitler ran against Field Marshal Paul von Hindenburg for the presidency of Germany in April 1932. Hindenburg won, but Hitler received 13 million votes in a completely free election, and the Nazis became the largest political party in the Reichstag in June.

Convinced by others who said that they could control Hitler, Hindenburg appointed him chancellor on January 30, 1933. Hitler moved quickly against his political adversaries. Fresh elections under Nazi auspices gave the Nazis in coalition with the nationalists a majority in the Reichstag. An Enabling Act in March 1933 gave Hitler dictatorial powers. On the death of Hindenburg on August 2, 1934, Hitler amalgamated the office of president and took control of the armed forces. In the Night of the Long Knives (June 30, 1934), Hitler purged the party and also removed a number of political opponents. He also reorganized Germany administratively, dissolving political parties and labor unions and making Germany a one-party state. Nazi Germany became a totalitarian state in which Hitler, now known as the Führer, alone ruled.

Resistance to the Nazis was crushed, and many dissidents were sent to concentration camps. The ubiquitous Gestapo (Secret State Police) kept tabs on the population, but in the first several years, Hitler was carried forward on a wave of disillusionment with the Weimar Republic. A plebiscite showed that a solid majority of Germans approved of his actions.

Almost on assuming political power, Hitler initiated actions against the Jews. They were turned into a race of so-called untouchables within their own state, unable to pursue certain careers and a public life. The Nuremberg Laws of 1935 defined as Jewish anyone with one Jewish grandparent. That a worse fate would be their lot was clear in Hitler’s remarks that war in Europe would lead to the “extinction of the Jewish race in Europe.”

Hitler took Germany out of the League of Nations and the Geneva disarmament conference in 1934. Germans were put back to work, and rearmament, albeit at first secret (it was announced openly in 1935), was begun. Hitler’s most daring gamble was to march German troops into the Rhineland and remilitarize it in March 1936. Britain and France protested but did not act. Hitler announced plans to his top advisers and generals for an aggressive foreign policy and war in November 1937 and then began his march of conquest in March 1938 with the Anschluss (annexation) of Austria. That autumn he secured the Sudetenland of Czechoslovakia at the Munich Conference, and then he took over the remainder of Czechoslovakia in March 1939. Poland was the next pressure point. To secure his eastern flank, Hitler concluded a nonaggression pact with the Soviet Union on August 23, 1939. German forces then invaded Poland on September 1, touching off World War II.

Applying new tactics of close cooperation between air and ground elements centered in a war of movement that came to be known as blitzkrieg (lightning war), the German military enjoyed early success on the battlefield. Poland was taken within one month. When Britain and France, which had gone to war on the invasion of Poland, rejected peace on a forgive-and-forget basis, Hitler invaded in Western Europe. Norway and Denmark were taken beginning in April 1940. France and Benelux fell in May and June. Hitler’s first rebuff came in the Battle of Britain (July 10–October 31, 1940), when the Luftwaffe failed to drive the Royal Air Force from the skies, a necessary precursor to a sea invasion. After next securing his southern flank in the Balkans by invading and conquering Greece and Yugoslavia in April 1941 and dispatching the Afrika Corps to North Africa in May 1941, Hitler invaded the Soviet Union in June 22. When the United States entered the war against Japan after the Japanese attack on Pearl Harbor on December 7, 1941, Hitler declared war on the United States.

Increasingly, Germany suffered the consequences of strategic overreach, for German troops not only had to garrison much of Europe but also had to fight in North Africa. Hitler’s constant meddling in military matters, his changes of plans, and his divide-and-rule concept of administration all worked to the detriment of Germany’s cause. On Hitler’s express orders, millions of people, mainly Jews, were rounded up and systematically slaughtered. Hitler narrowly escaped assassination on July 20, 1944. He committed his last strategic reserves in a vain effort to retake Antwerp in the Ardennes Offensive (Battle of the Bulge, December 16, 1944–January 1945). This weakened the ability of forces on the Eastern Front to hold against the Soviet Union and speeded the German defeat.

Hitler took up residence in Berlin in mid-January 1945. He refused negotiation, preferring to see Germany destroyed. Hitler married Eva Braun on April 29, and rather than be taken by the Russians who were then closing in on Berlin, he committed suicide in the bunker of the Chancellery on April 30. Germany surrendered unconditionally a week later. Hitler was a masterful political strategist and a brilliant orator and demagogue, but his policies inflicted substantial damage on his own people as well as on tens of millions of other Europeans. His policies also strengthened his supposed archenemy, the communist Soviet Union.

Wendy A. Maier
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Ho Chi Minh (1890–1969)

Vietnamese nationalist, leader of insurgencies against the French and Japanese, and prime minister and president of the Democratic Republic of Vietnam (North Vietnam). Ho Chi Minh was born Nguyen Sinh Cung on May 19, 1890, in Kimlien, Annam (in central Vietnam). His father was a Confucian scholar who resigned his position in the bureaucracy to protest French control of Vietnam. When Nguyen was 10 years, according to Confucian tradition his father gave him the new name Nguyen Tat Thanh (“Nguyen the Accomplished”).

Nguyen received a secondary education at the prestigious National Academy, a French-style lycée in Hue. He attended high school at Hue but left Vietnam in 1911 and lived first in London and then in Paris during World War I, where he became the leader of the Vietnamese community in France. He subsequently changed his name to Nguyen ai Quoc (“Nguyen the Patriot”).

Nguyen joined the French Socialist Party and then was one of the founders of the French Communist Party when it split from the socialists in 1920. He then became active in the Comintern and traveled in China and the Soviet Union. In 1925 Nguyen founded the Vietnam Revolutionary Youth League, commonly known as the Thanh Nien, an anticolonial organization that sought the liberation of Vietnam from French control. He was one of the founders of the Indochinese Communist Party in Hong Kong in 1929. In 1940 Nguyen began using the name Ho Chi Minh (“He Who Enlightens”).

During World War II, Ho formed the Viet Nam Doc Lap Dong Minh Hoi (Vietnam Independence League), known as the Viet Minh. This was a nationalist front organization, dominated by the communists, that fought both the Japanese and the French. In fighting the Japanese, Ho secured assistance from the U.S. Office of Strategic Services.
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Vietnamese nationalist and veteran communist leader Ho Chi Minh was the leader of the Democratic Republic of Vietnam from 1945 to his death in 1969. Ho led a three-decades-long effort to achieve Vietnamese independence and national reunification in the Indochina and Vietnam Wars. (Library of Congress)



Taking advantage of the political vacuum in Vietnam following the surrender of Japan, on September 2, 1945, Ho proclaimed the independence of Vietnam as the Democratic Republic of Vietnam. He became its president in March 1946. Following the failure of diplomatic efforts with France and entrusting the direction of military operations to Vo Nguyen Giap, Ho skillfully led the struggle for independence in the Indochina War against France (1946–1954) and then in the long battle against the Republic of Vietnam (South Vietnam) and the Americans in the 1960s and 1970s. In 1965 Ho supervised the transition from total battlefield victory to victory through a protracted war strategy. He believed that democratic societies had little patience for long and indecisive conflict. Implacable and resolute, Ho measured battlefield success not in Vietnamese lives lost but in French and then American casualties. He supposedly remarked that “you can kill ten of our people for every one I kill of yours, but eventually you will grow tired and go home and I will win.” A skillful diplomat, Ho managed to avoid taking sides in the Sino-Soviet dispute and had successfully played one side against the other to secure increased aid, reportedly boasting that “we use Moscow’s technology and Beijing’s strategy.” Ho died in Hanoi on September 2, 1969, and thus did not live to see the final victory of April 1975.

“Uncle Ho” is regarded by the Vietnamese as the most important figure in their modern history. Following reunification, the former South Vietnamese capital city of Saigon was renamed Ho Chi Minh City in his honor.

Spencer C. Tucker
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Hodges, Courtney Hicks (1887–1966)

U.S. Army general. Born in Perry, Georgia, on January 5, 1887, Courtney Hicks Hodges attended the U.S. Military Academy, West Point, for one year but dropped out for academic reasons and enlisted in the army. He earned a commission in 1909. Hodges saw service in the Philippines and in the Punitive Expedition into Mexico in 1916. During World War I he fought in France in the Saint-Mihiel and Meuse-Argonne Offensives in 1918, ending the war as a temporary lieutenant colonel.

Hodges attended the Field Artillery School in 1920 and then served as an instructor at West Point. He graduated from the Command and General Staff School at Fort Leavenworth in 1925, taught at the Infantry School, and graduated from the Army War College. He was assistant commandant of the Infantry School at Fort Benning, Georgia, in 1938. Promoted to major general in May 1941, Hodges was assigned as chief of infantry. He assumed command of X Corps in May 1942. Promoted to lieutenant general in February 1943, he took over the Southern Defense Command and the Third Army. Hodges joined the First Army in Britain in January 1944, then preparing for the Normandy Invasion, as deputy commander under Lieutenant General Omar Bradley.

Arriving in France, Hodges succeeded to command of the First Army when Bradley moved up to head the 12th Army Group in August 1944. The First Army then defended Mortain, reduced the Falaise-Argentan pocket, supported the liberation of Paris (August), was the first to penetrate the Siegfried Line (September), captured Aachen (October 7–16), and suffered heavy casualties in fighting with the Germans in the Hürtgen Forest (November). The First Army bore the brunt of the German Ardennes counteroffensive in the Battle of the Bulge (December 16, 1944–January 16, 1945). Responding to the crisis, General Dwight D. Eisenhower temporarily reorganized his command structure and placed all but the southernmost corps of the First Army—and Hodges—under British field marshal Bernard Montgomery, who thought that Hodges was at his breaking point. Eisenhower refused any suggestion of Hodges’s relief.

Hodges’s performance in the Battle of the Bulge vindicated Eisenhower’s judgment. The First Army rallied to hold the northern shoulder of the Bulge and then played an important role in the successful counterattack. First Army soldiers crossed the Rhine at Remagen, joined in the closing of the Ruhr pocket, and at the end of the war linked up with Soviet forces on the Elbe.

Hodges was promoted to general in April 1945 just before the end of the war in Europe. Following V-E Day, he and the First Army were under orders for the Pacific theater to lead the invasion of Honshu when Japan surrendered. After the war Hodges remained in command of the First Army until his retirement in 1949. He died in San Antonio, Texas, on January 16, 1966.

Personally reserved but determined and resourceful, Hodges was undoubtedly one of the outstanding U.S. field commanders of World War II. He especially excelled in infantry operations.

Thomas D. Veve
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Hoffmann, Max (1869–1927)

German Army general. Born at Homberg, Hesse, on January 25, 1869, Max Hoffmann completed the gymnasium and received his army commission in 1888 in the 4th Thuringian Infantry Regiment. His intellectual abilities came to light when he passed the officer’s school with the rare Kaiser’s Recognition. He also completed the Kriegsakademie (War Academy) in Berlin in 1898 with similar distinction, earning an unprecedented sabbatical in Russia to study its language and culture. Following that tour, Hoffmann was detailed to the General Staff’s Russian Section during 1899–1904. His expertise led to his assignment as an observer in the Russo-Japanese War (1904–1905).

When World War I began in August 1914, Lieutenant Colonel Hoffmann reported as operations officer for the Eighth Army in East Prussia. He knew the region well, having spent several tours of duty there. Eighth Army commander Generaloberst Maximilian von Prittwitz und Gaffron became unnerved by the surprising Russian offensive within two weeks of the start of the war and the heavy casualties of the Battle of Gumbinnen (August 20). He cabled chief of the General Staff Generaloberst Helmuth von Moltke the Younger that the Eighth Army might have to abandon East Prussia.

Prittwitz recovered his nerve, especially when Hoffmann convinced him that the General Staff had anticipated this situation and indeed had a solution that called for defeating in detail the Russian armies by taking advantage of German interior lines of communication. Hoffmann devised plans to fall back on Tannenberg to face the Russian Second Army advancing from Warsaw. Prittwitz concurred, but Moltke had already relieved him, sending the team of Generaloberst (U.S. equiv. full general) Paul von Hindenburg and Generalmajor (U.S. equiv. brigadier general) Erich Ludendorff to the Eastern Front. Hoffmann met the two generals when they detrained at Marienburg, where they approved his already drawn-up plans. Following these, the Eighth Army smashed the Russians in the Battle of Tannenberg (August 25–31) and the Battle of the Masurian Lakes (September 8–15), creating the Hindenburg-Ludendorff legend.

During the next two years, the trio of Hindenburg, Ludendorff, and Hoffmann remained inseparable. The great German victories on the Eastern Front bore the mark of Hoffmann’s genius for planning. By the end of 1915, the Germans had pushed the Russians from Poland and had stabilized the situation on the southern part of the Eastern Front, where Austria-Hungary had all but collapsed. In 1916 when Hindenburg went west (with Ludendorff accompanying him) to relieve General Erich von Falkenhayn, they left Hoffmann. Under Generalfeldmarschall (field marshal) Leopold of Bavaria, Hoffmann became chief of staff for Oberost, the German eastern high command, a relatively senior position for a colonel. Hoffmann’s promotion to Generalmajor came on August 29, 1917.

After Russia’s collapse, Hoffmann became the senior military officer at the peace talks with the Russians at Brest Litovsk. Hoffmann did not wish to see German annexations at the expense of Poland; this created a permanent break with Ludendorff. When the Russian side refused the harsh German peace terms, Hoffmann resumed military operations in March 1918, whereupon the Russians caved in and agreed to the German terms. Hoffmann then remained in the East to direct the plunder of the new territories.

After the war, Hoffmann squared off against his fellow generals in his book Der Krieg der versäumten Gelegenheiten (The War of Lost Opportunities), published in 1923. He published works on the Soviet Union, and he also called for a united front in Western Europe and the United States against the Soviet colossus. Hoffmann died in Berchtesgaden on July 8, 1927.

By nature both indolent and gluttonous, Hoffmann was also an extraordinarily capable officer who excelled in both staff work and high command positions.

Michael B. Barrett
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Hood, Alexander, First Viscount Bridport (1727–1814)

British admiral. Born at Butleigh, Somerset, on December 2, 1727, Alexander Hood joined the navy in 1740 during the War of the Austrian Succession (1740–1748). Promoted to lieutenant in December 1746, he went on half pay after the war until 1755. Hood returned to active service during the Seven Years’ War (1756–1763). Promoted to commander in March 1756 and to post captain in June 1756, he joined the Channel Fleet in 1759 and fought in the Battle of Quiberon Bay (November 20).

In 1766 Hood became the treasurer of Greenwich Hospital. During the American Revolutionary War (1775–1783), he commanded a ship at the Battle of Ushant (July 27, 1778). In the subsequent court-martial of Admiral Augustus Keppel, Hood admitted that he tampered with his ship’s log. This discredited Hood’s testimony, and public opinion turned against him, nearly ruining his career. Promoted to rear admiral in September 1780, he served in the relief of Gibraltar in 1782.

Appointed vice admiral in September 1787 and knighted the following year, Hood became second-in-command of Lord Richard Howe’s Channel Fleet at the outbreak of hostilities with France in 1793 in the French Revolutionary War. Promoted to full admiral in April 1794, Hood fought in the Battle of the Glorious First of June that year. In recognition of the victory, he was created a peer of Ireland as Baron Bridport of Cricket St. Thomas in Somerset.

With Howe in poor health, Bridport assumed temporary command of the Channel Fleet in 1795 and commanded it in the Battle of Belle Isle (June 23). Although the victory was not decisive, Bridport’s Irish peerage was converted into an English peerage in recognition. The Channel Fleet, still under his temporary command, then broke into detachments, with the nucleus remaining at Spithead.

The next year a French invasion force sailed from Brest to invade Ireland in December 1796. Only poor weather saved the British, for Bridport did not put to sea until January 3, 1797, and by then the invasion had failed. Mutinies then gripped the Channel Fleet, paralyzing it in Spithead during April–May 1797. Following this mutiny, Bridport became the official commander of the fleet that remained more continuously off Brest than ever before, but even then a French fleet escaped in April 1799. Bridport expected an invasion of Ireland, but instead the French sailed to the Mediterranean.

Bridport relinquished his command in April 1800. Advanced to viscount in 1801, he never held another naval appointment. Bridport died on May 2, 1814.

Kevin D. McCranie

Further Reading

Hood, Dorothy. The Admirals Hood. London: Hutchinson, 1942.

Saxby, Richard. “The Blockade of Brest in the French Revolutionary War.” Mariner’s Mirror 78(1) (February 1992): 25–35.

Saxby, Richard. “Lord Bridport and the Spithead Mutiny.” Mariner’s Mirror 79(2) (May 1993): 170–78.

Hood, Samuel (1724–1816)

British admiral. Born on December 12, 1724, in Butleigh, Somerset, England, Samuel Hood entered the navy in 1741 during the War of the Austrian Succession (1740–1748) as a captain’s servant. After service in several ships, he became a midshipman in November 1743 and was promoted to lieutenant in 1746. Hood was on half pay from November 1748 until 1753. In 1754 he took command of the sloop Jamaica on the North American station.

In 1756 Hood was promoted to captain and returned to England. During 1757–1758 he then served in other ships in the blockade of France. His ship, the frigate Vestal (32 guns), captured the French frigate Bellona (32 guns) off Cape Finisterre in 1759. Hood served in the Mediterranean during 1760–1763 and afterward was appointed to command the ship of the line Thunderer (74 guns) at Portsmouth in 1763. Transferred to the North American station in this ship in 1765, Hood was named commodore commanding that station in the Romney (50 guns) in 1767. Returning to England, he commanded guard ships at Portsmouth during 1771–1776 and then was appointed to command the third-rate ship of the line Courageux (74 guns). Named commissioner at Portsmouth and governor of the Naval Academy, he was created a baronet in 1778.

Hood was promoted to rear admiral in 1780 and sent to reinforce Admiral Sir George Brydges Rodney in the West Indies. Hood participated in the expedition against St. Eustatius in 1781 and then blockaded Martinique, where he fought a brief engagement with the super fleet of French admiral François Joseph Paul, Comte de Grasse-Tilly (April 1781). Sent to reinforce Rear Admiral Thomas Graves at New York, Hood commanded the rear ships in the Second Battle of the Chesapeake (September 5, 1781), which was inconclusive but nonetheless sealed the fate of British troops at Yorktown. Returning to the West Indies, Hood briefly occupied Basseterre at Nevis and joined Rodney for the Battle of the Saintes (April 12, 1782) against de Grasse, where Hood captured the French flagship Ville de Paris (110 guns).

Made a baron in 1782, Hood returned to Parliament in 1784, was promoted to vice admiral in 1787, and commanded at Portsmouth during 1787–1788. Named to the Board of Admiralty in 1788, he served until his appointment to command the Mediterranean Fleet in 1793. There he oversaw the occupation of Toulon (August 1793) and the capture of Corsica (August 21, 1794). Hood was promoted to admiral in 1794 and returned to England. Created Viscount Hood of Catherington in 1796, he was named governor of Greenwich Hospital, where he served until his death on January 27, 1816.

A capable commander and a fine tactician, Hood had only limited opportunities for higher command.

Steven W. Guerrier
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Horrocks, Sir Brian Gwynne (1895–1985)

British Army general. Brian Gwynne Horrocks was born on September 7, 1895, in Ranikhet, India, the son of a colonel in the British Army’s medical corps. Educated at Uppingham School, Horrocks entered the Royal Military Academy, Sandhurst, in 1913. Hardly an outstanding student, he was commissioned on August 8, 1914, several days after the beginning of World War I. Dispatched to France with the British Expeditionary Force (BEF), Horrocks saw action in the Battle of Mons (August 12, 1914). On October 21, 1914, in fighting at Armentières, he was wounded and taken prisoner. He spent the next four years as a prisoner of the Germans. After an escape attempt, he was placed with Russian officer prisoners of war, where he learned Russian.

Repatriated with the end of the war, Horrocks returned to active service in 1919 when he volunteered to go to Russia as part of the Allied intervention in the Russian Civil War (1917–1922) to assist White forces in Siberia. Again taken prisoner, on January 7, 1919, he was held by Red (Bolshevik) forces until October. Released, Horrocks joined the British Army of the Rhine on occupation duty in Germany and next was stationed in Ireland. An outstanding athlete, he competed in the 1924 Olympic Games in the pentathlon.

Horrocks was adjutant for the 4th Battalion, Middlesex Regiment, Territorial Army (1926–1930). He then attended the British Army Staff College in Camberley (1931–1932), was stationed at the War Office (1934–1936), and was brigade major with the 5th Infantry Brigade (1936–1938). He then returned to the Staff College as an instructor (1938–1939).

With the beginning of World War II in September 1939, Horrocks was promoted to lieutenant colonel in December. In May 1940 he was dispatched to France in command of the 2nd Battalion in the Middlesex Regiment, part of the 3rd Division, and made an excellent impression on its commander, Major General Bernard Law Montgomery. Horrocks took part in the retreat to Dunkerque (Dunkirk) and in early June was promoted to brigadier general during the Dunkerque Evacuation (May 26–June 4) and given command of the 11th Brigade.

On his return to England, Horrocks took command of the 9th Brigade, assigned to defend against a possible German invasion. On June 25, 1941, he was promoted to major general and given command of the 9th Armored Division. In August 1942 when Montgomery took command of the Eighth Army in Egypt, he named Horrocks, now a lieutenant general, to head XIII Corps, which played a key role in repelling the Afrika Korps attack at the crucial Battle of Alma Halfa (August 31–September 7) and, on Montgomery’s orders, carried out the feint to the south during the Battle of El Alamein (October 23–November 11). In October Horrocks assumed command of X Corps and led it during the successful flanking maneuver at Mareth in Tunisia (March 1943). During April and May 1943 he commanded IX Corps in the final drive against Tunis.

In June 1943 while preparing for the invasion of Italy, Horrocks was badly wounded during an air raid on Bizerte while observing preparations for the Salerno landings. He underwent five operations and spent 14 months recovering. In late August 1944 Horrocks took command of XXX Corps, which he led until the end of the war in General Miles Dempsey’s Second British Army. Accomplishments of XXX Corps included the capture of Amiens, Brussels, Antwerp, and Bremen and helping to reduce the Ardennes salient. Horrocks is best remembered for his role in Operation MARKET-GARDEN (September 17–25, 1944) when XXX Corps failed to relieve the British 1st Airborne Division at Arnhem, which Horrocks called “the blackest moment of my life.”

After the war, Horrocks had charge of Western Command and then briefly commanded the British Army of the Rhine before his war wounds forced his early retirement in January 1949. He wrote articles on military matters for newspapers and magazines as well as his autobiography, A Full Life (1960). He was also a television analyst. Horrocks died at Chichester, West Sussex, on January 4, 1985.

Horrocks is generally regarded as one of the most outstanding British generals of World War II and the ideal of a corps commander. Charismatic yet self-depreciating, he was a highly effective leader, able to relate to the men who served under him.

Thomas D. Veve and Spencer C. Tucker
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Howard, Charles, Lord Howard of Effingham, Earl ofNottingham (1536–1624)

Lord high admiral of England. Born in 1536, the eldest son of William Howard, lord high admiral under Queen Mary, Charles Howard was a cousin of Queen Elizabeth I (r. 1558–1603). He spent much of his life at court as a trusted servant and diplomat. Reputed to have been handsome and elegant, Howard was also strong, cautious, and steady. A Protestant in a largely Catholic family, he was staunchly loyal to Queen Elizabeth and helped suppress the Northern Rising, a Catholic rebellion in northern England during 1569. Howard represented Surrey in Parliament and then took command of a naval squadron in 1570. He became Baron Howard of Effingham on his father’s death in 1573.

Appointed lord high admiral in May 1585, Effingham served as a commissioner in the trials of members of the Babington plot and of Mary Queen of Scots in 1586. On the preparation of the Spanish fleet to attack England, Effingham received a commission as lieutenant general and commander in chief of the navy and army against Spain in December 1587 and hoisted his flag in the Ark Raleigh (later the Ark Royal) on December 21. Meticulous in duty and careful of his men and ships, Effingham visited each vessel. He realized that his accomplishments would depend upon his crews, whose comfort and well-being he looked after, frequently paying expenses from his own resources. Effingham was also blessed with experienced seamen and capable commanders, such as Francis Drake, Sir Martin Frobisher, and Sir John Hawkins.

Effingham’s problems were compounded by the vast mobilization of English maritime resources against the Spanish Armada. Securing money to pay for his crews was a major problem. He constantly argued with Queen Elizabeth, whose purse was never deep enough for his men and ships. Even ammunition was in short supply.

Effingham took the main body of the English fleet from the Thames to join his second-in-command, Drake, at Plymouth in May 1588. Drake wanted to attack the Spanish on their own coasts, but Effingham hesitated, and then contrary winds kept the English ships in port. When the armada at length arrived in the English Channel on July 29, Effingham led out the English ships against them. He agreed with his subordinates that the Spaniards could best be defeated by standing off and pounding them with the longer-range English guns.

After defeating the armada Effingham continued to lead expeditions at sea, most notably his attack on Cádiz, which he shared with the Earl of Essex in 1596. Created the earl of Nottingham in October 1597, Effingham received the unique rank of lieutenant general of England in the summer of 1599. He played a major role in putting down Essex’s Rebellion (February 8–9, 1601) and served as a commissioner in Essex’s trial. Effingham twice went to Spain to negotiate peace, in 1604 and 1605. He administered the navy from ashore until he retired at age 82 in 1619, having been lord high admiral for 33 years. Effingham died at Harling near Croydon, Surrey, on December 14, 1624.

Effingham’s administrative skills and ability to deal with Queen Elizabeth, his subordinate commanders, and their men as well as his adoption of prudent tactics all were key factors in the English victory and brought him recognition as one of England’s most successful naval commanders.

Lawrence C. Allin
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Howe, Richard (1726–1799)

British admiral. Born in London on March 8, 1726, Richard Howe entered the Royal Navy in 1739 or 1740. Promoted to lieutenant in 1745, he received his first command that November. Advanced to post captain in April 1746, he served over the next six years in the West Indies, along the coast of Guinea, and in the Mediterranean. Elected to the House of Commons for the Admiralty-controlled seat at Dartmouth in 1757, he remained in Parliament until 1782, when he became an English peer.

During the Seven Years’ War (1756–1763), Howe commanded the naval element of a British force numbering 15,000 men and 150 vessels with orders to raid the French coast in 1758. He landed soldiers at several locations, with his greatest success coming at Cherbourg. Howe then served in the blockade of Brest in 1759 and played a major role in the British victory in the Battle of Quiberon Bay (November 20).

In 1762 Howe joined the Admiralty Board until appointed treasurer of the navy in 1765. He served in this position until 1770. Although the opportunity was present, Howe refused to profit from his position.

Promoted to rear admiral in 1770 and vice admiral in 1775, Howe commanded the North America station during 1776–1778. A Whig by inclination, under the authorization of King George III Howe conducted peace negotiations with the American Continental Congress in 1776. Following the failure of this effort, he worked with his brother Major General William Howe to achieve a military solution and provided naval support for his brother’s capture of New York (July 2–September 12, 1776) and Philadelphia (1777). Richard Howe returned to New York in 1778 and maneuvered off Sandy Hook, New Jersey, against a larger French fleet under Admiral Count Jean Baptiste Charles Henry Hector d’Estaing (July 11–22). No general engagement ensued, and Howe struck his flag in frustration in October 1778.

For the next few years Howe remained unemployed, until the leadership in Parliament changed in 1782. He then received command of the Channel Fleet, promotion to admiral, and an English peerage. In September 1782 Howe led a relief expedition, consisting of 34 ships of the line and 183 supply ships, to Gibraltar. Arriving there in October, he maneuvered his ships past the Franco-Spanish fleet into the anchorage at Gibraltar and then escorted the empty transports out of danger. Howe offered battle, but the allies refused.

As first lord of the admiralty during 1783–1788, Howe supervised the reduction of the British fleet following the American Revolutionary War and was created an earl. At the outbreak of hostilities with France in 1793, he assumed command of the Channel Fleet and defeated a French fleet under Admiral Louis Thomas Villaret de Joyeuse in the Battle of the Glorious First of June (May 29–June 1, 1794), known to the French as the Battle of Ushant, sinking one French warship and capturing six while losing none of his own. Because of his poor health, Howe received extended leave to recuperate at Bath in 1795.

Howe was promoted to admiral of the fleet in March 1796. His mere presence proved instrumental in ending the Spithead Mutiny of April 16–May 15, 1797. Following this Howe resigned, but he suffered continual attacks of gout. Persuaded that electricity would remedy his complaint, he underwent a treatment that killed him at Bath on August 5, 1799.

An important British admiral, best known for his victory of the Glorious First of June, Howe also improved the British naval signals system and tactics.

Kevin D. McCranie
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Howe, Sir William (1729–1814)

British general. Born in London, England, on August 10, 1729, William Howe was the younger brother of future admiral Lord Richard Howe. Educated at Eton, William Howe was commissioned in the British Army as a cornet in September 1746 and was promoted to lieutenant in 1747. He rose rapidly in rank and responsibility. Howe served in North America during the French and Indian War (1754–1763) and then as a lieutenant colonel commanded a regiment in the Siege of Louisbourg (June 2–July 27, 1758). While still in North America, he was elected to Parliament to succeed his brother George Augustus, who was killed at Fort Ticonderoga in July 1758. Howe served in Parliament for 22 years, much of it in absentia during 1758–1780. He led the ascent to the Plains of Abraham outside of Quebec (night of September 12–13, 1759) and then distinguished himself in battle on September 13. Howe then commanded a brigade in the advance on Montreal (September 1760) and another brigade in the Siege of Belle Isle (April–June 1761).

In Cuba, Howe participated in the Siege of Havana (June–August 1762). As a colonel, he commanded a regiment in Ireland in 1764. He was then appointed lieutenant governor of the Isle of Wight in 1766 and was promoted to major general in 1772. Howe also developed a new system of infantry training, subsequently adopted by the British Army in 1774.

Howe returned to North America in May 1775 as second-in-command of British forces with the outbreak of fighting in the American Revolutionary War (1775–1783) and led in person the bloody British assault on Breed’s Hill (Bunker Hill, June 17). Although the British won this battle, the high casualties sustained may have given Howe pause, for he never again pressed home his attacks vigorously. He succeeded Lieutenant General Thomas Gage as commander of British troops in North America on the latter’s return to Britain on October 10.

Howe withdrew British forces from Boston to Halifax, Nova Scotia, on March 17, 1776, closing out the first phase of the war. He and his brother, Vice Admiral Richard Howe, who commanded British naval forces in North American waters, had great sympathy for the colonial cause and, acting with the authority of King George III, endeavored without success to reach a peace agreement with the Continental Congress in 1776.

Negotiations having failed and, supported by Richard Howe’s ships, William Howe then led an expeditionary force against New York, landing on Staten Island on July 3, 1776, and then defeating the Americans in battles on Long Island (August 27) and capturing New York (September 12). He again was victorious at Harlem Heights (September 16) and White Plains (October 28). His forces scored a major triumph in capturing Fort Washington, New York, and Fort Lee, New Jersey (November 12–16). Howe was subsequently knighted for his capture of New York. He then leisurely pursued the remains of General George Washington’s Continental Army across New Jersey before going into winter quarters. Washington’s victories at Trenton (December 26, 1776) and Princeton (January 2–3, 1777) forced Howe to abandon much of New Jersey.

Sailing from New York City, Howe opened the 1777 campaign with a naval descent into Chesapeake Bay and a landing at the Head of Elk (Elkton, Maryland) on August 25, prior to driving against the Patriot capital at Philadelphia. Defeating Washington’s forces in the Battle of Brandywine Creek (September 11), he took Philadelphia (September 26) and then defeated a Continental Army attack on his encampment outside of Philadelphia at Germantown (October 4). After clearing the lower Delaware in conjunction with his brother’s ships, Howe then remained largely inert at Philadelphia.

Howe came under considerable criticism for the failure to coordinate with Lieutenant General John Burgoyne’s invasion from Canada that met defeat at Saratoga (September–October 1777). Howe was unfairly blamed for Burgoyne’s failure, as Minister for the Colonies Lord George Germain had approved both diametrically opposed plans, and Howe had kept Burgoyne fully informed of his intentions. Dispirited, Howe resigned his commission on April 14, 1778; turned over command to Lieutenant General Henry Clinton; and returned to England in May, there to criticize the British government for what he charged was insufficient support for the war effort.

Promoted to lieutenant general in 1782 and full general in October 1793, Howe held several important commands. He succeeded to the earldom on his brother Richard’s death in 1799. Plagued by poor health, he resigned all his posts in 1803. Howe died in Plymouth, England, on July 12, 1814.

Personally brave and a commander of great tactical ability, Howe was popular with his officers and men. He was also slow and deliberate in his movements. Howe argued, with some validity, that London had not allowed him the resources necessary to win the American Revolutionary War or to set Britain’s strategy.

Spencer C. Tucker
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Hunyadi, János (ca. 1387–1456)

Hungarian leader against the Ottoman Turks. János Hunyadi was born into the lower Hungarian nobility around 1387. He entered the service of King Sigismund (r. 1387–1437) while still a child (some sources claim that Hunyadi was Sigismund’s illegitimate son). Instructed in the military art by Italian mercenaries, Hunyadi proved his military abilities during the Hussite Wars (1419–1423). He first rose to prominence militarily for his capture of the Ottoman-held fortress of Semendria in 1437. For his military successes Hunyadi received numerous estates, and King Albert I made him bán (governor) of Szörény in western Wallachia in 1438. By the time of his death Hunyadi had acquired some 2 million hectares of land, thus becoming the largest Hungarian landowner of all time. Perhaps the wealthiest man in Hungary, Hunyadi used much of his income to finance fighting against the Turks.


HUNYADI




The victory of Hungarian general János Hunyadi and Christian European forces over the Ottoman Turks led by Sultan Mehmed II in the Battle of Belgrade (July 21–22, 1456) was considered to be of such importance that Pope Calixtus III ordered Christian churches to toll their bells at noon each day. The practice continues to the present.



Following the death of Albert I in 1439, Hunyadi supported the claims of Ladislas I (Polish king Wladyslaw III) against those of Ladislas V (Ladislas Posthumous, the infant son of Albert I) to be king of Hungary. Ladislas I became king during 1440–1444. In 1441 and 1442, Hunyadi engaged and defeated Ottoman forces in minor military encounters. As a consequence of these successes, Hunyadi persuaded the Papacy to make Hungary the leader of a crusade against the Turks. Hunyadi received command of the crusading forces. In 1443 he began his offensive but, after a string of victories in the Balkan mountains, withdrew for the winter. The Ottomans defeated the crusaders in the Battle of Varna (November 10, 1444). King Ladislas I was among those killed, and Hunyadi barely escaped.

The death of the king led to civil war in Hungary, and in order to end the internal strife, in 1446 the great magnates of Hungary came together in a diet and elected Hunyadi as gubernátor (governor, regent) until Ladislas V came of age in 1453.

As regent, Hunyadi devoted most of his energies toward the fulfillment of his great plan to drive the Turks from Europe. Given the title of prince by Pope Nicholas V, Hunyadi in 1448 put together a new coalition of forces against the Turks, who had now made major inroads into the Balkans. Hunyadi counted on support from the Serbs, Romanians, and Bulgars, but these people were unable to provide the assistance that he had hoped. Consequently, when Hunyadi’s forces met the Ottoman army led by Sultan Murad II at Kosovo, they were outnumbered 25,000 to 60,000 and were defeated (October 17–19, 1448). Internecine strife on the Hungarian side also played a role. Reportedly, certain great nobles were jealous over Hunyadi’s rapid rise.

Hunyadi surrendered the regency to King Ladislas V in 1452 and was made the count of Besztercze and captain general of Hungary. Hunyadi renewed the war with the Turks in 1455, garrisoning and strengthening at his own expense the fortress city of Nándorfehérvár (Belgrade) and placing it under the command of his eldest son László and his brother-in-law Mihály Szilágyi.

Sultan Mehmed II (Mehmed the Conqueror) then laid siege to Belgrade. Hunyadi put together a relief force of the lesser nobility, mercenaries, and crusaders along with 200 row galleys, destroying the Turkish riverine forces on the Danube (July 14, 1456). He then defeated the land forces of Mehmed II outside of Belgrade (July 21–22), raising the siege of that important border fortress. Hunyadi’s victory at Belgrade forced the Ottomans to return to Constantinople and halted the Muslim advance for nearly a century.

Hunyadi was planning to resume the offensive against the Ottomans when he died of the plague in Zimony, Hungary (later Zemun, Serbia), near Belgrade on August 11, 1456. Hungary then fell into civil war. King Ladislas V ordered both of Hunyadi’s sons arrested and László beheaded. The younger son, Mátyás (Matthias), was imprisoned in Prague. Ladislas V died unexpectedly himself in 1457, and the next year Mátyás Corvinus was elected king of Hungary. Matthias I (1458–1490) was one of Hungary’s greatest kings.

Brave, an inspiring leader, and an extraordinarily capable organizer, strategist, and tactician, Hunyadi was also a man of great integrity. He is rightly regarded as a Hungarian national hero. Hunyadi was greatly handicapped by the jealousy of lesser figures and by insufficient support.

Spencer C. Tucker
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Hussein, Saddam (1937–2006)

Iraqi dictator and president. Saddam Hussein was born into a family of sheepherders in Al Awjy near Tikrit, Iraq, on April 28, 1937. Hussein, who was an infant when his father died, attended secular school in Baghdad and in 1957 joined the Baath Party, which espoused Pan-Arabist secular-socialist ideals. When General Abdul Karim Qassim overthrew Iraq’s King Faisal II in 1958, the Baathists opposed the new government. Slightly wounded in an assassination attempt on the new prime minister in 1959, Hussein fled first to Syria and then to Egypt, where he attended the law school of the University of Cairo.

After the army seized power in Iraq in 1963, Hussein returned home, only to be imprisoned in 1964 by the anti-Baathists then in power. Escaping in 1966, he headed internal security for the Baath Party. When his relative, General Ahmed Hassan al-Bakhr, led the Baathist seizure of power in July 1968, Hussein became vice president and vice chairman of the Iraqi Revolutionary Command Council. Assuming control over foreign affairs, he secured French support for the building of a nuclear reactor and repaired relations with Iran. Hussein also steadily built a personal political base, relying on relatives and fellow Tikritis, supported by the Sunni Muslim minority.

De facto ruler by 1976, Hussein became president in July 1979 and immediately ordered the execution of Baath Party members deemed disloyal. As dictator, Hussein promoted Iraqi nationalism and sought to modernize his country along secular lines. He granted rights to women and carried out social reforms, such as the initiation of a national health care system. Iraqi’s large oil reserves provided the necessary funds. Most economic advances were, however, undermined by the long Iran-Iraq War (1980–1988), which he instigated. The war resulted from border disputes and religious issues, but at its roots was which country would be the dominant power in the Islamic world.

Under the demands of the war, Hussein began programs to develop weapons of mass destruction (WMDs). With the French-built Osiraq/Tammuz nuclear reactor nearing completion, the Israeli Air Force bombed and destroyed the facility (June 7, 1981). Not deterred, Hussein established a chemical weapons program and employed these both in the war with Iran and against the Iraqi Kurdish minority.

Both Iraq and Iran were devastated by their long, costly war. Hussein sought relief through forgiveness of debts owed to foreign creditors (chiefly France and the Soviet Union) and high oil prices but had little success in his efforts. Meanwhile, his authoritarian government promoted a cult of personality, with omnipresent statues and images of Hussein and placards trumpeting his alleged achievements. His security apparatus maintained a thoroughly oppressive rule.

Hussein, a Sunni, used force and threats to intimidate the majority Shiites, and he instituted a program to prevent the so-called Marsh Arab Shiites in the southern provinces from draining their lands. The Kurds in the north especially felt his oppressive rule, while the Sunni Arab minority enjoyed special advantage.

In August 1990 Hussein miscalculated both Arab opinion and the U.S. stance and invaded neighboring Kuwait. He gave as the excuse claims that Kuwait was part of Iraq, Kuwaiti flaunting of oil-production quotas that had driven down the price of oil, and Kuwaiti slant drilling into Iraqi fields. When Hussein refused demands by U.S. president George H. W. Bush that he withdraw, Bush forged an international coalition against Iraq. Hussein’s continued intransigence led to the defeat of Iraq in the Persian Gulf War (1991).
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Saddam Hussein was Iraqi dictator during 1979–2003. He took his country into a long and bloody war with Iran during 1980–1988 and then invaded Kuwait, only to be defeated in the 1991 Gulf War. Finally driven from power by a U.S.-led invasion in 2003, he was captured, tried, and executed in 2006. (Pavlovsky/Sygma/Corbis)



Upon driving Iraqi forces from Kuwait, President Bush halted the war, allowing Hussein to hold on to power. Hussein took immediate revenge on the Shiites who had risen in the south and killed tens of thousands. A decade of international isolation and crippling economic sanctions against Iraq followed.

In 2002–2003, Hussein’s belligerence and miscalculations brought intense international scrutiny and allegations by President George W. Bush that Iraq possessed WMDs. Although this proved untrue, in Operation IRAQI FREEDOM (2003), a smaller U.S.-led coalition, this time with little Arab support, invaded Iraq with the intention of overthrowing the regime. Although Baghdad fell early in the war (April 9), Hussein went into hiding and avoided capture for eight months. He was found hiding in a pit under a shack on a farm and captured on December 13,. Hussein was subsequently brought to trial before the Iraqi Special Tribunal, established by the interim Iraqi government. He was found guilty of myriad crimes and executed in Baghdad on December 30, 2006.

A leader of unquestioned ability, Hussein was also extraordinarily cruel, manipulative, and egocentric. Placing his own interests ahead of those of his people, he squandered a great opportunity to accomplish much for Iraq and took his country into disastrous wars, the effects of which are still being felt.
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Hutier, Oskar von (1857–1934)

German Army general. Born into a military family in Erfurt, Saxony, on August 27, 1857, Oskar von Hutier was commissioned a lieutenant in the 88th Infantry Regiment at Mainz on April 15, 1875. Promoted to first lieutenant in December 1883, he attended the Kriegsakademie (War Academy) in Berlin during 1885–1888, after which he returned to the 88th Regiment. In 1889 he was assigned to the Great General Staff in Berlin.

Promoted to captain in September 1890, Hutier returned to the 88th Infantry as a company commander and then commanded a company in the 115th Infantry Regiment at Darmstadt, and in 1894 he was a staff officer in the 30th Infantry Division at Merz. Promoted to major in May 1896, he returned to the Great General Staff in Berlin. In 1898 he was a staff officer in I Corps at Königsberg, and in 1900 he took command of a battalion in the 95th Infantry Regiment at Gotha. Promoted to lieutenant colonel in September 1902, he was again assigned to the Great General Staff as a department chief. In 1903 he was chief of staff of III Corps in Berlin, and in September 1905 he was promoted to colonel.

Assigned as commander of the 115th Infantry Regiment at Darmstadt in 1907, on March 22, 1910, Hutier was promoted to Generalmajor (U.S. equiv. brigadier general) and assigned command of the 74th Infantry Brigade at Stettin (now Szczecin, Poland). In 1911 he returned to the Great General Staff as its deputy chief and was promoted to Generalleutnant (U.S. equiv. major general) on April 22, 1912. In November 1912 Hutier took command of the 1st Guards Infantry Division at Berlin.

At the beginning of the war, Hutier commanded the 1st Guards Infantry Division in Generaloberst (U.S. equiv. full general) Karl von Bülow’s Second Army in the invasion of Belgium and France. Hutier fought in the First Battle of the Marne (September 5–12, 1914) and continued to serve on the Western Front until April 4, 1915, when he took command of XXI Corps on the Eastern Front.

In the fighting against Russia, Hutier became accustomed to and proficient in a war of movement that stressed encirclement of the enemy. After briefly commanding Army Detachment D near Riga from January to April 1917, Hutier was promoted to General der Infanterie (U.S. equiv. lieutenant general) on January 27, 1917, and took command of the Eighth Army. After careful preparation, he led that army in the attack against the Russian Twelfth Army at Riga (September 3–5, 1917) and captured the city. In this operation Hutier formed a powerful one-two punch with the innovative artillery tactician Colonel Georg Bruchmüller. For his accomplishment, Hutier was awarded the Pour le Mérite (Blue Max).

Riga represented the German Army’s first full-scale use of infiltration tactics, which the French somewhat misleadingly termed “Hutier tactics.” Hutier actually had little role in developing these tactics, but he became proficient in their application. Following convalescent leave for two weeks, on December 27, 1917, Hutier assumed command of the newly formed Eighteenth Army, which he led in Germany’s Spring (Ludendorff) Offensives (March 21–July 18, 1918). Hutier employed these same tactics to devastating effect against General Sir Hubert Gough’s British Fifth Army. Hutier’s army pushed the British back 40 miles in 15 days, taking 50,000 prisoners, yet the German advance ultimately stalled. Hutier’s Noyon Offensive (June 9–15, 1918) enjoyed moderate early success but then also stalled. The Eighteenth Army then stood on the defensive for the remainder of the war.

After the war, Hutier resigned from the army on January 14, 1919. During 1919–1924 he was president of the German Officers’ Association. Blinded by loyalty to the German military, Hutier believed and helped to perpetuate the Dolchstoss (Stab-in-the-Back Legend), which held that the German Army lost the war because of betrayal at home. Hutier died in Berlin on December 5, 1934.

A capable and determined commander, Hutier did not originate the tactics that bore his name but was the first to fully implement them.

William J. Astore and Spencer C. Tucker
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Ibn Saud (ca. 1880–1953)

Founder and first king of the present-day Kingdom of Saudi Arabia. Abd al-Aziz ibn Abd al-Rahman al Saud, more commonly known as Ibn Saud, was born in Riyadh, capital of the central Saudi Arabian emirate of Najd, probably on November 26, 1880, although birth dates given vary (1875 to 1880). He was the son of Abd al-Rahman ibn Faisal Al Saud and Sara bint Ahmad al-Sudairi, daughter of a powerful clan leader from central Arabia. Ibn Saud received a religious Islamic education and was trained in traditional skills and martial arts.

The al Saud family was ousted from power in 1891 by the Al Rashid clan of the northern emirate of Ha’il. The deposed Emir Abd al-Rahman and his family then lived in exile in Kuwait during 1881–1902. In a daring expedition, young Ibn Saud recaptured Riyadh (January 1902). When his father declined to reassume the position of emir, Ibn Saud became the dynasty’s new ruler.
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Abd al-Aziz ibn Abd al-Rahman al Saud (also known as Ibn Saud) conquered most of central Arabia and was the founder and first ruler of the present-day Kingdom of Saudi Arabia during 1932–1953. (Library of Congress)



The first decade of Ibn Saud’s reign required that he reestablish authority over Najd, which had come under the control of the rival Al Rashid clan during the al Saud family’s years in exile. Ibn Saud accomplished this through armed force, negotiations, and forging marriage alliances with important nomadic Bedouin tribes and settled clans. By 1913 he was in position to shift his attention to the Persian Gulf coast, controlled by the Ottoman Empire, and ousted the Ottomans from Al-Hasa Province.

Immediately before and during World War I, Ibn Saud sought to establish himself as the leading ally of the British on the Arabian Peninsula. The British sought this also in order to secure the neutrality of the leader of the Najd during their own military operations in Mesopotamia. In a friendship treaty of December 26, 1915, the British recognized Ibn Saud as ruler of the Najd and its dependencies, agreed to protect him against his external enemies, and granted him an annual subsidy. In return Ibn Saud agreed to maintain friendly relations with Britain, not to alienate any part of his kingdom to a foreign power, and to refrain from attacking British-supported Persian Gulf coast sheikhdoms.

Although Ibn Saud did not take arms against the Ottoman Empire during World War I, he also did not respond to the sultan’s call for jihad (holy war). As a consequence, the Ottomans were not able to receive supplies by sea from the Persian Gulf coast. Ibn Saud was also free to fight his archenemies, the pro-Ottoman Al Rashid clan.

By the end of World War I, Ibn Saud had consolidated his control over the tribes and settlements in central Arabia and ousted the Ottomans from along the Persian Gulf. He had also reduced the authority of the Al Rashid to their northern capital of Ha’il. When this last stronghold of the Al Rashid fell in 1921, Ibn Saud turned against the newly established Hashemite Kingdom of Hejaz. After taking the holy cities of Mecca and Medina, Ibn Saud was proclaimed king of the Hejaz in 1926. He also extended his authority over the Asir and Najran regions adjacent to Yemen during the 1930s.

Ibn Saud found his authority challenged by revolting Bedouin irregulars known as the Ikhwan during 1928–1930. Instrumental to the Saudi conquests, they were effectively disbanded to secure peaceful relations with neighboring countries. Following the capture or execution of Bedouin ringleaders, Ibn Saud became the unchallenged king of the unified Kingdom of Saudi Arabia in 1932.

Oil was discovered in the country’s Eastern Province in 1938, but the full exploitation of this new resource was interrupted by World War II. In the course of the war, Ibn Saud joined the Allied cause because Britain and, since the start of oil exploration, the United States had been bankrolling him for decades. As a result of his rapidly declining health and inexperience with the growing complexities of international relations and state finances, Ibn Saud became an increasingly passive ruler while also not passing the necessary authority to others. Ibn Saud died in Ta’if on November 9, 1953, leaving 48 sons and an unknown number of daughters.

A leader of remarkable ability, Ibn Saud combined adroit diplomacy and military action to achieve his ends.

Carool Kersten
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Ivan IV, Czar of Russia (1530–1584)

Ivan IV, also known as Ivan the Terrible, was the son of Vasily III, Grand Duke of Muscovy, by his second wife, Elena Glinska. Born on August 25, 1530, Ivan was proclaimed the grand duke of Muscovy on the death of his father on December 3, 1533. Ivan’s mother died, possibly poisoned, when he was seven years old. During Ivan’s youth the Russian nobles (boyars) treated him with contempt as they vied for power. Their rule was marked by chaos, cruelty, and exploitation. Seizing control, Ivan literally threw to the dogs the boyars who had maltreated him. Claiming to be descended from the Byzantine emperors, on January 16, 1547, Ivan had himself crowned “Czar of All the Russias.” The word “czar” derives from “Caesar,” and the claim to rule “all the Russias” asserted dominion over both Kievan Rus’ and Muscovy.

At first a conscientious ruler, Ivan IV set out to reform the government. He revised the law code, convened a national assembly (the Zemsky Sobor), and established the Chosen Council of nobles as an advisory body. Ivan also confirmed the official position of the Orthodox Church. He introduced limited self-government in many rural areas of Russia and established the first printing press in the land. During this period, he surrounded himself with men of lesser rank who shared his vision of a modern government.

One of Ivan’s first steps was to overhaul the military. He created a standing army, the strel’tsy (“shooters,” thus musketeer units), and organized it into five corps, each commanded by a noble of proven loyalty advised by a military professional. Ivan was especially interested in artillery to counter and outrange the arrows of the Mongols who controlled the fertile lands south of Muscovy. The Russians also developed the gulai-gorod (“running city”), a sort of fortified wagon modeled on those that the Hussites had employed in the early 15th century, for fighting on the steppes.

Ivan’s first campaigns against the khanate of Khazan (1547–1548 and 1549–1550) were unsuccessful, and he had the generals involved executed. In 1551 though, the leaders of a dissident faction in Khazan offered him rule of the khanate. Ivan commanded in person a force of 150,000 men and 50 pieces of artillery in a successful six-week siege of the city. The capture of Khazan (October 2, 1552) marked the first time that Muscovites had taken Mongol territory. Ivan then pushed south and east, capturing Astrakhan (1554) and moving into the Crimea as far as Perekop (1555). Later in his reign, he also expanded his realm to the east, into Siberia.

Ivan’s principal aim, however, was to open trade and communication to the west to enable him to modernize his realm. He tried to encourage immigration of skilled workers from the west, but the rulers of the neighboring realms conspired to prevent this. In 1555 Ivan opened the port of Arkhangelsk on the White Sea to the Muscovy Company of England. In 1558 he attempted to take advantage of a quarrel among Sweden, Denmark, and Poland and seize Livonia (modern-day Estonia and Latvia). His forces quickly captured Narva and Dorpat, but the Livonians placed themselves under the protection of King Sigismund II of Poland (1560), and Ivan’s fortunes turned.


IVAN IV




Many of the world’s great monuments have been raised to celebrate military victories. Czar Ivan IV’s capture of Khazan on October 2, 1552, marked the first time that Muscovites had captured Mongol territory. To commemorate the event, Ivan commissioned the Cathedral of the Protection of Most Holy Theotokos on the Moat, popularly known as St. Basil’s Cathedral. Erected during 1555–1561, it stands at one end of Red Square and is perhaps the most famous building in Russia.



The death of Ivan’s wife and the desertion of his adviser and close friend Prince Kurbisky to the Livonian side, both in 1560, took a terrible toll on Ivan, and he vented his wrath on his subjects, with particular horrors reserved for nobles he believed had conspired against him. After suffering several reverses in the continuing Livonian War (1558–1583), Ivan withdrew from Moscow (December 1564) and announced his intention to abdicate. His subjects, fearing the return of chaos, begged him to return and offered him unlimited power. Ivan agreed, exploiting the situation by taking personal possession of wealthy towns and vast tracts of land.

Although the organs of government established earlier continued to function, Ivan and his courtiers stood above the law. Ivan even created a private army, the oprichniki, to enforce his will and punish his enemies, principally the boyars. Dressed in long black robes and riding black horses, the oprichniki terrorized the country. When the metropolitan of Moscow condemned the oprichniki in 1569, Ivan had him strangled. Ivan unleashed his army on the city of Novgorod, the leaders of which he suspected of treason. The oprichniki systematically destroyed the city and massacred some 3,000 residents (1570).

The last decades of Ivan’s life were marked by a string of failures. His second wife died in 1567, and although he married six more times, he had only one son, Dmitri Ivanovich. The khan of Crimea raided Moscow and burned it (1571) while Ivan was busy in Livonia. The Poles, now allied with the Ottoman Empire, retook Polotsk (1579) and captured Velikie Luk (1580). In 1581 Ivan IV struck and killed his eldest son, Ivan, in a fit of rage. Crushed by remorse, Ivan again offered to abdicate but the boyars, fearing a trick, refused to obey anyone else. Two years later Ivan admitted defeat in the west, surrendering all of Livonia to the Poles and Ingria to the Swedes. Ivan died on March 28, 1584.

Despite his tumultuous reign, Ivan IV was a capable and influential ruler. He opened the Russian connection with Europe, expanded the territory of Muscovy by more than 1.5 million square miles, and made Russia a regional power. Ivan created representational government bodies and codified Russian laws, although those laws bound the peasants to the land and cemented the bases of serfdom. He established a personalized, centralized form of government that persisted in some ways through the time of Joseph Stalin. Ivan’s economic legacy, on the other hand, was a disaster for Muscovy, and his madder actions led directly to the end of the Rurikad dynasty and the Time of Troubles (1589–1613). Some scholars nonetheless consider Ivan the founder of modern Russia, while Russians often refer to him as a great patriot. His Western nickname, “Ivan the Terrible,” comes from the Russian “Ivan Grozny.” “Grozny” can be translated as “terrible,” but it can also mean “fearsome,” “formidable,” and even “awesome.” Ivan was certainly all these.

Timothy C. Dowling and Spencer C. Tucker
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Jackson, Andrew (1767–1845)

U.S. general and president (1829–1837). Born the son of poor Scotch-Irish immigrant parents in the Waxhaws Settlement on the South Carolina frontier on March 15, 1767, Andrew Jackson received little formal education. During the American Revolutionary War (1775–1783), he fought in guerrilla operations against the British in South Carolina during 1780–1781 and was captured in 1781. A drunken British officer slashed Jackson’s face with a saber, and Jackson contracted smallpox while he was a prisoner. Also, his mother and both older brothers died during the war. These events no doubt influenced Jackson’s subsequent strong Anglophobia.

Following the war, Jackson first read and then practiced law in North Carolina and later in Tennessee in 1788, where he became highly successful. He became state prosecuting attorney in 1788. Although poor investments almost led to bankruptcy, he was a delegate to the state constitutional convention in 1796 and was Tennessee’s first congressman in the U.S. House of Representatives during 1796–1797. Appointed U.S. senator in 1797, Jackson soon resigned because of financial problems in 1798. He served as a superior court judge during 1798–1804, again resigning because of financial difficulties.

Jackson found his calling when he was elected major general of the Tennessee Militia in 1802. Jackson and his men entered federal service at the beginning of war with Britain in June 1812. Jackson led his troops to Natchez, Mississippi, in preparation for an invasion of Florida, which however was canceled by decision of Congress. He then marched his men back to Tennessee, earning the nickname “Old Hickory” for his toughness.

When a dispute between Creek Indian factions of Alabama and Mississippi expanded to attacks on white settlements in the autumn of 1813, Jackson led his men against the Creeks. A strict disciplinarian, he drilled his men, believing that militia, if well trained and adequately supplied, could be an effective fighting force. After carefully stockpiling supplies, he began a campaign against the Creeks in November when their own food supplies were low. Part of his force, under Brigadier General John Coffee, defeated the Creeks at Tallaseehatchee, Alabama (November 3), while Jackson himself won a lesser victory at Talladega (November 9). After reorganizing his forces, Jackson invaded the Creek heartland in March 1814, taking the main Creek encampment in the Battle of Horseshoe Bend/Tohopeka (March 27, 1814).

Appointed major general in the regular army in May 1814, Jackson assumed command of the Seventh Military District. He improved the defenses of Mobile, Alabama, and then defended it against a British naval attack (September 15). He then marched into Florida without official authorization. Taking Pensacola (November 7), he destroyed its fortifications and then hurried to New Orleans in December to defend the city against a British attack. Jackson assembled a force of regulars and hastily assembled militia and volunteers who repulsed British lieutenant general Sir Edward Pakenham’s assault (January 7, 1815), making Jackson a national hero.

With war having ended on December 24, 1814, Jackson assumed command of the Southern Division of the army at New Orleans. Using the outbreak of the First Seminole War (1817–1818) as a pretext, he invaded Spanish Florida. Exceeding his authority, he not only seized Pensacola (May 24, 1818) but also created an international incident in April by hanging two British nationals for allegedly supplying the Seminoles with arms. The James Monroe administration used Jackson’s actions to induce Spain to sell Florida to the United States in 1819.

Resigning his commission in June 1821, Jackson served briefly as governor of Florida during March–October 1821 before returning to his plantation home, the Hermitage, near Nashville. Elected to the U.S. Senate from Tennessee in 1823, he resigned after one session to run for president. In the November 1824 election, he won a plurality of the popular vote and electoral votes but lost the election in the House of Representatives to John Quincy Adams. Jackson’s supporters worked to bring about electoral changes that then led to his election to the presidency by wide margins in 1828 and 1832.

As president, Jackson maintained U.S. neutrality but encouraged his friend Sam Houston in the Texas War for Independence (1835–1836). Jackson secured congressional approval for the Indian Removal Act that forced many Native Americans, especially the Cherokees, to move west of the Mississippi River. This act led to both the Black Hawk War (1832) in Illinois and the Second Seminole War (1835–1843) in Florida. Among other events during his presidency were the South Carolina nullification crisis and the demise of the second Bank of the United States. On the completion of his second term in 1837, Jackson returned to Nashville. He died at the Hermitage on June 8, 1845.

While he began his military career as a rank amateur, Jackson proved to be a military genius. A strict disciplinarian and a careful planner, he understood the need for thorough training before committing his men to battle.
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Jackson, Thomas Jonathan (1824–1863)

U.S. Army major and Confederate Army general. Born in Clarksburg, Virginia (now West Virginia), on January 21, 1824, Thomas Jonathan “Stonewall” Jackson was orphaned while young and was reared by an uncle. Securing an appointment to the U.S. Military Academy, West Point, Jackson graduated in 1846. Commissioned a second lieutenant in the artillery, he served under Major General Winfield Scott in the Mexican-American War (1846–1848). Jackson distinguished himself in fighting at Veracruz (March 27, 1847), Cerro Gordo (April 18), and Chapultepec (September 13). Awarded three brevet promotions, he ended the war as a major. Following the war, Jackson served at military installations in New York and Florida.

Disagreements with his commander at Camp Meade, Florida, and an appointment to teach natural philosophy (physics) and artillery tactics at the Virginia Military Institute (VMI) in 1851 led Jackson to leave the army. He commanded the artillery section of the VMI cadets sent as guards to John Brown’s execution in December 1859.

When Virginia seceded from the Union in April 1861, Jackson, a major in the Virginia Militia, was ordered to Richmond with a detachment of VMI cadets to serve as drillmasters for the army. Promoted to colonel of infantry in April, Jackson was ordered to Harpers Ferry, Virginia, which he fortified. Promoted to brigadier general in the Confederate Army, Jackson was awarded command of the 1st Virginia Brigade in June.

Jackson and his troops played a key role in the defense of the Confederate railhead at Manassas Junction. In the First Battle of Bull Run/Manassas (July 21, 1861), the first big battle of the Civil War (1861–1865), Jackson received the sobriquet “Stonewall” for his defense of Henry Hill. Promoted to major general in October, Jackson took command of Confederate forces in the Shenandoah Valley in November.

Ordered to occupy Union troops in the valley and prevent them from reinforcing U.S. Army major general George B. McClellan’s advance on the Confederate capital of Richmond in March 1862 from the east, Jackson proceeded, in the Shenandoah Valley Campaign, to wage one of the most brilliant operations in American military history. During a span of 48 days, he marched his men some 350 miles and fought two actions, four skirmishes, and five major battles. Repulsed at Kernstown near Winchester (March 23), he was victorious at Front Royal (May 23), Winchester (May 24–25), Cross Keys (June 8), and Port Republic (June 9). In the process, Jackson tied down three different Union commands, each of which was at least the size of his own force. This campaign made Jackson a Southern military hero.

Jackson then slipped out of the valley with his men to join General Robert E. Lee in the defense of Richmond in June 1862, fighting in the Seven Days’ Campaign (June 25–July 1). Fatigue and unfamiliarity with the terrain prevented Jackson from carrying out Lee’s plan to corner McClellan. Jackson’s command was then moved northwest and played a key role in the subsequent Confederate victory over Union forces under Major General John Pope in the Second Battle of Bull Run/Manassas (August 29–30). Jackson accompanied Lee in his subsequent invasion of Maryland. Jackson’s troops forced the surrender of the Union garrison at Harpers Ferry (September 15) and then rejoined Lee in time to participate in the bloody Battle of Antietam/Sharpsburg (September 17).

Promoted to lieutenant general and given command of II Corps in Lee’s Army of Northern Virginia in October 1862, Jackson commanded the Confederate right flank in the First Battle of Fredericksburg (December 13, 1862) in Virginia, helping to prevent a Union breakthrough. In the Battle of Chancellorsville (May 1–4, 1863), Lee, outnumbered two to one by Union forces under Major General Joseph Hooker, ordered Jackson to carry out a flanking attack against the Union right. Jackson’s brilliant execution of the plan on May 2 caught Union forces off guard and rolled up the Union right. Only darkness prevented Jackson from inflicting greater damage. That night Jackson and his staff, riding out in advance of Confederate lines on a reconnaissance, were mistaken for Union troops on their return and fired upon. Jackson was badly wounded, necessitating amputation of his left arm. He subsequently contracted pneumonia and died at Guiney Station, Virginia, on May 10, 1863. Jackson’s death was perhaps the greatest single military personnel loss to befall the Confederacy.

Personally brave, self-confident, and resolute, Jackson was also extremely religious, hard, and absolutely uncompromising. It has been said of him that he lived in the New Testament but fought in the Old Testament.
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James II, King of England (1633–1701)

King of England as James II and of Scotland as James VII. Born at St. James’s Palace in London on October 14, 1633, James was the third son of King CharlesI and Henrietta Maria of France. James was created the duke of York in January 1634. During the First English Civil War (October 1642–June 1646), he lived in the royalist stronghold of Oxford. Held by the Parliament side at St. James’s Palace following the surrender of Oxford, James escaped on April 20, 1648, to join his mother in France.

James joined the French Army in April 1652, distinguishing himself in fighting under French marshal Henri de la Tour d’Auvergne, Viscount of Turenne, in four different campaigns. When Oliver Cromwell aligned England with France, James reluctantly switched sides to the Spanish. He fought with the Spanish Army against Turenne and French and English forces in the Battle of the Dunes near Dunkerque (Dunkirk, June 14, 1658).

On the Restoration and the crowning of his brother as King Charles II, James became lord high admiral in May 1660. Assisted by Samuel Pepys and Matthew Wren, James substantially increased the size and efficiency of the English Navy. He supported the English descent on and seizure of New Amsterdam in North America (September 7, 1664), which was renamed New York in his honor.

James commanded the fleet at the beginning of the Second Anglo-Dutch War (1665–1667) during the bloody Battle of Lowestoft (June 3, 1665) but was forced to relinquish physical command because of political pressure over the danger that this posed to him as heir to the throne. He secretly became a Catholic in 1668 or 1669. During the Third Dutch War (1672–1674), James again commanded the fleet at sea against the Dutch in the Battle of Solebay (May 28, 1672). He resigned his positions in 1673 rather than sign the Test Act, as required by Parliament, that banned Catholics and dissenters from holding administrative positions.

Despite the fact that he was a Catholic, there was little overt opposition to James when he became king on the death of his brother Charles II on February 6, 1685. Charles had left him a strong executive office and a Tory-dominated Parliament. James soon squandered these advantages. He put down with great ferocity a Protestant rebellion led by his nephew James, the duke of Monmouth and illegitimate son of Charles II, in the summer of 1685. Monmouth was beheaded, and in the Bloody Assizes other rebels were tortured, executed, or sent into slavery. James’s expansion of the army and his suspension of the anti-Catholic laws in April 1687 caused great opposition. This culminated when James’s wife, Mary of Modena, gave birth to a son, James Francis Edward, opening the possibility of an indefinite line of Catholic rulers in England.

A group of prominent Protestant nobles (the Immortal Seven) invited Mary, James’s daughter before his conversion to Rome, and her husband, William, Prince of Orange, to assume the throne (later William III and Mary II of England). They landed with forces at Torbay on November 5, 1688, and marched against London. James’s army melted away, and he fled on December 11. James was captured in Kent, but William had no wish to see him a martyr and allowed him to escape to France on December 23. There James was welcomed by King Louis XIV and granted a pension.

James, supported by both exile and French forces, landed in Ireland in March 1689 and was there recognized as king by an Irish parliament summoned in Dublin, which passed an act that granted freedom of religion to all Catholics and Protestants. James’s forces were then defeated by King William III in the Battle of the Boyne (July 1, 1690), whereupon James fled to France. He died at Saint-Germain-en-Laye on September 5, 1701.

A valiant and capable soldier as a young man, James was also a highly effective naval administrator and admiral. He came to ruin because of his obstinacy and efforts to restore the royal prerogative and Catholicism to England. As a consequence, Parliament became the real power in England.

Spencer C. Tucker
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Jeanne d’Arc (ca. 1412–1431)

Jeanne d’Arc (Joan of Arc) was the inspirational figure behind the French relief of the English Siege of Orléans (1428–1429), the turning point in the Hundred Years’ War. Jeanne did not know her exact age. An illiterate peasant, she was most probably born in 1412 in Arc, a village in the eastern province of Lorraine. When she was 13 years old she began hearing voices, which she was convinced were those of earlier French queens Margaret and Catherine and the archangel Michael. When Jeanne was 17 years old, her voices instructed her to go to the Dauphin Charles (the uncrowned Charles VII) and inform him that she had been sent by God to raise the Siege of Orléans and to lead him to Rheims to be crowned king of France.

Through her uncle, a soldier, Jeanne received a horse and an escort of six soldiers to Chinon, where Charles then resided. Jeanne cut her hair short, dressed in male attire, and after a 300-mile journey arrived at Chinon on February 23, 1429. In a secret interview with Charles, she convinced him of her divine mission. Theologians vouched for her orthodoxy and virginity. Dressed in full armor, Jeanne was then allowed to lead a relief army of up to 4,000 men and a convoy of supplies to Orléans. Jeanne’s title was the empty “chef de guerre,” with the Duc d’Alençon having actual command.

Despite Jeanne’s lack of real command authority, her fame quickly spread far and wide, and her faith in her divine mission inspired the French that they could achieve victory. She took a key role in raising the Siege of Orléans (October 12, 1428–May 8, 1429), largely determining the French strategy and leading troops in person in armor with her banner, which became a rallying point for the soldiers. Her exact role in the fighting is unclear (she said she never killed anyone), but clearly she was in the thick of the fight and was wounded by an arrow. The soldiers believed her to be a saint. Jeanne, promising victory, insisted that the men confess their sins and ban all prostitutes from the army.

Jeanne personally led the final assaults against the English and saw the army victorious. Charles took full credit for the victory, but the French people knew who had won the battle, and increasingly they flocked to join Jeanne. She helped drive the English from the Loire, and in July the French took Rheims from the Burgundians. There on July 17, 1429, Jeanne stood by at the altar in full armor and banner in hand while Charles was officially anointed as king of France.
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Statue by Emmanuel Frémiet depicting a prayerful Joan of Arc in battle attire. The French peasant girl who claimed to have been chosen by God to help lead the French to victory against the English, played an important role in raising the siege of Orléans in 1429 but was later abandoned by Charles VII, the ruler she had so loyally served. (Library of Congress)



Jeanne urged an immediate advance on Paris. Had Charles supported her it might have ended the war, but he wanted only to return to the Loire. His advisers, jealous of Jeanne and her influence, agreed. Jeanne now set off for Paris, and Charles reluctantly followed. Jeanne led an assault on the city from Saint Denis, in the midst of which she was wounded by a crossbow bolt (September 9, 1429). Nonetheless, she ordered a renewal of the assault the next day, but Charles forbade it and instead signed a four-month truce with the Duke of Burgundy. Charles ordered her army disbanded and Jeanne to cease fighting. Unable to bear the inactivity of the court, Jeanne went to Melun. There in 1430, her voices warned her that she would soon be captured. In spite of this warning, she went to the scene of fighting in Compiègne and fell prisoner to Burgundians (May 23).

When Charles refused to ransom her, Jeanne was sold to the English, who put her on trial at Rouen for heresy and sorcery. The trial was a sham; the English determined to secure a conviction in order to invalidate Charles’s coronation. The preliminaries and trial lasted from January through May 1431. On May 24, broken under incessant questioning, Jeanne placed her mark on a confession. Four days later she recanted. But on the morning of May 30, 1431, she was burned at the stake in the Rouen marketplace. Her remains were thrown in the Seine. Charles made no effort to save her. The threat to execute English prisoners would have probably been sufficient to accomplish that. Jeanne never claimed to be a saint but only to be accomplishing God’s mission.

Jeanne d’Arc remained even in death a powerful national symbol. Certainly she was central in the French victory in the Hundred Years’ War. The Maid of Orléans, certainly one of the most heroic women in history, unified her people and in the process helped produce the French nation.

Spencer C. Tucker
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Jellicoe, John Rushworth (1859–1935)

Royal Navy admiral and first sea lord. Born at Southampton on December 5, 1859, John Rushworth Jellicoe entered the Royal Navy as a cadet in 1872 and was commissioned a sublieutenant in 1880. Jellicoe graduated with distinction in gunnery from the Royal Naval College in 1883 and the next year joined the fleet as a gunnery officer in the Excellent. He served as a gunnery lieutenant during 1886–1888. Demonstrating extraordinary administrative and leadership skills, Jellicoe held various staff positions, primarily as a gunnery specialist, before his promotion to captain with command of the battleship Centurion on the China station in 1898. He participated in the Peking (Beijing) Relief Expedition in June 1900, where he suffered a severe wound.

Jellicoe’s next command and staff assignments included naval assistant to the third sea lord, command of the armored cruiser Drake during 1903–1905, and director of naval ordnance during 1905–1907. Promoted to rear admiral in August 1907, he then served as third sea lord in 1908 and acting vice admiral commanding the Atlantic Fleet in December 1910. He was promoted to vice admiral in November 1911. Following a tour as second sea lord, Jellicoe in 1913 assumed the post of second-in-command of the Home Fleet.

Placed in command of the Grand Fleet on the outbreak of World War I in August 1914 and promoted to admiral in March 1915, Jellicoe sought to improve Britain’s qualitative advantage over the German High Seas Fleet in anticipation of a decisive battle at sea. Combat readiness and efficiency were his primary objectives. However, the great battle did not immediately occur. Engagements at Helgoland Bight (August 28, 1914) and the Dogger Bank (January 24, 1915) under subordinates constituted the main actions. Fearing a catastrophic loss of Britain’s quantitative advantage, Jellicoe exercised caution and prudence in committing the battle line to action, which resulted in accusations that he was overly cautious and lacked initiative.

The great fleet confrontation between the Grand Fleet and the German High Seas Fleet finally occurred at Jutland, off the western coast of Denmark (May 31–June 1, 1916). Jellicoe placed his ships in the right location with the correct formation and with every chance of a decisive victory. However, problems plagued the Grand Fleet, including a lack of night combat training in addition to ineffective communications, tactical intelligence, and navigation procedures. Fear of torpedo attack twice caused Jellicoe to turn away from the German battle line, and this, combined with deft handling of the German forces by Admiral Reinhard Scheer, allowed the Germans to escape. However, Jellicoe twice crossed the “T” of the Germans, which inflicted the most grievous damage of the battle. Although Germany prevailed in terms of ships and men lost, the High Seas Fleet, fearful of destruction, remained largely in port for the rest of the war, giving Britain total command of the sea surface and the ability to concentrate against the growing German submarine threat.

Jellicoe was appointed first sea lord in November 1916, but Prime Minister David Lloyd George sacked him a year later in December 1917, believing that he was not up to the task of eliminating the U-boat threat. Jellicoe was elevated to the peerage as Viscount Jellicoe of Scapa and promoted to admiral of the fleet in 1919. He later served in a number of imperial posts, including governor-general of New Zealand during 1920–1924, and was named the earl of Scapa in 1925. Jellicoe published two books addressing criticisms of his actions at Jutland and chronicling his time as fleet commander and first sea lord. He died at Kensington on November 20, 1935.

Although considered an extraordinarily talented administrator and reasonably astute tactician, Jellicoe has been criticized as a poor strategist and as overly cautious. Nonetheless, he accomplished the mission of maintaining British command of the sea. As Winston Churchill remarked, Jellicoe was “the only man who could have lost the war in an afternoon.”

Stanley D. M. Carpenter
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Jervis, John (1735–1823)

British admiral of the fleet who was known as “Old Jarvey.” Born in Stone, Staffordshire, on January 9, 1735, John Jervis entered the navy as a midshipman in 1749 and was promoted to lieutenant in 1755, commander in 1759, and post captain in 1760. He served on active duty until the end of the Seven Years’ War (1756–1763), when he was placed on half pay.

Recalled to active service at the beginning of the American Revolutionary War in 1775, Jervis took command of the ship of the line Foudroyant (80 guns) and fought in the Battle of Ushant on July 27, 1778. In 1782 he captured the French ship of the line Pégase, for which he was knighted. First elected to Parliament in 1783 as a Whig, Jervis was promoted to rear admiral in 1787 and vice admiral in 1793. On the renewal of war with France in 1793, he commanded the naval force that captured Guadeloupe and Martinique in 1794. In poor health, he returned to Britain in February 1795. Promoted to admiral that July, he assumed command of English forces in the Mediterranean in November.

Jervis soon found himself in difficulty, thanks to Napoleon Bonaparte’s victories in northern Italy and the loss of its ports coupled with the threat posed by an alliance between France and Spain. Jervis withdrew to the Atlantic in December 1796, keeping watch on the Spanish at Cádiz. With 15 ships of the line, he intercepted and defeated a Spanish fleet of 27 ships of the line off Cape St. Vincent on February 14, 1797, capturing 4 of them.

Created Earl St. Vincent and granted a pension for this victory, Jervis continued to command in the Mediterranean. Later in 1797 he put down with severity a mutiny in his fleet, prompted by mutinies at the Nore and Spithead. Declining health forced him to resign his command in mid-1799. His health restored, the next year he took command of the Channel Fleet but aroused much opposition because of his overly strict discipline. The fleet was almost continuously off Brest, in the process revolutionizing blockade operations.

During 1801–1803 Jervis was first lord of the admiralty. He improved the royal dockyards and attacked corruption and inefficiency but came under criticism for neglecting preparedness. Refusing command of the Channel Fleet in 1803, he took up that post again during 1806–1807, maintaining the blockade of Brest until 1807, when he retired at his own request. Jervis never held another command, although he was promoted to admiral of the fleet on the coronation of King George IV in 1821. Jervis died at his home in Sussex on March 14, 1823.

Spencer C. Tucker
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Jiang Jieshi (1887–1975)

Chinese general, Guomindang (GMD, Kouomintang, Nationalist) politician, and president of China (1928–1949) and of the Republic of China on Taiwan (1949–1975). Born in Zhejiang Province, China, on October 30, 1887, Jiang Jieshi (Chiang Kai-shek) entered the Chinese military as a career officer in 1908. After joining a revolutionary organization that sought to overthrow the Qing government, Jiang welcomed the successful Chinese Revolution (1911–1912) and allied himself with Sun Yixian (Sun Yat-sen), head of the Guomindang and president of China (1920–1925). In Guangzhou (Canton), Jiang became commandant of the Guomindang Huangpu (Whampoa) Military Academy in 1924 and rapidly developed his own power base. After Sun’s death in 1925, Jiang undertook the Northern Expedition during 1926–1927, subjugating warlords to Guomindang rule and suppressing the communists. He consolidated his power in December 1927 by marrying Song Meiling (Soong May-ling), daughter of a politically and financially influential Shanghai Christian family.

Unwilling to compromise with the more radical Hankou (Hankow) nationalist government, Jiang resigned as head of the rival Nanjing (Nanking) nationalist government in August 1927 and then traveled to Japan. Returning to China in January 1928, he was reappointed as head of the now-reunited Nationalist Army and government at Nanjing. As he endeavored to reunite China, Jiang also continued his ferocious anticommunist campaigns.

Antiforeign and authoritarian in outlook, Jiang promoted a revival of Confucian social and political values. When Japanese forces seized China’s northeastern province of Manchuria and established the puppet state of Manchukuo (Manzhouguo) in 1931, he protested to the League of Nations but received little concrete assistance from that organization. Jiang signed agreements with Japan in 1931 and 1935 whereby he acquiesced, at least temporarily, to Japan’s domination of northern China. Although he began building up and modernizing Chinese military forces, his continuing drive to eliminate the Chinese Communist Party aroused serious discontent. Jiang’s northern warlord ally Zhang Xueliang and his troops broke off an anticommunist military campaign in 1935. In the subsequent Xi’an Incident in December 1936, Zhang kidnapped Jiang and forced him to agree to join an anti-Japanese united front with the communists.

Japanese and Chinese forces clashed at the Marco Polo railway bridge near Beijing in July 1937, which soon escalated into full-scale war between Japan and China. Jiang staunchly resisted Japanese assaults on Shanghai during August–November but eventually abandoned that city, and in quick succession he also lost his capital of Nanjing as well as Wuhan (Hangzhou, Hankow). Fighting steadily, Jiang gradually fell back westward. In late 1938 he established his capital in Chongqing (Chungking) in the southwestern province of Sichuan. Jiang’s overall strategy was to wage a protracted war of attrition, forcing Japanese troops to overextend their lines and occupy territory they could never fully control.

Although Jiang repeatedly sought assistance from Western powers, especially the United States and Britain, until 1940 he only received modest American financial and military aid and the imposition of limited economic sanctions upon Japan. Japan’s formal alignment with Germany and Italy in the Axis Tripartite Alliance in September 1940 brought increased aid from the United States. American policy toward Japan hardened, and sanctions were tightened from the summer of 1940. Soviet aid, while of some help, came to an end after the signing of the German-Soviet Non-Aggression Pact in August 1939.
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Chinese General Jiang Jieshi (Chiang Kai-shek) became leader of Guomindang (Nationalist) China in 1929. Jiang undertook a series of campaigns against the Chinese Communists before World War II but he failed to implement reforms that would have won the support of the Chinese people. With the Communist victory in 1949, he fled to Taiwan, which he ruled until his death in 1975. (Library of Congress)



After the sudden Japanese attack on the United States at Pearl Harbor (December 7, 1941), China formally declared war on Japan, and the Allies appointed Jiang supreme commander in the China theater. When dealing with his Allied partners, Jiang uncompromisingly defended China’s interests, demanding, for instance, the end of Western colonialism and special privileges in China, together with additional wartime assistance to China.

Jiang sought to conserve his best forces for the postwar struggle that he anticipated with the communists, who consolidated their own power around their wartime base at Yan’an (Yenan) in Shaanxi (Shensi) Province. His attitude provoked acerbic disputes with Lieutenant General Joseph W. Stilwell, American commander of the China-Burma-India theater, who sought to build up a strong Chinese army, preferably under his own command, to mount a large anti-Japanese ground campaign. Stilwell’s plans implied major reforms to upgrade the Chinese army, which he intended to command himself. Although Jiang was not personally corrupt, many of his military and civilian associates were. Such measures would have jeopardized his tenuous hold on the loyalties of many of his semi-independent military field commanders, at least some of whom deliberately embezzled part of the funding intended to support their troops, resulting in poorly equipped and understrength units. U.S. president Franklin D. Roosevelt withdrew Stilwell in October 1944. Jiang enjoyed better relations with his successor, Lieutenant General Albert Wedemeyer. The China theater stalemated, and neither Jiang nor the Japanese ever won decisive victory over the other, though Chinese opposition tied down more than 1 million Japanese troops.

As the war ended, Jiang faced renewed threats from his communist opponents, who with Soviet assistance quickly took control of much of northern China. Lengthy American mediation efforts headed by wartime chief of staff General George C. Marshall during 1945–1947 failed to avert civil war between Guomindang and communist forces, which the communists won. Jiang fled to the island of Taiwan in 1949, remaining president of the Republic of China until his death in Taibei (Taipei) on April 5, 1975.

Tough and authoritarian but limited in vision, Jiang skillfully and shrewdly balanced and maneuvered among the various Chinese factions, but he lacked the broader ability to unify his countrymen around the Guomindang.

Priscilla Roberts
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Joffre, Joseph Jacques Césaire (1852–1931)

French Army general, chief of staff, and commander in chief of French forces at the beginning of World War I. Born on January 12, 1852, at Rivesaltes, France, Joseph Jacques Césaire Joffre interrupted his studies at the École Polytechnique to fight in the Franco-Prussian War of 1870–1871. After that war he graduated from the École Polytechnique and was commissioned in the engineers. For several years he was assigned to the restoration of French fortresses.

In 1885 Joffre volunteered for Far Eastern service, where as a captain he was assigned to the staff of Vice Admiral Amédée Courbet, commanding the French China Squadron, who entrusted Joffre with organizing the defenses of Kelung (Chilung) in Formosa, which France had just seized. In 1892 Joffre went to Africa to complete a railway in Sudan from Kayes to Bamako that would join the Senegal and Niger Rivers. In February 1894 he commanded a force that seized Timbuktu, securing his promotion to lieutenant colonel. He was then entrusted with organizing the French base of Diego-Suarez.

Promoted to général de brigade in 1902, Joffre assumed the post of director of engineers at Paris in 1904. Promoted to général de division in 1905, he was named vice president of the Supreme War Council in 1910. In 1911 he became chief of the General Staff, meaning that in the event of war he would be commander in chief of the French armies. Joffre carried out a major reorganization of the army, including the removal of many older officers, the institution of three years of service for conscripts, and detailed mobilization planning that would make use of the French railroad net.

War Plan XVII, the French military plan developed under Joffre’s direction, stressed the doctrine of the offensive and completely ignored the German war plan. Joffre assumed that there would be insufficient German troops available for a wide sweep through Belgium—he did not anticipate the Germans using reserves on the front line—and expected the German attack to issue from Lorraine. Joffre’s own plan called for five divisions to be situated facing east and northeast that would attack between Belfort and Mézières.

On the German declaration of war, the French completed their mobilization swiftly and efficiently, and Joffre then initiated his offensive plan. But the German left-wing armies rebuffed the two advancing French right-wing armies at Sarreborough and Morhange, and then the two French center armies were also forced to withdraw, followed by the remaining French army and the British Expeditionary Force (BEF) on the left wing. Joffre refused to panic and ordered a steady, methodical withdrawal back on Paris. Perhaps his greatest service to France was in simply holding the army together during this perilous time.

The Germans then modified their strategic plan, allowing additional French forces in a new army, the Sixth Army, to issue from Paris and begin the First Battle of the Marne (September 5–12, 1914). Joffre ordered the French Army to stand and fight. Faulty German dispositions enabled the French to win this most important battle of the war and save Paris. Although Général de Division Joseph Gallieni, military governor of Paris, had played an instrumental role in developing the battle plan, Joffre received most of the popular credit for what became known as the Miracle of the Marne.

The Battle of the Marne was the high point of Joffre’s career. Following the Race to the Sea in which both armies tried and failed to outflank the other, the Western Front settled into the stalemate of trench warfare. Joffre persisted in launching a series of offensives to dislodge the Germans from their positions in France. All of his major offensives of 1915 and 1916, including Champagne, Artois, and the Somme, were costly failures, with higher casualties for the French than for the defending Germans. Joffre maintained that such “nibbling tactics” were draining German resources, convinced Italy to join the Entente in 1915, and eased pressure on both the Russians on the Eastern Front and the French defenders at Verdun in 1916.


JOFFRE




The First Battle of the Marne (September 5–12, 1914) was certainly one of the most decisive battles in all history, denying the Germans the opportunity to achieve the quick victory over the French and British necessary to win the war. The desperate nature of the battle can be seen in Joffre’s order read to the men at first light on September 6:

Now, as the battle is joined on which the safety of the country depends, everyone must be reminded that this is no longer the time for looking back. Every effort must be made to attack and throw back the enemy. A unit which finds it impossible to advance must, regardless of cost, hold its ground and be killed on the spot rather than fall back. In the present circumstances, no failure will be tolerated.

Source: Barbara Tuchman, The Guns of August (New York: Macmillan, 1962), 434.



By 1916, Joffre was under heavy attack for the high casualties that accompanied his offensive strategy. In addition, he was caught by surprise by the German offensive at Verdun (February 21–December 16, 1916), despite warnings from a number of sources. He was also blamed for the Romanian debacle that same year. In December 1916 Joffre was removed from his post and kicked upstairs as military adviser to the government, his disgrace mollified by elevation to marshal of France. Joffre toured the United States during April–May 1917, just as it entered the war. He also made official visits to Britain in 1918, Romania in 1920, and Japan in 1921. Elected to the French Academy in 1920, Joffre spent the last years of his life drafting his memoirs, which were published posthumously. Joffre died in Paris on January 3, 1931.

Unflappable, personally brave, and grandfatherly in appearance, “Papa” Joffre compiled an outstanding record in colonial service. He was also stubborn and resisted reality. These qualities that almost brought the defeat of France in 1914 also helped stave off disaster.

Philippe Haudrère and Spencer C. Tucker
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John III Sobieski, King of Poland (1624–1696)

King of Poland. Born into a noble family in 1624, John Sobieski was educated in Cracow (Kraków). He then made the Grand Tour of Europe with his brother, returning to Poland in 1648. Sobieski soon established a reputation as a capable military commander but also one who was entirely self-seeking. He participated in battles against the Cossacks in the early 1650s but deserted to the Swedes when they invaded Poland in 1654. The next year Sobieski switched sides again and helped expel the Swedes from the central Polish provinces. For subsequent military services to the Polish Crown, especially against the Tartars and Cossacks, Sobieski became acting commander of the Polish Army in 1665 and became its official commander in 1668. The next year he received a substantial bribe from King Louis XIV of France to support French interests against Polish king Michael Wisniowiecki, leading in 1672 to the forced cession to the Ottoman Turks of the entire Ukraine.

Sobieski then helped to remedy the situation by winning four victories against the Ottomans during a 10-day span in November 1673. King Michael died that same month, and Sobieski hurried to Cracow at the head of 6,000 troops, overawing the other candidates and securing election as king of Poland in May 1674. Sobieski then returned to Ukraine to campaign. In the 1676 Treaty of Zaravno, he recovered for Poland two-thirds of Ukraine.

Sobieski hoped to establish an absolute monarchy in Poland and arrest its decline, but Louis XIV failed to lend support, and in 1683 Sobieski concluded a treaty with Holy Roman emperor Leopold I against the Ottoman Empire. This was the prelude to the most glorious action of Sobieski’s career: relief of the Siege of Vienna. Sobieski took a wide view of the Ottoman threat to Europe, considering it of such magnitude as to overcome all local and national interests. Now almost 60 years old and unable to mount a horse except with assistance, Sobieski took to the field, choosing a course of action involving great danger and doubtful benefit.

It took all of Sobieski’s energies and leadership skills to keep the force moving toward Vienna after the troops learned the size of the force opposing them. Sobieski led in person the charge of the Polish cavalry on September 12, 1683, that gave the Christians victory over the Muslims. This last great military effort of the kingdom of Poland saved Europe from the incalculable consequences of an Ottoman foothold in Germany. Sobieski then campaigned in Hungary, liberating it from Ottoman control. Poland gained little from this triumph.

The last dozen years of Sobieski’s reign were unfortunate ones, bereft of military success and beset by fractious nobles, a mutinous Diet, ungrateful allies, and intrigues even by his wife. Brokenhearted and disillusioned, Sobieski died on June 17, 1696.

Sobieski is one of the most fascinating figures of the 17th century. An inspiring leader of great military ability with a broad strategic vision, he was also one of few leaders in history who waged and won an entirely justifiable war.

Spencer C. Tucker
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Jomini, Antoine Henri (1779–1869)

Military writer who sought to determine the principles guiding the conduct of war. Born into a middle-class family on March 6, 1779, in Payerne in the French-speaking canton of Vaud, Switzerland, Antoine Henri Jomini gave up a career in banking in Paris to secure an unpaid staff position in the French Army. During the Peace of Amiens (1802–1803), he returned to banking. Jomini became acquainted with French marshal Michel Ney, who was impressed with Jomini’s quickness of mind and helped him publish his first military writings that dealt with the campaigns of Frederick II of Prussia, in which Jomini made certain comparisons to Napoleon Bonaparte.

Jomini joined Ney’s staff in 1805 and saw action and won praise for his roles in the Battle of Ulm (October 16–19, 1805) and the Battle of Austerlitz (December 2). Napoleon then invited Jomini, now a colonel, to join his personal staff. Taking part in the 1806 campaigns against Prussia and then against Russia, Jomini served in the Battle of Jena (October 14) and the Battle of Eylau (February 7–8, 1807). He then returned to Ney’s staff and accompanied him to Spain as chief of staff during 1808–1809, but his disagreements with the marshal led Ney to return to France in November 1809.

Jomini had a clear understanding of Napoleon’s strategic viewpoint, and Napoleon, who appreciated the value of his writings, brought Jomini on his staff. Jomini served as an assistant to Napoleon’s chief of staff Marshal Louis Alexandre Berthier, who disliked Jomini. Jomini was promoted to général de brigade in November 1810.

During his invasion of Russia in 1812, Napoleon kept Jomini in the rear areas as governor first of Vilna and later of Smolensk. In the spring of 1813, Jomini rejoined Ney’s staff and saw service in the Battle of Lützen (May 1–2) and the Battle of Bautzen (May 21). Berthier had Jomini arrested for a minor technicality for being late with his corps reports, causing Jomini to defect to the Russians on August 14. During the remainder of the Napoleonic Wars, he served as a military adviser to Czar Alexander I. On Alexander’s death, Jomini advised his successor, Czar Nicholas I, who promoted him to general in chief.

Following the Napoleonic Wars, Jomini devoted himself largely to writing, although he did see some action during the Russo-Turkish War of 1828–1829. He was undoubtedly the most prolific and recognized military writer of the 19th century; his best-known work was Précis sur l’art de la guerre (Summary of the Art of War), published in 1838. Jomini retired to Passy (near Chaumont), France, and died there on March 22, 1869.

A student of the Enlightenment, Jomini believed that there were principles underlying the conduct of war and that by studying them one could learn effective generalship. He also believed that once a war was begun, the government should yield full control of its conduct to its generals. Jomini enjoyed such widespread and continuing interest because he wrote in French, the international scientific language of the day, and because his formulaic approach to the study of war had a tremendous appeal then and still does today. Certainly his writings about the Napoleonic era influenced an entire generation of military officers including those who fought the American Civil War, with whom he had more influence than his better-known contemporaries such as Carl von Clausewitz.

Jomini’s great contribution lay in his clarification of the principles of military science and his emphasis on the importance of strategy. His focus on careful planning made clear the vital role of military intelligence.
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Jones, John Paul (1747–1792)

U.S. naval officer. John Paul Jones was born John Paul in Kirkcudbrightshire, Scotland, on July 6, 1747, and joined the merchant marine at an early age. An accomplished sailor, he rose to command his own ship at age 21 but was a draconian disciplinarian. On two occasions his harsh measures resulted in the deaths of sailors, and he fled to Virginia under the assumed name of John Paul Jones in December 1773. When the American Revolutionary War began two years later, Jones made his way to Philadelphia, where the Continental Congress appointed him a lieutenant in the newly formed Continental Navy.

Jones accompanied Commodore Esek Hopkins in an expedition to Nassau in March 1776 and subsequently commanded the sloop Providence. After several successful cruises, Jones was entrusted with a larger vessel, the Alfred, and took additional prizes off Nova Scotia. By December 1776 with American naval fortunes having plummeted, Jones was unable to secure either promotion or a larger warship.

Jones left for France in November 1777 in the sloop Ranger. There, he took advantage of the recent Franco-American alliance to secure command of a warship under construction. Jones’s strategy was to raid Britain’s territorial waters. He arrived at Nantes, only to learn that the ship in question had been sold. While cruising Quiberon Bay, his ship received the first official salute to the American flag from French warships on February 14, 1778. Jones led the Ranger into the Irish Sea and brazenly held the town of Whitehaven for several hours (April 23), an event that roundly embarrassed the British government. The Ranger then engaged and defeated the Royal Navy sloop Drake (April 24), the first British warship taken during the war in home waters.

Jones then spent several weeks refitting in France. Meanwhile, Benjamin Franklin, the American representative in Paris, arranged for Jones to captain the former French East Indiaman Duc de Duras (42 guns). Jones subsequently renamed this ship the Bonhomme Richard in honor of his patron. Jones departed France in concert with the Alliance (36 guns) and two smaller French vessels and circumnavigated the British Isles, taking 17 prizes. Pursuing a British convoy, he undertook a desperate night engagement with the escorting 50-gun Royal Navy frigate Serapis off Flamborough Head (September 23, 1779). Both ships, lashed together, pounded each other at point-blank range until the British captain called upon Jones to surrender. Jones responded, “No, I’ll sink, but I’ll be damned if I will strike.” This was later recalled as “I have not yet begun to fight.” Within the hour, the Serapis struck.

Jones spent the remainder of the war constructing warships and negotiating prize money in France. He also received a gold medal from Congress, the only naval officer so honored during the war.

Jones hoped to become the first American admiral and was assigned command of what was to be the first American 74-gun ship, the America, but Congress awarded that ship to France as a gift in September 1782. Finding no employment in America at the end of the war, Jones accepted an appointment from Russian empress Catherine II the Great as admiral of the Black Sea Fleet in 1788. He commanded a squadron that year against the Ottoman Turks, but internecine court politics led to him being placed on two-year suspension from duty, inducing him to leave Russia in the late summer of 1789. Jones wound up in Paris and died there on July 18, 1792. His remains were located in an unmarked grave in 1905 and were returned to the United States and reinterred on the U.S. Naval Academy grounds in 1913.

An excellent seaman who was both brave and resolute, Jones was America’s first great naval hero.

John C. Fredriksen
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Joseph the Younger, Chief (1840–1904)

Nez Percé Indian leader, also known as Heinmot Tooyalakekt (Hin-mut-too-yah-lat-kekht, meaning “Thunder Rolling in the Mountains”) and Young Joseph. Joseph was born in 1840 and raised on the Lapwai Preserve in the Wallowa Valley of northeastern Oregon, the ancestral home of the Wallowa band of the Nez Percés. He was the eldest son of the chief of the Wallowa band. Joseph’s father had established friendly relations with white traders and missionaries and had become a Christian in the 1830s. He was known to whites by his Christian name of Joseph, or Old Joseph. While Old Joseph sought peaceful relations, he had adopted a policy of passive resistance in which he rejected U.S. government treaties that would have removed his people from their ancestral lands.

In 1863 a treaty not signed by Old Joseph opened the Wallowa Valley to white settlement. Old Joseph then renounced Christianity and refused to abide by the treaty. For years his people lived in tenuous peace among growing numbers of whites in the valley. Old Joseph died in 1873, and his eldest son, Young Joseph, succeeded him as leader of the Wallowa band.

Young Joseph sought to follow his father’s policies of not antagonizing the whites while at the same time refusing all attempts by the government to remove his people from the Wallowa Valley. Increased white settlement by 1876, however, led to the government decision to remove to the Lapwai Reservation in Idaho all the Nez Percés who had rejected treaties with the U.S. government.
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Chief Joseph was a highly effective leader of the Nez Percé Native Americans who in 1877 led his people in an extradordinary four-months-long effort to reach sanctuary in Canada that extended more than 1,300 miles over the northwestern United States before he and his surviving followers were forced to surrender to the U.S. Army. (Library of Congress)



In May 1877, U.S. Army brevet major general Oliver O. Howard gave the nontreaty bands 30 days to move to the Lapwai Reservation or face military action. Accepting the inevitable, Chief Joseph led his people to White Bird’s village on the Salmon River, planning to rest his people there before moving on to the reservation. There youths from White Bird’s band killed four white settlers, initiating general fighting.

In nearly four months of combat during a trek of 1,300 miles across Oregon, Idaho, Wyoming, and Montana, all the while closely pursued by U.S. troops, Joseph showed himself to be one of the most remarkable of military leaders. Leading some 700 of his people, only 155 of whom were warriors, Joseph first ambushed and destroyed a cavalry force in the Battle of White Bird Canyon (June 17, 1877). Using surprise and deception, in battles on the Clearwater River (July 11–12), in the Big Hole River Basin (August 9–10), and at Canyon Creek in Montana (September 13), Joseph’s warriors defeated large army formations sent against them. The Native Americans secured arms and supplies from raids in the area and from the battlefield.

Although Joseph was the respected chief and general leader of his people, others such as Looking Glass and White Bird tended to dominate the war councils and even overruled Joseph on occasion. Joseph’s younger brother Ollokot was also influential. Their common goal was to reach Canada and there secure freedom.

The Nez Percés, finally trapped by a large number of soldiers under Colonel Nelson A. Miles near the Bear Paw Mountains in northern Montana only some 30 miles from their goal, fought one last battle (September 30) and then withstood a five-day siege, all the while outnumbered 10 to 1. Looking Glass and Ollokot were among those killed, while White Bird escaped to Canada with some 300 of his people. Joseph surrendered the remaining Nez Percés. On October 5 he met with Miles and declared, “Hear me, my chiefs! I am tired and my heart is sick and sad. From where the sun now stands I will fight no more forever.”

Although Miles had promised Joseph that his people could live on the Idaho reservation, the government ordered that the Nez Percés be sent to Kansas and later to Indian Territory (Oklahoma), where many died. Finally in 1885 with the help of Miles and Howard, Joseph and some 150 of his people were allowed to move to the Colville Reservation in Washington. Chief Joseph died there on September 21, 1904.

A leader who sought peace, Chief Joseph the Younger proved to be a resourceful and extraordinarily capable military commander.
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Judas Maccabeus (ca. 190–160 BCE)

Leader of a revolt by the Jews against Rome. Judas Maccabeus (Judah Maccabee) was born around 190 BCE, one of five sons of Mattathias the Hasmonean, a Jewish priest from the village of Mod’lin in Judea. In 168 Seleucid ruler Antiochus IV arrived in Jerusalem following a military defeat in Egypt. Opposed to Judaism, he desecrated the Temple and ordered Jews to honor a Greek god. These actions led to a confrontation in Mod’lin when Mattathias refused to make sacrifice to a Greek god, and he and his sons Judas, Eleazar, Simon, John, and Jonathan slew a Seleucid general and some soldiers. This event triggered the protracted Maccabean Revolt (168–142). When Mattathias died in 166, Judas assumed leadership of the revolt, which came to be named for him. The surname of Maccabeus (Maccabee) given Judas may mean “hammer,” for his leadership in battle, although other scholars claim that it means “the one designated by Yahweh (God).”

A natural leader and a military commander of considerable ability, Judas at first avoided major engagements with the well-armed Seleucids and employed guerrilla tactics to defeat a succession of their generals sent to Judea. At the Ascent of Lebonah (167 BCE), he wiped out an entire Selucid unit. In 166 he defeated a small Seleucid force under Apollonius, governor of Samaria, at Nahal el-Haramiah. Apollonius was among the dead. This victory led to many Jews joining the cause.

Shortly thereafter in 166 BCE, Judas defeated a larger Seleucid force under Seron near Beth-Horon. Judas was then victorious at Emmaus, defeating Seleucid generals Micanor and Gorgias. Judas’s defeat of the Seleucids at Beth Zur (Bethsura) near Hebron in 164 allowed him to take much of Jerusalem, including the Temple, although some Seleucids continued to hold out in the Acra (citadel). Continuing the siege of the Acra, Judas expanded his control over the whole of Judea. With Antiochus campaigning to the east, Seleucid regent Lysias invaded Judea and defeated Judas at Beth Zachariah (162) but then was forced to return to Syria to suppress a revolt there. That same year, however, Bacchides, commander of Seleucid forces in Judea, defeated Judas at Jerusalem, driving him from the city.

Judas rallied and in 161 BCE defeated Syrian general Nicanor at Adasa, with Nicanor among those killed. The next year, however, Judas was defeated and slain by a far more numerous Seleucid force, said to number 20,000 men, under Bacchides in the Battle of Elasa.

The Jewish revolt against the Seleucids continued under Jonathan, who enjoyed considerable success with the guerrilla tactics first employed by his brother. Establishing his headquarters at Jerusalem in 152 BCE, Jonathan was recognized as de facto ruler of Judea until 143, when he was captured in an ambush at Ptolemais (Acre, Akko) and killed by dissident Jews.

Judas is widely praised in the First Book of Maccabees, and he is acclaimed by Jews as one of the greatest military leaders in their history. The Festival of Lights, or Chanukah (Hanukkah, meaning “Dedication”), in the month of December commemorates the cleansing and rededication of the Temple following the removal of its pagan statuary by Judas in 164 BCE.
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Juel, Niels (1629–1697)

Danish-Norwegian admiral. Niels Juel was born into a Danish noble family on May 8, 1629, in Christiana (later Oslo), Norway, where his parents were refugees during the Thirty Years’ War (1618–1648). In 1649 Juel embarked on extensive European travel. While in the Netherlands, he became fascinated by naval matters and joined the Dutch Navy as an officer trainee.

Juel fought in the First Anglo-Dutch War (1652–1654). During a long illness and convalescence in Amsterdam in 1655–1656, he acquired a comprehensive knowledge of shipbuilding. When he returned to Denmark in 1656 and joined the Danish-Norwegian Navy, he had both extensive knowledge of and experience in modern naval warfare. He was then appointed admiral and commander of the naval base at Copenhagen, defending it during the war between Denmark-Norway and Sweden (1657–1660). Juel continued at Copenhagen after the war. Although he was de facto head of the navy, he was nonetheless passed over in the beginning of the 1660s when Danish king Frederick III engaged Dutch-educated Cort Sivertsen Adeler as naval commander.

During the Scanian War between Sweden and Denmark-Norway (1675–1679), Adler died before the navy could be used. Juel was ready to take command of the fleet, but King Christian V settled on Dutch admiral Cornelis Tromp to command. Christian ordered Tromp to the Netherlands to secure a Dutch fleet. During his absence Juel won two naval battles in 1677 against the Swedes, who under King Charles XI were endeavoring to place a fleet between Zealand and Scania in order to cut off the Danish Army in Sweden. The first of the battles was at Moen on June 1; the second was the Battle of Kjöge (Köge) Bay, between Stevns on the Danish coast and Falsterbo in Sweden, on July 1. Juel commanded the Danish-Norwegian forces, and Evert Horn had charge of the Swedes. During the Battle of Kjöge Bay, Juel cut off a number of Swedish ships and destroyed them in a melee battle. The Swedes lost eight ships of the line captured or sunk; no Danish ships were lost. Swedish personnel losses were around 3,000 men, while the Danish lost some 100 killed and 175 wounded. This battle turned the course of the war, securing the Danish Army in Sweden. The battle also gave Juel international renown as a naval tactician.

Rewarded with the title of general admiral lieutenant, Juel was from 1678 commander in chief of the Danish-Norwegian Navy. After 1679 when the war ended and until his death in Copenhagen on April 6, 1697, he worked to improve the navy and its new main base in Copenhagen.

Probably the most capable Scandinavian admiral of his era, Juel was a fine administrator and a brilliant commander. His tactic of cutting off a portion of the enemy battle line and defeating it was much studied later.
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Juin, Alphonse Pierre (1888–1967)

French Army marshal. Born at Cape Rosa near Bône, Algeria, on December 16, 1888, Alphonse Pierre Juin joined the French Army and, following two years of obligatory enlisted service, graduated from the French military academy of Saint-Cyr in 1912 first in his class. His classmate Charles de Gaulle became a close friend. Juin immediately served in Morocco as a second lieutenant with the 1st Regiment of Algerian Tirailleurs, undertaking large-scale pacification operations under Général de Division Hubert Lyautey, who would become his long-term patron. In both World War I and North Africa, where he served both before and after the war, the highly decorated Juin demonstrated almost foolhardy courage, together with unconventional tactical military brilliance.

Juin studied and taught at the École Supérieure de Guerre during 1919–1921 and 1933–1935. By 1935 he was a colonel, commanding a regiment in Algeria. He was promoted to général de brigade in 1938. Juin attended the Higher Command Course in Paris in 1938–1939, but he spent most of the interwar period with the French North African Army in staff assignments, participating in pacification campaigns.

Following the beginning of World War II in September 1939, Juin took command of the 15th Motorized Infantry Division in France in December. In the Battle for France, Juin and his troops performed well in Belgium and northern France, covering the Allied retreat to Dunkerque and helping to make possible the evacuation there (May 10–29, 1940). Captured by the Germans on May 30, Juin was repatriated, at the insistence of Général de Division Maxime Weygand, in June 1941. Sent by the Vichy government as a général de division to North Africa, Juin commanded French troops in Morocco, and as a général de corps (U.S. equiv. lieutenant general) in November and then général d’armée (U.S. equiv. full general) he commanded French troops in Algeria and Tunisia as well. Juin worked to build up his forces so that they could defend North Africa against any invader. He had no advance knowledge of the Anglo-American North African landings (Operation TORCH) in November 1942, but later that month he was instrumental in persuading Admiral Jean Darlan to order a cease-fire.

Briefly heading the French Army detachment on the Tunisian front during 1942–1943, Juin was soon occupied with the preparation of the French Expeditionary Corps, which deployed to Italy in November 1943. To command this corps, Juin accepted a voluntary reduction in rank to général de corps. In Italy he established a good working relationship with the U.S. Fifth Army’s temperamentally difficult commander, Lieutenant General Mark W. Clark. Juin convinced Clark and his superior, British general Sir Harold Alexander, to take advantage of his colonial North African troops’ expertise in mountain warfare. The FEC displayed its mettle (from January 1944) and played a decisive role in the Allied breakthrough of the German Gustav Line to Rome in May. Outflanking the Germans in the Apennines, the French Expeditionary Corps enabled the Allied capture of Monte Cassino (May) and Siena and Florence (July). Juin was arguably the ablest Allied commander in the Italian campaign of 1943–1945.

Juin favored reinforcing Allied troops in Italy, but General de Gaulle, head of the Fighting France government in exile, insisted on French participation in the scheduled Allied landings in southern France and ordered Juin to relinquish his troops to General Jean de Lattre de Tassigny for that purpose. De Gaulle later wrote that de Lattre was better suited than the colonial Juin to lead soldiers in metropolitan France, but there has been speculation that he preferred that no single general except himself emerge from the war as France’s principal military hero.

Juin served as chief of the French defense staff during 1944–1947, resident general in Morocco during 1947–1951, inspector general of the armed forces in 1951, and commander of North Atlantic Treaty Organization land forces, Central Europe, during 1951–1956. Made a marshal of France on July 14, 1952, Juin, a staunch French nationalist, outspokenly opposed independence for Morocco and later for Algeria and was embittered by de Gaulle’s decision to grant Algerian independence in 1962, leading to Juin’s retirement that same year. He died in Paris on January 27, 1967.

An energetic and capable commander, Juin was one of France’s greatest 20th-century generals but was the victim of circumstance in not being able to utilize his talents more completely.

Priscilla Roberts and Richard G. Stone
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Justinian I the Great (483–565)

Byzantine emperor. Born near Skopje in Illyria of Latin-speaking peasant parents in 483, Flavius Petrus Sabbatius Justinianus, more commonly known as Justinian, had an uncle who became Emperor Justin I in 518. In 1505 the uncle, then a general, arranged for Justinian to come to Constantinople and be educated. Justin, who was childless, adopted his nephew and gave him command of some of his troops. Shortly before his death on August 1, 527, Justin named Justinian as coemperor (augustus) and his heir.

As emperor, Justinian had to deal with crumbling Byzantine power and pressure outside the empire from Persians to the east and Barbarians from the north and west. To rebuild the army, Justinian relied in large part on mercenary troops, while soldier-settlers helped protect the frontiers. Justinian proved astute in his selection of military commanders and other officials. The most important of these was his general, Belisarius. Justinian’s consort, Empress Theodora, also proved extraordinarily useful.

Belisarius soon led a military campaign against the Persians, defeating them in the Battle of Dara (530). Although he was subsequently beaten at Callinicum (531), he concluded with the Persians the Perpetual Peace in September 532. Justinian survived the Nika Revolt (532) in Constantinople largely because of the courage of Theodora and the loyalty of Belisarius and another general, Narses.
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Detail of a Byzantine mosaic of Emperor JustinianI from the Hagia Sophia, Istanbul, Turkey. A capable administrator and builder, Justinian expanded Byzantine power into North Africa and briefly into Spain, and strengthened Byzantine defenses in the Balkans. (Christel Gerstenberg/Corbis)



Peace with the Persians enabled Justinian to order Belisarius to conquer Vandal North Africa in 533–534. Success in that endeavor encouraged Justinian in an attempt to reestablish personal control of Italy, then a semi-independent Gothic kingdom, and he ordered Belisarius to invade Sicily in 535. That island taken, Belisarius crossed the Straits of Messina to southern Italy in 536. Although Belisarius occupied Rome, he was unable to bring the campaign to an end because of stubborn resistance under Gothic king Witiges and Justinian’s failure to supply needed reinforcements. In consequence, fighting in Italy continued for 17 years.

With the renewal of war with Persia in 539, Justinian transferred Belisarius to that front during 542–544. Belisarius subsequently returned to Italy during 544–548. Justinian was jealous of Belisarius and, following the death of Theodora in 548, replaced him as his principal military commander with Narses, who brought Belisarius’s work in Italy to a successful conclusion during 551–554. The war with Persia continued. Following a truce during 545–549, it was ended in 562.

Meanwhile, Justinian expanded Byzantine control over North Africa and even briefly expanded Byzantine power into Spain following a campaign there in 554 by Belisarius, whom he dismissed afterward. Justinian also ordered the construction of fortifications in the Balkans along the Danube and at Thessalonika and Thermopylae to stop inroads by the Bulgars and Slavs. Justinian was also a great builder and ordered the construction of a number of new structures in Constantinople, including the great Cathedral of St. Sophia (Hagia Sophia). An important lawgiver, Justinian oversaw the codification of Roman civil law, which ultimately became the basis of much of continental European law.

Justinian called Belisarius out of retirement in 559 to defeat a major incursion by the Bulgars and then jailed him on a charge of treason in 562 before rehabilitating him in 563. Justinian died in Constantinople on November 14, 565. His nephew followed him as emperor as Justin II.

Justinian was diligent (he was known as “the emperor who never sleeps”), ambitious, and highly intelligent and proved to be a capable administrator, but his efforts to restore the empire to its former greatness proved elusive.
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Kenney, George Churchill (1889–1977)

U.S. Army general. Born in Yarmouth, Nova Scotia, on August 6, 1889, George Churchill Kenney studied at the Massachusetts Institute of Technology and worked as an engineer for several years. Following U.S. entry into World War I he joined the Aviation Section of the Army Signal Corps, becoming a pilot in the American Expeditionary Forces Air Service and flying 75 combat missions. After the war Kenney continued in what in 1926 became the U.S. Army Air Corps. In 1938 Major General Henry Harley Arnold, new air corps chief, appointed Kenney chief of the Production Engineering Section of the Matériel Division. In January 1941 Kenney, promoted to brigadier general, became head of the Air Corps Experimental Depot. He then briefly commanded the Fourth Air Force, headquartered on the West Coast.

From July 1942, Kenney commanded the Allied Air Forces, Southwest Pacific Area. In June 1944 he also took command of the new U.S. Far East Air Forces, being promoted to lieutenant general in October 1942 and to full general in March 1945. Between 1942 and 1945, Kenney’s U.S. Fifth Air Force provided invaluable strategic and tactical air support to Southwest Pacific theater commander General Douglas MacArthur’s operations, transporting troops and supplies, destroying enemy shipping, and supporting 56 amphibious operations by Australian and U.S. ground forces. Kenney was the Pacific theater’s most distinguished air commander.

Following the war, Kenney headed in succession the Pacific Air Command, the Strategic Air Command, and the Air University before retiring in 1951. He wrote four books on the war in the Southwest Pacific. Kenney died at Bay Harbor Islands, Florida, on August 9, 1977.

Kenney’s boldness and his efficiency and drive in introducing innovative aircraft, equipment, and tactics and in inspiring his subordinates helped transform U.S. airpower in the Pacific theater in World War II. Kenney oversaw the transformation in U.S. airpower from a defensive emphasis into a powerful offensive force that wrested control of the skies from the Japanese.
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Kesselring, Albert (1885–1960)

German Air Force field marshal. Born in Marksheft, Bavaria, on November 20, 1885, Albert Kesselring joined the Bavarian Army as an officer candidate in the 2nd Regiment of Foot Artillery in 1904 and was commissioned in 1906. During World War I, he served as a balloon observer on the Western Front and in a variety of staff positions.

Kesselring continued in the postwar German Army, earning a reputation as a superb administrator. In 1933 Oberst Kesselring transferred to the still-secret air force as chief of administration, helping to direct the secret expansion of the air force. In June 1936 he became Luftwaffe chief of staff as a Generalleutnant.

Kesselring then took command first of the Third Air Region, with promotion to General der Fliegers (general of fliers, full general), and later of Air Group I, which was upgraded to Luftflotte (Air Fleet) I of 20 bomber and fighter groups, which he led in the invasion of Poland (September 1, 1939). He commanded Luftflotte II in the invasion of France and the Low Countries in May 1940. Raised to field marshal in July 1940, Kesselring continued to command Luftflotte II in the Battle of Britain (July 10–October 31, 1940), when he advised Adolf Hitler to concentrate on London in order to bring up the Royal Air Force so that it might be destroyed. Kesselring also commanded Luftflotte II in the invasion of the Soviet Union in June 1941. With some 1,000 aircraft, it was the largest German air fleet in the invasion.

In December 1941 Kesselring went to Italy as commander in chief, South (encompassing the Mediterranean Basin), and held that post until March 1945. He believed that the key to the supply situation in North Africa was control of Malta and ardently urged Hitler without success to take the island by airborne assault. Kesselring won admiration for the skillful Axis evacuations of Tunis (May 1943) and Sicily (August 1943) as well as for the defense of Italy.

Badly injured in a car accident in October 1944, Kesselring underwent successful brain surgery and returned to his command in January 1945. On March 8, 1945, he succeeded Generalfeldmarschall (field marshal) Gerd von Rundstedt as commander in chief, West. On April 15 when Hitler divided the remaining Reich into two defensive zones, Kesselring received command of the southern zone. He surrendered his forces to the Western Allies on May 7, 1945.

Tried after the war for his role in the Ardeatine Caves Massacre, Kesselring was sentenced to death in 1947, but this was commuted to life in prison. He was released in October 1952 as “an act of clemency” when he developed cancer of the throat. Kesselring then wrote his memoirs (published in English as A Soldier’s Record), which criticized Hitler only for some military decisions. Kesselring also headed the Stahlhelm, a right-wing German veterans’ organization. He died at Bad Nauheim on July 20, 1960.

Resolute and loyal, Kesselring was a master of defensive warfare and was certainly one of the most proficient German generals of World War II.

Spencer C. Tucker
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Khalid ibn al-Walid (ca. 592–642)

One of the greatest of Arab generals in the period of the Muslim conquests during the seventh century. Khalid ibn al-Walid (later known as Sayf-’ullah al Maslul, the Sword of Allah) was born in Mecca around 592, the son of a chief of the Qursish clan. In traditional practice, Khalid was removed from his family soon after birth and raised in a Bedouin tribe in the desert until age five or six, when he returned to Mecca. His father, reportedly a warrior of some renown, trained him in horsemanship and martial arts.

Although Khalid did not take part in the Battle of Uhud (615), the first engagement between the new Muslim community at Medina and the confederacy of the Quraish of Mecca, he did participate in the Quraish campaign against the Muslims in 627 that led to the Battle of the Trench. After the Treaty of Hudaybiyyah in 628, Khalid converted to Islam and fought for Muhammad from that point forward.

Khalid distinguished himself in the Battle of Mu’tah (629) against the Ghassanids. When the three leading Medinan commanders were killed in the fight, Khalid was selected to command and was able to extract his small force of some 3,000 men against far larger Ghassanid and Byzantine forces. Khalid reportedly broke a number of swords during the battle, and it was from this point that he was known as Sayf-’ullah al Maslul. He commanded one of the four Muslim armies that captured the city of Mecca (630). Later that year he commanded the cavalry in the Battle of Hunayn, and he participated in the Siege of Ta’if.

Following the death of Muhammed in 631 and during the reign of the first caliph, Abu Bekr, Khalid helped put down revolts by several prophets, the last being Musaylima in the Battle of Akraba (633). That same year Abu Bekr decided to conquer Persian-held Mesopotamia, entrusting this task to Khalid with an army of 18,000 men. Khalid won a series of battles over the Persians in 633, including both Walaja and Ullais in May. He invaded Syria in June 634, and in the Battle of Ajnadain in Palestine (July) he defeated a Byzantine army under Theodore.

Abu Bakr died in August 634. His successor as caliph, Umar, removed Khalid from his command, probably because he feared that Khalid might attempt to take power. The new military commander, Abu Ubaidah ibn al-Jarrah, continued Khalid in command of the cavalry and relied heavily throughout subsequent campaigns on his operational advice. In October 634, Khalid defeated a Byzantine force that had trapped a Muslim army at Abu-al-Quds.

Khalid served under Ubaidah in the victory over the Byzantines in the Battle of Fihl (Pella or Gilead) near Baisan (January 635). Continuing north, the Arab forces were again victorious over the Byzantines in the Battle of Marjal-Saffar near Damascus and went on to capture Emesa (Homs) and Damascus but abandoned these places when threatened by a larger Byzantine force under Theodore in 636. Retiring to the Yarmouk River and heavily outnumbered, Khalid was again victorious over the Byzantines in the important Battle of the Yarmouk River (August 636), after which the Arab forces recaptured both Damascus and Emesa. In 638 Caliph Umar dismissed Khalid from his posts. Khalid died in Emesa, Syria, in 642, apparently upset that it was his lot to die in bed rather than in battle.

Said to be physically strong, the resourceful Khalid enjoyed the distinction of never having been defeated in more than 50 battles and as many small engagements. Pakistan’s principal main battle tank, the Al-Khalid, is named for him.
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King, Ernest Joseph (1878–1956)

U.S. Navy fleet admiral and chief of naval operations. Born in Lorain, Ohio, on November 23, 1878, Ernest Joseph King graduated from the U.S. Naval Academy, Annapolis, in 1901. He subsequently held a variety of appointments on cruisers, battleships, and at the Naval Academy, where he was an instructor of ordnance and gunnery during 1906–1908. King commanded a destroyer in 1914. During 1916–1919 he served on the staff of the commander of the Atlantic Fleet.

In 1919 Captain King headed the Naval Postgraduate School. During the next seven years the ambitious, hard-driving, and forceful King specialized in submarines. In 1926 he took command of an aircraft tender and was senior aide to the commander of Air Squadrons, Atlantic Fleet. In 1927 King underwent flight training, and the next year he became assistant chief of the Bureau of Aeronautics. In 1929 he commanded the Norfolk Naval Air Station, and during 1930–1932 he commanded the aircraft carrier Lexington.

King graduated from the Naval War College senior course in 1933 and, promoted to rear admiral, during 1933–1936 served as chief of the Bureau of Aeronautics. He spent the next five years in senior naval aviation assignments, including commander of the Aircraft Base Force. In 1938 he was promoted to vice admiral. Appointed to the Navy General Board in 1939, King criticized the absence of war preparations, recommending that should the United States go to war with Japan, it had to pursue an offensive Pacific naval strategy. He also proposed measures for more effective integration of aircraft, submarines, and small fast ships with battleships and aircraft carriers.

In February 1941, King won promotion to admiral and was appointed commander of the Atlantic Fleet. On December 30, 1941, following the Japanese attack on Pearl Harbor, King became commander in chief of the U.S. Fleet. In March 1942 President Franklin D. Roosevelt appointed King chief of naval operations, the only U.S. Navy officer ever to hold both positions concurrently.

As a member of the Joint Chiefs of Staff, King was a major architect of wartime strategy. He vigorously prosecuted a two-front war in both the Atlantic and the Pacific but consistently gave higher priority to operations based on naval forces. King was therefore more committed to extensive Pacific operations, which relied heavily on naval power, than was his colleague, U.S. Army chief of staff General George C. Marshall, who generally followed a Europe-first strategy. King forcefully implemented a strategy of aggressive advance against Japan through the Central Pacific, later modified to include a second southwestern offensive by way of the Philippines and Taiwan. Despite feuds over authority with Secretary of the Navy Frank Knox and Knox’s successor, James Vincent Forrestal, King successfully built up American naval forces.

In December 1944, King was promoted to admiral of the fleet. In October 1945, he abolished the position of commander in chief of the U.S. Fleet and merged its responsibilities with those of the chief of naval operations. King retired in December 1945 and was succeeded as chief of naval operations by Admiral Chester W. Nimitz. During the next decade King served as a special adviser to the secretary of the navy and also headed the Naval Historical Foundation. King died in Portsmouth, New Hampshire, on June 25, 1956.

Intelligent, capable, and resolute, King could also be irascible, arrogant, and extraordinarily difficult. Despite his lack of combat experience, he was an able strategist. King promoted tactical and technological innovations, and he made a significant contribution to the Allied victory in the Pacific during World War II.
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Kitchener, Horatio Herbert (1850–1916)

British Army field marshal and secretary of state for war. Born to English parents near Listowel in County Kerry, Ireland, on June 14, 1850, Horatio Herbert Kitchener was educated at the Royal Military Academy at Woolwich and was commissioned in the engineers in 1871. Involved in survey work in Palestine, Anatolia, and Cyprus during 1874–1882, he was then appointed to Cairo as second-in-command of a cavalry regiment and participated with distinction in the unsuccessful effort to relieve British general Charles Gordon at Khartoum during 1883–1884. Kitchener then served in Zanzibar, the Sudan, and Egypt. Appointed commander of the Egyptian Army in 1892, he organized it into an effective fighting force and in 1896 invaded the Sudan, where he defeated Gordon’s killer, the Mahdi, at the Battle of Omdurman (September 2, 1898). Kitchener then proceeded farther up the Nile to Fashoda, where he skillfully conducted negotiations with a French force there while demanding its removal, which he secured on November 3.

Kitchener was then governor of the Sudan during 1898–1899 before arriving in South Africa in January 1900 as chief of staff to Field Marshal Sir Frederick Roberts in the South African War (Second Boer War) of 1899–1902. Kitchener’s skillful planning was a key factor in the British advance to Johannesburg and Pretoria. Kitchener succeeded Roberts as commander in November 1900. To deprive the guerrillas of civilian support, he set up a system of so-called concentration camps as well as blockhouses. He also harried the Boer fighters in the field, leading them to end the war in the Treaty of Vereeniging on May 31, 1902.

Kitchener returned to Britain a hero and was made a viscount. He commanded the Indian Army during 1902–1909, where he fought an internecine political battle with the viceroy, Lord Curzon, forcing Curzon’s resignation. Promoted to field marshal in September 1909, Kitchener became viceroy of Egypt and the Sudan during 1911–1914.

Kitchener, who was on leave in Britain at the start of World War I, was probably Britain’s most famous soldier. Prime Minister Hubert Asquith, aware of the perceived Liberal weakness on matters martial, offered him the post of secretary of state for war in July 1914. Kitchener accepted and immediately announced, to a shocked cabinet and Britain, that the war would last years rather than months and would require a military millions of men strong. The cabinet raised no objection to Kitchener’s call to enlarge the army by 500,000 men, and the men of Britain eagerly signed up. Kitchener soon had his 500,000 men and issued a call for an additional 500,000 at the end of August 1914. He struggled with the inadequate military recruiting and training system, which was unable to handle the flood of volunteer recruits, but the situation was made worse by his refusal to delegate authority and his disdain of teamwork. A shortage of munitions, the Shell Scandal in May 1915, became a major political issue in Britain.
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Field marshal Horatio Herbert Kitchener became well known for his role in the Second Boer War (1899–1902). Appointed secretary of state for war at the start of World War I, he died in 1916 when the ship carrying him on a mission to Russia struck a mine in the North Sea. (Library of Congress)



Although relieved of virtually all his posts at the end of 1915, Kitchener remained in the cabinet as a figurehead. He did not live to see the employment of the forces he had so painstakingly assembled. Sent on a mission to Russia, Kitchener died en route when his ship, the British cruiser Hampshire, struck a mine in the North Sea near the Orkney Islands and sank on June 5, 1916.

Arrogant, distant, and often difficult, Kitchener was nonetheless an extraordinarily capable administrator who facilitated the raising of the large field forces with which Britain fought World War I.
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Further Reading

Cassar, George. Kitchener: Architect of Victory. London: W. Kimber, 1977.

Royle, Trevor. The Kitchener Enigma. London: M. Joseph, 1985.

Simkins, Peter. Kitchener’s Armies: The Raising of the New Armies. Manchester, UK: Manchester University Press, 1988.

Knox, Henry (1750–1806)

American general and U.S. secretary of war. Born in Boston, Massachusetts, on July 25, 1750, Henry Knox was forced by the death of his father to go to work at age 12 in a bookstore. Knox went on to establish his own bookstore in 1771. Largely self-educated, he read widely, especially in the practice of artillery. Knox joined the Massachusetts Militia in 1765 and continued in it, although a hunting accident in 1772 cost him two fingers on his left hand. With the beginning of the American Revolutionary War (1775–1783), Knox fought in the Battle of Breed’s Hill/Bunker Hill (June 17, 1775). During the prolonged Siege of Boston (April 19, 1775–May 17, 1776), he became close to Continental Army commander General George Washington. Commissioned a colonel of artillery, Knox supervised the removal and transport by sledge of 55 cannon from Fort Ticonderoga to the Boston area (December 5, 1775–January 25, 1776). The subsequent emplacement of these guns on the heights around the city led to the British evacuation of Boston, ending the first phase of the American Revolutionary War. Knox remained thereafter one of Washington’s closest military associates.

Knox fought in the Battle of Long Island (August 27, 1776) and helped supervise the removal of much of the Continental Army artillery in the retreat across New Jersey. Promoted to brigadier general on December 17, 1776, he then participated in organizing and then fought in the Battle of Trenton (December 26) and the Battle of Princeton (January 3, 1777).

Knox helped establish both the Springfield Arsenal and the Academy Artillery School (precursor to the U.S. Military Academy). He fought in the Battle of Brandywine (September 11, 1777) and at Germantown (October 4). Knox was with the army at Valley Forge during the winter of 1777–1778, when he greatly improved the training and efficiency of the Continental Army artillery. He fought in the Battle of Monmouth Court House (June 28, 1778) and played a major role in the Yorktown Campaign (August–October 19, 1781). On Washington’s strong recommendation, Knox was promoted to major general, the youngest in the army in March 1782, with promotion backdated to November 1781. After commanding at West Point, Knox took over from Washington as commander in chief of the army in December 1783 until he retired in June 1784. Knox cofounded the Society of the Cincinnati, an organization of former Continental Army officers, in May 1783.

Congress appointed Knox secretary of war in 1785, in which post he helped quell Shays’ Rebellion in 1786. When the nation adopted the U.S. Constitution and Washington became president of the United States in 1789, he asked Knox to remain as secretary of war. Knox pressed for a stronger federal military and proposed a system of universal military training. Congress ultimately passed the Militia Act of 1792, a greatly diluted version of Knox’s original plan. Two disastrous campaigns against Native Americans in the Old Northwest followed in 1790 and 1791, but Knox oversaw the creation of the Legion of the United States under Major General Anthony Wayne, which was victorious over the Native Americans in the Battle of Fallen Timbers (August 20, 1794). Knox also presided over the creation of the U.S. Navy when Congress authorized the construction of six frigates in 1794.

Knox resigned his office in December 1794 and retired to his estate at Thomaston, Massachusetts (now Maine). Briefly reappointed a major general during the Quasi-War with France (1798–1800), Knox died suddenly at his estate on October 25, 1806.

Intelligent and an able administrator, Knox rendered highly effective service during the American Revolutionary War and to the new republic.
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Konev, Ivan Stepanovich (1897–1973)

Marshal of the Soviet Union. Born in the village of Lladeino near Kirov, Russia, on December 28, 1897, and schooled to age 12, Ivan Stepanovich Konev initially became a lumberjack. After being conscripted into the Russian Army in 1916 during World War I, he served in the artillery on the Galician front, achieved officer rank, and was demobilized in November 1917. Konev joined the Red Army and the Communist Party in 1918, serving as military commissar on an armored train on the Eastern Front. He rose to divisional commissar by 1920.

Konev played a notable role in crushing the Kronstadt Rebellion (March 1921). He graduated from the Frunze Military Academy six years later and then switched to the command side. Given divisional command, he attended special courses at the Frunze in 1934 and 1935. Konev went on to serve as commander of the Special Red Banner Army in the Far East and then as head of the Transbaikal Military District (1938–1941). His presence in the Far East and his political acumen helped him survive Joseph Stalin’s great purge of the Soviet Army officer corps. In the course of fighting against the Japanese in 1939, Konev developed a bitter rivalry with Georgii Zhukov.

Promoted to lieutenant general, Konev assumed command of the North Caucasus Military District in January 1941. In June when the Germans invaded the Soviet Union, he received command of the Nineteenth Army. That September, he was promoted to colonel general and succeeded Semen Timoshenko as commander of the Western Front. Terrible Soviet defeats followed, with five Soviet armies encircled and a half million men taken prisoner. Responsibility for the defeat lay with Konev and Stalin, as the large encirclement could have been prevented. Zhukov then replaced Konev. However, in an appeal to Stalin, Zhukov saved Konev and made him his deputy—a favor that Konev would not repay.

When the Kalinin front was formed in October, Konev commanded it as colonel general. In that post, he successfully defended the northern approaches to Moscow, and in mid-December he drove the German army from Kalinin.

In August 1942, Konev again secured command of the Western Front when Zhukov returned to duty with the Stavka (General Headquarters of the Soviet armed forces). Konev halted the last German drive toward Moscow and was shifted to command the Northwestern Front during February–June 1943. In the critical July 1943 Battle of Kursk, Konev commanded the strategic reserve Steppe front, the powerful armor forces of which blunted the German panzers at Prokhorovka (July 12).

Konev secured promotion to general of the army in August 1943. In October his front, the second Ukrainian front, played a key role in the encirclement of German forces at Korsun-Shevchenko, earning him promotion to marshal of the Soviet Union in February 1944. Taking command of the first Ukrainian front that May, Konev swept through southern Poland and captured the Silesian industrial region. Zhukov was initially assigned the honor of taking Berlin, while Konev moved south of the German capital to the Elbe. But heavy German resistance allowed Konev to propose that his armor be diverted north to the city, and Stalin agreed. Thus, on April 25, 1945, Konev’s tanks linked up with those of Zhukov, isolating Berlin. That same day, Konev’s patrols made contact with the U.S. First Army on the Elbe at Torgau, in effect splitting Germany. Konev then commanded Soviet occupation forces in Austria.

By July 1946, Konev had succeeded Zhukov as commander of occupation and ground forces in Germany, having provided “evidence” against Zhukov during Stalin’s inquiry into the latter’s “improper behavior.” Konev went on to serve as chief inspector of Soviet Forces (1950–1952), commander of the Transcarpathian Military District (1952–1955), and commander in chief of Soviet Ground Forces (1955–1956).

On the formation of the Warsaw Pact, Soviet leader Nikita Khrushchev named Konev commander of its forces (1956–1960) in time to crush the Hungarian Revolution of 1956. Konev again turned on Zhukov when Khrushchev removed Konev in 1957. Ironically, Konev’s Zhukov-like objections to the move from conventional forces to missiles resulted in his “voluntary” retirement to the Inspectorate. During the Berlin Crisis of 1961, Konev was called to head Soviet Forces in Germany again, through April 1962. He went into active retirement in 1963 as a Ministry of Defense inspector. Konev died in Moscow on May 21, 1973.

Marked by personal courage and energetic initiative, Konev was one of the most important Red Army generals of World War II. He is also remembered as having commanded the Soviet forces that crushed the 1956 Hungarian Revolution.

Claude R. Sasso
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Köprülü, Fazil Ahmed (1635–1676)

Ottoman grand vizier, general, and statesman. Born in 1635, Fazil Ahmed Köprülü was the second member of the Köprülü family from Albania that furnished three grand viziers to the Ottoman Empire under Sultan Mehmed IV (r. 1648–1687). Köprülü’s father was Mehmed Köprülü, grand vizier during 1656–1661, who did much to reform and centralize state administration and to strengthen the Ottoman state militarily. He recommended his son as his successor to Mehmed IV, and the sultan’s confidence in Mehmed Köprülü’s advice was such that he appointed Ahmed Köprülü, even though he was only 26 years. Ahmed Köprülü assumed the position of grand vizier in 1665 and held it until his death in 1676.

As with his father, in domestic matters Köprülü was a just and capable administrator. He did not shrink from eliminating those who posed a threat, but he was called “Fazil,” meaning fair-minded, for his reduction of taxes and support of education.

Köprülü was a significant military leader. In 1663 he initiated war with the Austrian Habsburgs over control of Hungary. Whereas his father had shrunk from campaigning on the Danube, Köprülü embraced it. In 1663 he led a large Ottoman army in an invasion of Habsburg (Royal) Hungary, with the intention of taking Vienna. In part because there were no defensive preparations but also because many Hungarian peasants saw them as liberators, the Ottomans enjoyed early success, with little opposition except from forces under Miklós Zrinyi. Crossing the Danube and catching the Habsburgs by surprise, Köprülü captured the important stronghold of Neuhäusel (now Nové Zámky) in present-day southwestern Slovakia.

After passing the winter in Belgrade, Köprülü renewed the invasion in 1664. Preceding him was a Tartar force that ravaged the countryside and created widespread panic. Köprülü was determined to take all the Habsburg fortresses on the route to Vienna. Planning to cross the Raab River, he encountered a smaller allied Habsburg and Hungarian army led by Raimondo Montecuccolli, which defeated the Ottomans in the Battle of Szentgotthard (Battle of the Raab River or Battle of the Convent of St. Gothard, August 1, 1664). This important engagement broke the spell of Ottoman victories and revealed Ottoman weaknesses in equipment, training, and tactics. Losses on both sides had been heavy, and Holy Roman emperor Leopold I, alarmed by the designs of French king Louis XIV on the Spanish Netherlands and by unrest in Royal Hungary, seized on the opportunity to make peace. The resulting Treaty of Vasvar on August 10, 1664, favored the Ottomans, who were allowed to retain control of the frontier fortresses they had captured in Nagyvarad (Grosswardein) and Ersekujvar (Neuhäusel). Austria also recognized Ottoman suzerainty over Transylvania, and there was a 20-year truce.

Shifting his attention to a weaker foe, in 1666 Köprülü sailed with a large force to Crete in an effort to bring to a close fighting there that had been draining the empire’s resources for 25 years. In 1669 after a 3-year siege, Köprülü finally captured the supposedly impregnable fortress of Candia (present-day Heraklion). A major reverse for the Venetians who had been holding the city, it gave the Ottomans virtual control of the island. This in effect made the eastern Mediterranean an Ottoman preserve.

In 1672 Köprülü, taking advantage of disunion in Poland, assembled a large army of Turks and Tartars for an invasion of that country. Although Ottoman forces secured the southern province of Podolia (in present-day Ukraine), the invasion finally roused the Poles to the Ottoman threat. John Sobieski led a Polish force that defeated the invaders in the Battle of Khotyn (November 11, 1673), and they withdrew.

The Ottomans returned, but Sobieski, now king of Poland as John III Sobieski (r. 1674–1696), and some 6,000 men defeated a force of 20,000 Turks and Tartars in the Battle of Lwów (now Lviv, November 24, 1675) in present-day western Ukraine. Sobieski was again victorious at Żurawno (September 25–October 14, 1676). Although Köprülü signed a treaty at Żurawno, he was not deterred in his designs. However, he died several days later on October 19, 1676, at only age 42, leaving the military effort to Ibrahim Pasha. Köprülü was succeeded as grand vizier by his brother-in-law and adopted member of the family, Kara Mustafa Pasha, the third Köprülü to hold the position during the reign of Mehmed IV.

Despite his nearly constant warfare, which kept the Janissaries occupied and out of the political arena, Köprülü left the Ottoman state stronger than when he had assumed office. He had also secured additional territory in Europe for the empire. These advances were not without cost, for they raised the specter of conflict with Russia, which was to plague the Ottomans for centuries to come.
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Köprülü, Mehmed Pasha (ca. 1583–1661)

Ottoman grand vizier, general, and statesman. The founder of a family of warrior statesmen that produced three grand viziers in the 17th century during the reign of Mehmed IV (r. 1648–1687), Mehmed Köprülü was born of humble origins probably in 1583 in Rojnik, Berat, Albania. Recruited into the sultan’s service, Köprülü was initially a scullion and then was a cook in the sultan’s household. Given increased responsibility, Köprülü eventually rose to the position of pasha and was made governor of a succession of provinces: Eǧri in 1647, Karamanid in 1648, and Amadolu in 1650. He served as vizier of the divan very briefly in 1652 but had been dismissed following a power struggle and had retired to an estate in northern Anatolia.

In 1656 the Ottoman Empire was in crisis. Its foreign enemies had grown more powerful, and the Ottoman Navy could no longer defend its own coasts. The Turks were faring poorly in the Ottoman-Venetian War (1645–1670), fought over Crete. The Venetians and Maltese and the Barbary corsairs were roaming at will in the eastern Mediterranean. Venetian and Maltese ships, then blockading the Dardanelles, had inflicted a major defeat on the Ottoman Navy in the Battle of the Dardanelles (June 26–27, 1656), sinking most of the Ottoman ships and severing the Ottoman lines of communication between Istanbul (Constantinople) and Crete. Food prices soared in Istanbul amid the possibility that the Venetians might mount an attack against the city. Power struggles were rife within Istanbul, and there were plots by important viziers to replace Sultan Mehmed IV.

In these circumstances, Sultana Turhan Hortice, the mother of Mehmed IV, approached the retired Köprülü, then in his early 70s, about assuming the position of grand vizier. Köprülü demanded extraordinary powers, including a pledge that all his decisions be accepted without question, even by the sultan himself. Köprülü’s terms were accepted, and Mehmed IV appointed him grand vizier on September 15, 1656.

A shrewd and capable administrator, Köprülü knew all of the weaknesses of the Ottoman government and was well acquainted with its leading personalities. He began his government by purging corrupt and inefficient administrators and ruthlessly eliminating all those he perceived to be a threat to the regime and to his authority. Köprülü is said during his short tenure to have caused the execution of some 35,000 people.


MEHMED KÖPRÜLÜ




On his deathbed in 1661, Mehmed Köprülü left Sultan Mehmed IV, then 20 years old, four principles under which he should rule: (1) never heed the advice of a woman, (2) never let one of his subjects grow too rich, (3) always keep the treasury filled, and (4) always be on horseback, keeping the Ottoman armies in constant employment.



Köprülü also enjoyed success against the Ottoman state’s external enemies. Upon becoming grand vizier, he set out to enforce discipline within the army. In January 1657 Köprülü employed Janissary forces to put down a rebellion by the household cavalry Sipahi troops in Istanbul.

Köprülü also strengthened the Ottoman land defenses by erecting new fortresses on the Don and Dnieper Rivers against the Cossacks. He also immediately embarked on a massive shipbuilding program. The latter had swift results, for in another battle in the Dardanelles (July 19, 1657) the Ottomans defeated the Venetians. This victory enabled the Ottomans to regain control that November of some of the Aegean islands, including Tenedos and Lemnos, and to reopen supply lines to their forces in Crete.

At the same time, Köprülü launched a series of military campaigns during 1658–1659 to crush rebellions by a number of pashas in Anatolia. In 1658 he ordered Ottoman forces into Transylvania, where vassal Prince Gyórgy II Rákóczi had angered Köprülü by invading Poland without permission. While an Ottoman army invaded from the south, Köprülü called on his Tartar and Cossack allies to invade from the north. This simultaneous convergence of forces was too much for Rákóczi. Although Rákóczi won an early battle against the Turks at Lippa (May 1658), he was soon driven out to his estates in Habsburg Hungary. The three occupying armies devastated Transylvania, bringing to a close Hungary’s so-called Second Golden Age. This also marked the end of Transylvania as a European power and protector of Hungarian liberties. In August 1660, Köprülü annexed Yanbova (Jenö) and Várad.

In July 1660 a fire destroyed a large part of Istanbul, leading to food shortages and plague. Köprülü oversaw the city’s reconstruction. His honesty and integrity were recognized by all. Köprülü died at the height of his influence in Edirne on October 31, 1661. He was succeeded by his son Ahmed Köprülü.

Mehmed Köprülü’s short five-year tenure as grand vizier temporarily halted the decline in Ottoman power. He had strengthened the state both internally and militarily against its external foes, and his victories in Transylvania advanced Ottoman territory and rendered virtually inevitable the subsequent major confrontation with the Habsburgs.

Spencer C. Tucker
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Kornilov, Lavr Georgiyevich (1870–1918)

Russian Army general and commander of the army under the provisional government in 1917. Lavr Georgiyevich Kornilov was born on August 30, 1870, in Ust-Kamengorsk in Russian Turkestan (now Kazakhstan), western Siberia. After graduating with distinction from the Cadet Corps school at Omsk, in 1889 he entered the Mikhailovski Artillery Training School in St. Petersburg and was commissioned in 1892. Kornilov then joined the Turkestan Artillery Brigade. In 1895 he attended the General Staff Academy in St. Petersburg, and following graduation and a short period of service in the Warsaw Military District he returned to Turkestan.

Assigned to intelligence duties in connection with expeditions into eastern Turkestan, Afghanistan, and Persia, Kornilov became fluent in several Central Asian languages and published articles on eastern Persia, India, and Baluchistan. Returning to St. Petersburg, he attended the Mykolayiv General Staff Academy, graduating as a captain in 1897. Rejecting a posting in St. Peterburg, he returned to Turkestan and resumed his duties as a military intelligence officer.

During the Russo-Japanese War of 1904–1905, Kornilov was chief of staff of the 1st Fusilier Brigade, which saw heavy fighting in the Battle of Sandepu (January 25–29, 1905) and the Battle of Mukden (February 20–March 10). Awarded the Order of St. George (fourth class) for bravery, he was promoted to colonel. Kornilov next was assigned to the central offices of the General Staff and served in Turkestan, the Caucasus, and western Russia. During 1907–1911 he was the military attaché to China and undertook horseback treks through China and Mongolia. In 1911 Kornilov assumed command of the 8th Infantry Regiment in Estonia, and then, as a brigadier general, he commanded the 9th Siberian Rifle Division at Vladivostok.

At the beginning of World War I, Kornilov commanded the 49th Infantry Division and then the 48th Infantry Division on the Southwestern Front. He was promoted to major general in 1915. That April his division spearheaded the Russian offensive thrusting through the Carpathians into the Austrian plains. When the Russian Army found itself short of arms and ammunition, particularly artillery, Kornilov’s unit was forced to retreat, and he was wounded and taken prisoner at Przemyśl by the Austrians.

In 1916 Kornilov escaped from captivity and crossed through Romania to rejoin the Russian Army. News of the escape of a high-ranking officer made headlines, and Kornilov found himself a hero. He then took command of XXV Corps on the Southwestern Front from General Aleksey Brusilov. When the imperial government fell and was replaced by the provisional government in March 1917, Kornilov was named commander of the Petrograd garrison. Instructed to restore order and discipline in the capital garrison but frustrated by the lack of government support, he was allowed to resign the post and return to the front as commander of the Eighth Army. Here he had some success in the opening assaults of the so-called Kerensky Offensive of 1917 before the German counteroffensive drove the Russians back in disarray. Kornilov’s attempts to restore order and discipline among his troops were frustrated.

In August 1917, new prime minister Aleksandr Kerensky appointed Kornilov commander of the Russian Army. When the fall of Riga to the Germans (September 3) brought unrest in the capital, Kerensky ordered Kornilov to Petrograd to restore order. However, Kerensky learned that a number of moderate Russian leaders, having lost faith in the provisional government, were planning its downfall. When Kornilov called for the government to resign and pass control to him as commander in chief of the army, Kerensky interpreted this to be an attempted coup, dismissing Kornilov and ordering him to return to the capital.

In defiance of Kerensky’s orders, Kornilov ordered forces under General Aleksandr Krymov, consisting of the elite III Cavalry Corps and the renowned Savage Division of north Caucasian mountain troops, to march on Petrograd. Kerensky turned to Bolshevik leader Vladimir Lenin for assistance, and massed railroad workers along with some soldiers and sailors blocked Kornilov’s path. Discussions between Kornilov’s troops and the radical workers convinced his forces to disperse, and the threat to Kerensky’s government momentarily subsided.

Kornilov was arrested on September 1 at Stavka headquarters and imprisoned at Bykhov, but he later escaped and joined anti-Bolshevik White forces fighting in the Russian Civil War in the Don region. Kornilov was killed by a shell explosion during an engagement with Bolshevik forces at Ekaterindar on April 13, 1918.

Intelligent, determined, capable, and a staunch Russian patriot, Kornilov was a leader of principle who rose to high position through sheer ability.

Arthur T. Frame
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Kościuszko, Thaddeus (1746–1817)

Polish military engineer, Continental Army officer during the American Revolutionary War, and national hero of Poland, Lithuania, and Belarus. Thaddeus Kościuszko was born on February 4, 1746, in the now-abandoned village of Mereczowszczyzn near present-day Kosava in the Grand Duchy of Lithuania, part of the Polish-Lithuanian Commonwealth (now Belarus). His father was a minor noble and a colonel in the Polish-Lithuanian Army. In 1765, Kościuszko entered the Royal Military School in Warsaw. Graduating a year later, he was commissioned an ensign. Appointed an instructor at the school, he was promoted to captain. In 1769 he received a royal scholarship to study military science at the École Militaire in Paris and then at the school of artillery and military engineering in Mézières, France.

In 1774 Kościuszko returned to Poland but found little to encourage him there. His country had been partially partitioned among Prussia, Austria, and Russia two years earlier. His family’s fortunes were in disarray, and he suffered an unfortunate love affair. Returning to France, Kościuszko came into contact with the philosophes and embraced the concept of liberty.

Learning of the American rebellion against Britain, Kościuszko borrowed money for passage to America and arrived in Philadelphia in August 1776. The Pennsylvania Committee of Defense promptly engaged him to plan and construct the Delaware River forts. On October 18 the Continental Congress appointed him colonel of engineers, and he spent the following winter working on Philadelphia’s defenses. Kościuszko’s skill at military engineering impressed Major General Horatio Gates, commander at Philadelphia. When Gates assumed command of the Northern Army in March 1777, he took Kościuszko with him as chief engineer. Kościuszko helped direct operations to delay British lieutenant general John Burgoyne’s army invading New York from Canada, and he had charge of construction of the defensive works that helped force Burgoyne’s capitulation on October 17 following the Battle of Saratoga.

In March 1778, Kościuszko was assigned to plan and build the defenses at West Point on the Hudson River. He laid out a series of mutually supporting interlocking redoubts and batteries and also ordered that an iron chain be stretched across the Hudson River to block British warships from sailing north.

In August 1780, Kościuszko was reassigned to the South as chief engineer to Gates, who had been defeated at Camden, North Carolina (August 16). When Gates was replaced by General Nathanael Greene in December, Kościuszko played a key role in the dramatic race north to the Dan River (February 1781). Kościuszko took part in the Siege of Ninety-Six (May 26–June 19) in South Carolina and then served as a cavalry commander and an intelligence officer. He went north with Greene in the spring of 1783 and on October 13 was breveted brigadier general. Before leaving America for Poland in 1784, Kościuszko helped found the Society of the Cincinnati.

After four years of retirement in Poland, Kościuszko was appointed major general and named second-in-command of a reinvigorated nationalistic Polish army on October 1, 1789. Two years later Poland adopted a liberal constitution, and Russia declared war. Kościuszko led Polish forces during the Russian invasion in the spring of 1792, winning the Battle of Dubiena (July 17), but he resigned his commission when King Stanislaw II ordered an end to resistance. After the Third Partition of Poland in 1793, Kościuszko traveled to France, where he unsuccessfully sought aid for Poland from France’s republican government.

Learning of the start of a revolt in Poland, on March 24, 1794, Kościuszko returned to Cracow (Kraków) and hastily raised an army that, however, was poorly equipped, with many of the men having only edged weapons. He nonetheless defeated a Russian army at Raclawice (April 4) and then drove on Warsaw to expel its Russian garrison (April 17). Converging Russian and Prussian armies defeated Kościuszko at Szczekociny (June 6). Kościuszko conducted an effective defense during the Siege of Warsaw (July 26–September 5) and was promoted to lieutenant general. He led a desperate attack on the Russians at Maciejowice, but anticipated support did not arrive. Kościuszko was wounded and captured, and his army was defeated (October 10). Kościuszko spent two years as a prisoner in Russia before being freed (November 26, 1796) on a pledge not to take up arms against Russia.

Kościuszko returned to America in August 1797. Treated as a hero by Congress, he was voted back pay plus 500 acres of land in Ohio. Kościuszko left America in May 1798, and in Paris he unsuccessfully sought Napoleon Bonaparte’s assistance to restore Poland’s independence. Kościuszko spent the remainder of his life in similar futile attempts to establish Polish freedom. Following the Congress of Vienna and the extinction of hopes for Polish independence, Kościuszko settled in Solothurn, Switzerland, where he died on October 15, 1817. Before his death he freed his own serfs, and his will directed that proceeds from the sale of his land in Ohio be used to free slaves.

A dedicated Polish patriot and a champion of liberty, Kościuszko was also an energetic and highly capable soldier.

Paul David Nelson and Spencer C. Tucker
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Kublai Khan (1215–1294)

Mongol ruler who conquered the Song (Sung) dynasty Chinese Empire and established a new dynasty, the Yuan. Kublai was born on September 23, 1215, the fourth son of Tolui (Tule), the youngest of Genghis Khan’s four sons by his favorite wife Sorghaghtani Beki. Kublai early developed a strong attachment to Chinese culture. In 1251 he served as a general for his older brother Mangu (Möngke) Khan, who gave him charge of the administration of the eastern part of the Mongol Empire. In 1253 Kublai received X’ian (Sian) in inland China as a personal fief. During 1253–1256 he conquered the Tai kingdom of Nanzhou (Nanchao), in present-day southern China and Southeast Asia. During 1257–1258, Kublai campaigned with Mangu in Sichuan (Szechwan) in southwestern China.

Mangu’s death in August 1259 precipitated a successionist struggle, but in 1260, as was tradition, an assembly of Mongol nobles elected Kublai as khan. Kublai Khan’s younger brother Arik Buka contested the election and had himself declared khan at Karakorum by Mangu’s former officials. Kublai Kahn then campaigned against Arik Buka and defeated him in the course of several campaigns during 1260–1264. Kublai Kahn pardoned Arik Buka but had his senior officials executed.

After defeating another would-be usurper during 1264–1268, Kublai Khan resumed military operations against the Song, with whom he had earlier concluded a peace settlement in order to deal with the threat from Arik Buka. Following protracted siege operations (1267–1273), Kublai Khan captured Xiangyang (Hsiang-yang) in Hubei Province. In 1271 during the course of the fighting, he established the Yuan dynasty (1271–1368), with its capital at Dadu (Khanbalik, now Beijing). The empire came to include present-day Mongolia and China as well as some adjacent areas.

Kublai Khan gave his general Bayan charge of subsequent military operations against the Song. Bayan captured the Song capital of Hangzhou (Hangchow) in 1276. The Song imperial family then surrendered to the Yuan, making the Mongols the first non-Chinese people to conquer all of China. Three years later in 1279, Kublai Khan’s forces crushed the remaining Song loyalists in a naval battle off Guangzhou (Canton). Having reunified China, Kublai Khan proved to be one of the most capable of its rulers.

Kublai Khan made two failed attempts to conquer Japan, the rulers of which had refused to recognized Mongol suzerainty. Japanese resistance and a severe storm led to the withdrawal of the first force (1274). Kublai Khan then prepared a much larger force, reported to number as many as 170,000 men in 4,500 ships. Again, fanatical Japanese resistance and another even more powerful storm, dubbed by the Japanese the Kamikaze (“Divine Wind”), led to a Mongol withdrawal following the Battle of Hakata Bay (August 14–15, 1281). Kublai Khan’s forces also met rebuff in present-day Myanmar (Burma) in 1277, 1283, and 1287 as well as in present-day Vietnam in 1283–1287 and Java in 1293, securing only vassal status for these territories. Despite these military reversals, Kublai Khan was recognized by his brother Hulagu in Persia and the khanate of the Golden Horde in Russia as Great Khan. Kublai Kahn thus had at least nominal rule over territory from the Pacific to the Ural Mountains and from Siberia to present-day Afghanistan—roughly one-fifth of the world’s inhabited land area.

Although he was Great Khan, Kublai Khan concentrated on ruling China. There he pursued a policy of Sinicization and worked to reduce the power of the regional nobles who had held significant power under the Song. In his rule he relied heavily on Chinese advisers, and he encouraged Asian arts and followed policies of religious toleration. Kublai Khan reorganized the army and strengthened its artillery. (The world’s earliest known cannon, of 1282, was found in Mongol-held Manchuria.) He also created a new imperial bodyguard, at first consisting entirely of Chinese but later including other elements. Italian adventurer Marco Polo’s travels in his kingdom and subsequent writings about them brought Kublai Khan’s achievements and China to the attention of Europeans. Kublai Khan died at Dadu on February 18, 1294.

An extraordinarily capable military commander, Kublai Khan also displayed superlative administrative abilities. Although he was a foreigner, the Chinese people welcomed his rule, which was fair and free of ethnic prejudice.
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Kutuzov, Mikhail Illarionovich Golenischev, Prince of Smolensk (1745–1813)

Russian general. Born in St. Petersburg, Russia, on September 16, 1745, Mikhail Illarionovich Golenischev Kutuzov was the son of a Russian general. Kutuzov received his education at the the St. Petersburg Engineering and Artillery School. Commissioned an officer in 1761, he first saw action in Poland as an artillery officer during the Russian intervention of 1764–1769. Transferred to the Crimea, he fought in the First Russo-Turkish War during 1768–1774. Badly wounded in the Battle of Alushta (July 23, 1774), he lost the sight of his right eye. Promoted to major general, he fought in the Second Russo-Turkish War during 1787–1792 and was again wounded, in the Battle of Ochakov (December 17, 1789), but recovered to participate in the capture of Izmail (December 22, 1790).

Kutuzov then held a succession of important administrative posts, including ambassador to Constantinople (Istanbul), governor of Finland, ambassador to Prussia, governor of Lithuania, and military governor of St. Petersburg during 1793–1802. Retiring from the military in 1802, he was recalled in 1805 to command the Russian contingent of the allied Russo-Austrian forces in the Napoleonic War of the Third Coalition. Kutuzov won a delaying battle against the French at Dürrenstein (November 11) but was overruled by Czar Alexander I and forced to order an attack on the French in the Battle of Austerlitz against Napoleon (December 2, 1805), in which the allies were badly defeated. Alexander subsequently relieved Kutuzov from command, making him military governor of Kiev in 1806 and then of Vilnius in 1809. Kutuzov was appointed commander of the Russian army in Moldavia against the Turks in 1811 and destroyed a Turkish army at Rushchuk (July 4), bringing the Russian annexation of Bessarabia.
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General Mikhail Kutuzov was an able strategist who won the respect of his men. Given command of Russian forces during the French invasion of 1812. Defeated in the great Battle of Borodino on September 7, 1812, he nonetheless helped bring about the defeat of Napoleon in Russia. (George Dawe [1781–1929]/Hermitage, St. Petersburg, Russia)



When Napoleon’s Grand Army invaded Russia in June 1812, Kutuzov urged the czar to pull back his armies, drawing Napoleon deep into Russia until such point as Napoleon’s supply lines were overextended and the Russians could stage an effective counterattack. Reluctantly Alexander followed his advice, appointing Kutuzov to replace General Barclay de Tolly as Russian commander in August. Finally forced to fight to defend Moscow, Kutuzov engaged the French at Borodino (September 7), where he was defeated in one of history’s bloodiest battles. Napoleon’s reluctance to commit his reserves, however, enabled Kutuzov to withdraw the remainder of his army, and although the French then occupied Moscow, it was a hollow victory.

Kutuzov rebuilt the army, which in the subsequent French withdrawal in October decimated the Grand Army. Kutuzov directed the pursuit of French forces into Poland, where he died of exhaustion at Bunzlau, Silesia (later Boleslawiec, Poland), on April 28, 1813.

Cunning and skillful as a strategist, in the closing years of his military career Kutuzov was both indolent and an alcoholic, but he was deeply respected by his men and helped bring about the defeat of Napoleon Bonaparte and the collapse of his empire.

Spencer C. Tucker
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Lafayette, Marie Joseph Paul Yves Roch Gilbert du Motier, Marquis de (1757–1834)

French nobleman, Continental Army general, French Army general, and political leader. Born at Chavaniac, Auvergne, France, on September 6, 1757, Marie Joseph Paul Yves Roch Gilbert du Motier, Marquis de Lafayette (La Fayette), was a member of one of the greatest noble families of France. His father was killed in the Battle of Minden (August 1, 1759) during the Seven Years’ War (1756–1763). On the death of both his mother and grandfather in 1770, young Lafayette inherited an immense fortune. He joined a French infantry regiment in April 1771 but transferred to the dragoons in 1773. Lafayette married wealthy heiress Anastasie Adrienne de Noailles on April 11, 1774, and shortly thereafter was promoted to captain and transferred to Metz, where he learned of the American Declaration of Independence in the summer of 1776. Inspired by the ideas it expressed and seeking military experience, he secured from American representatives in Paris a commission in the Continental Army.

Lafayette crossed into Spain in April 1777 and there outfitted a ship at his own expense, sailing to America despite the protests of his family and the French court. Arriving in Philadelphia in July, Lafayette offered his services without pay and received a commission as a major general. He joined the staff of Continental Army commander General George Washington, and the two men became very close, Washington in effect becoming Lafayette’s adopted father.

Lafayette distinguished himself and was slightly wounded in the Battle of Brandywine Creek (September 11, 1777) and spent the winter at Valley Forge. He also fought well in the Battle of Barren Hill (May 18, 1778) and the Battle of Monmouth (June 28), then served as liaison between American and French forces attempting to take Newport, Rhode Island, in July–August. Congress granted Lafayette leave in October 1778 to return to France, where he received a hero’s welcome and helped arrange for the French expeditionary force under Lieutenant General Jean Baptiste Donatien de Vimeur, Comte de Rochambeau.

Returning to the United States in April 1780, Lafayette served as a liaison between Washington and Rochambeau. In February 1781 Lafayette took command of the Virginia Light Corps and with it disrupted British brigadier general Benedict Arnold’s raids in Virginia and harried the numerically superior British forces there. Lafayette played an important role in the Yorktown Campaign (August–October 19) as commander of one of the American divisions.

Returning to France in December 1781, Lafayette received an appointment as major general in the French Army. After a brief trip to the United States during July–December 1784 in which he was lionized, Lafayette played a leading role in the early period of the French Revolution. A member of the Assembly of Notables in 1787, he also represented Auvergne in the States General in 1789. Appointed commander of the National Guard in July 1789, he helped save the royal family at Versailles from the mob that October. Promoted to lieutenant general in 1791, Lafayette took command of the French Army of the Center in the spring of 1792. Under suspicion from the radical Jacobins who in August overthrew the constitutional monarchy he had helped to create, Lafayette fled France, only to be imprisoned by the Austrians. Released in 1797, he returned to France, living on his wife’s estate at La Grange–Bléneau. Lafayette supported Napoleon Bonaparte’s liberal constitution in 1815, then helped secure his second abdication.

Following the return to France of King Louis XVIII, Lafayette entered the Chamber of Deputies in 1818. He made a farewell tour of the United States in 1824 and played an important role in the July Revolution of 1830 in France against King Charles X, when Lafayette again commanded the National Guard and also rallied support for Louis Philippe, Duc d’Orléans, to be king. Later Lafayette denounced Louis Philippe for failing to fulfill his promises. Lafayette died in Paris on May 20, 1834.

Intelligent and an effective military commander who was genuinely concerned for his men, Lafayette remained a lifelong advocate of the principles of liberty and self-government espoused by the American Revolution that he sought in vain to bring to his own country.
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Lannes, Jean (1769–1809)

Napoleonic marshal. Born in Lectoure, Gascony, on April 10, 1769, Jean Lannes was apprenticed to a dyer before volunteering to serve in the Revolutionary Army at Giers in June 1792. The chaotic circumstances of the French Revolution opened great opportunities for men of talent, making it possible for individuals such as Lannes to rise rapidly from obscurity to prominence.

Lannes fought in the Army of the Pyrenees against Spain before transferring to General Napoleon Bonaparte’s Army of Italy in 1795. Rising rapidly through the ranks, Lannes was promoted to général de brigade in 1796. He distinguished himself in fighting at Dego (April 15), Lodi (May 10), and Bossano (September 8) and was wounded three times in fighting at Arcole (November 15–17).

Lannes accompanied Napoleon on the Egyptian expedition during 1798–1799, first on his staff and then in command of a division. Shot in the head and left for dead in the Siege of Acre on May 8, 1799, Lannes recovered from the wound and subsequent illness, his leadership earning him provisional promotion to général de division. Lannes was again wounded, this time in the thigh, in the Second Battle of Aboukir (July 25).

Lannes supported Napoleon’s seizure of power in the coup of 18 Brumaire (November 9, 1799) and was rewarded with the post of inspector general of the Consular Guard and then confirmed as général de division in May 1800. Lannes performed with great distinction in independent command in the Battle of Montebello (June 9) and at Marengo (June 14).

Dispatched on a diplomatic mission to Portugal in 1802, Lannes proved unsuited for that post and returned to France to assist in preparations for a possible French invasion of England during 1803–1804. Advanced to marshal of the empire in May 1804, he took part in the Ulm campaign in 1805 and fought in Napoleon’s great victory over the Austrians and Russians at Austerlitz (December 2).

Lannes again commanded the French vanguard in the war against Prussia in 1806. His unit was the first to arrive on the field in the Battle of Jena (October 14). He was again wounded in fighting at Pułtusk (December 26). This time it took him five months to recover. Lannes took part in the Siege of Danzig (March 10–May 25, 1807) and then fought in the Battle of Friedland (June 14), where he again commanded the center of the French line and distinguished himself against numerically superior Russian forces.

Created the duke of Montebello in 1808, Lannes then served in Spain, where he was victorious in the Battle of Tudelo (November 30). He then took command of the French Siege of Saragossa, securing that city’s surrender (February 20, 1809). Two months later he was fighting with Napoleon in the Danube campaign against Austria. Seizing a scaling ladder, Lannes personally led hesitating troops in assaulting the walls of Ratisbon, ending in the capture of the city (April 23). He was seriously wounded in the Battle of Aspern-Essling (May 22) when a spent cannonball smashed both his legs, and his right leg had to be amputated. Pneumonia set in, and Lannes succumbed nine days later on May 31, 1809, the first of Napoleon’s marshals to die of wounds in battle.

An aggressive, capable officer known for his complete loyalty to Napoleon, Lannes was particularly effective on detached service and often commanded the advance guard. Certainly one of the most capable of Napoleon’s marshals and a brilliant independent commander, Lannes was known both as the “Roland of the Army” and the “Bravest of the Brave.”
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Lattre de Tassigny, Jean Joseph Marie Gabriel de (1889–1952)

French Army general and high commissioner and commander of French forces in Indochina. Scion of an aristocratic family and born at Mouilleron-en-Pareds in the Vendée, France, on February 2, 1889, Jean Joseph Marie Gabriel de Lattre de Tassigny graduated from the French military academy of Saint-Cyr in 1910 and saw heavy combat in World War I, receiving the first of his six combat wounds and earning eight citations for bravery. In the 1920s he fought in the Rif War in Morocco and was seriously wounded. At the beginning of World War II, he commanded an infantry regiment.

Promoted to general, de Lattre commanded the 14th Infantry Division, leading it with distinction in the 1940 Battle for France. He then served in the military of Vichy France. In November 1942, however, he broke ranks with the Vichy government and ordered his troops to oppose the German occupation of southern France, allowing the escape of many anti-German Frenchmen by sea. Tried and convicted by Vichy authorities of “attempting a putsch,” he was sentenced to 10 years in prison.

Escaping from the Riom prison in September 1943, de Lattre made his way to Britain, where he joined the Free French forces of General Charles de Gaulle. De Lattre commanded Free French forces in the June 1944 invasion of Elba and then the French First Army in the invasion of southern France. At the end of the war, his troops had reached the Austrian border. De Lattre then served on the Allied Control Commission for Germany, was inspector general of the French Army, and from 1948 to 1950 commanded West European land forces.

In December 1950 to signify its determination to win the Indochina War, the Paris government appointed de Lattre to the two posts of high commissioner and commander of French forces in Indochina. French political leaders hoped that he would inject new energy into the flagging war effort. At first, de Lattre enjoyed success. French forces repulsed repeated Viet Minh attacks on the Red River Delta in the first half of 1951. De Lattre also attempted to bolster the French effort by employing more Vietnamese soldiers, a process known as jaunissement (“yellowing”). Trumpeting his accomplishments, de Lattre flew to Washington that September and met with U.S. president Harry S. Truman and Pentagon officials. De Lattre called for more U.S. assistance for the French war effort and stressed the interdependence of the fronts against communism in Vietnam and Korea. None of this, however, turned the tide of the war, and the French became bogged down with the Viet Minh in the Battle of Hoa Binh (December 1951–February 1952), an inconclusive battle of attrition for both sides.

De Lattre left Indochina in December 1951, consumed by cancer. He died in Paris on January 11, 1952. His only son, Bernard, had been killed in Indochina eight months earlier.

Determined, charismatic, capable, and vain, de Lattre at the time of his appointment to Indochina was undoubtedly France’s greatest living soldier.

Mark Atwood Lawrence and Spencer C. Tucker
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Lawrence, Thomas Edward (1888–1935)

British Army officer. Born at Tremadoc, Caernarvonshire, in Wales on August 15, 1888, Thomas Edward Lawrence was the second of five illegitimate sons of Sir Thomas Chapman. Lawrence was about 10 years old when he learned of this, and some believe that it had a permanent imprint on his personality. Educated at Jesus College, Oxford, he traveled to the Middle East in the five years prior to World WarI to prepare material for his university thesis on the architecture of crusader castles. An expedition he accompanied to the Sinai in 1914, ostensibly to explore the area, was in reality designed to gain information for the War Office on military dispositions on the Ottoman frontier east of Suez.

On the outbreak of the war, Lawrence failed to meet the height requirement of 5'5'' for the army and was posted to the geographical section of the War Office. Sent to Cairo, he was attached to the military intelligence staff with specialty in Arab affairs. In October 1916 Lawrence accompanied a mission to the Hejaz, where Hussein ibn Ali, sharif of Mecca, had proclaimed a revolt against the Turks. Now a captain, Lawrence was ordered in November to join as political and liaison officer Hussein’s son, Faisal, commanding an Arab force southwest of Medina. Lawrence was instrumental in acquiring considerable material assistance from the British army in Cairo for the Arab cause. Recognizing that the key to Ottoman control lay in the Damascus–Medina railway, along which they could send reinforcements to crush the Arab revolt, Lawrence accompanied Faisal and his army in a series of attacks on the railway, earning the name “Amir Dynamite” from the admiring Bedouins.

Lawrence led a force of Huwaitat tribesmen in the capture of the port of Aqaba, at the northernmost tip of the Red Sea (July 6, 1917). It became the base for Faisal’s army. From there, Lawrence attempted to coordinate Arab movements with the campaign of Lieutenant General Sir Edmund Allenby, who was advancing from Jerusalem in southern Palestine.

Captured at Daraa by the Turks while he was conducting a reconnaissance of the area in Arab dress in November 1917, Lawrence underwent a short period of humiliating torture, but he escaped and was present at the Battle of Tafila (January 24–25, 1918). For all his flamboyant poses and his adoption of Arab dress, Lawrence was never a leader of Arab forces; command always remained firmly with Emir Faisal. Lawrence was, however, an inspirational force behind the Arab revolt, a superb tactician, and a highly influential theoretician of guerrilla warfare. During the last two years of the war, his advice and influence effectively bound the Arab nations to the Allied cause, thereby tying down some 25,000 Ottoman troops who would otherwise have opposed the British army. For his war service, Lawrence was awarded the Distinguished Service Order and was promoted to lieutenant colonel. Present at the capture of Damascus (October 1, 1918), he returned to England in November and was demobilized.

Lawrence witnessed the defeat of his aspirations for the Arabs when their seemingly incurable factionalism rendered them incapable of becoming a nation. Upon returning to England, Lawrence lobbied vainly against the detachment of Syria and Lebanon from the rest of the Arab countries as a French mandate. He also worked on his war memoir. Lawrence was wooed back to the Middle East as an adviser on Arab affairs to Colonial Minister Winston Churchill in 1921 but, following the Cairo political settlements regarding the Middle East, rejected offers of further positions and left the government in protest.

Lawrence enlisted (under the name John Hume Ross) in the Royal Air Force in August 1922 but was discharged six months later when his identity was disclosed by a London newspaper. He then enlisted as T. E. Shaw in the Royal Tank Corps and transferred to the Royal Air Force in 1925, remaining with that service until he was discharged in February 1935. Lawrence died at Bovington Camp Hospital on May 19, 1935, following a motorcycle accident.

Lawrence was almost a mythic figure in his own lifetime. His reputation was to an extent self-generated through his own literary accounts, including his war memoir The Seven Pillars of Wisdom (1922) and lecture tours.

James H. Willbanks
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Lee, Robert Edward (1807–1870)

U.S. Army and Confederate Army officer. Robert Edward Lee was born on January 19, 1807, in Stratford, Virginia, the third son of American Revolutionary War hero Henry Lee. The younger Lee graduated from the U.S. Military Academy, West Point, in 1829 and was commissioned in the Corps of Engineers. He rose to captain in 1838 and distinguished himself in a variety of engineering assignments along the Mississippi River. Lee saw action during the Mexican-American War (1846–1848), fighting with distinction at Veracruz (March 9–27, 1847) and Cerro Gordo (April 18). After additional fighting at Churubusco (August 19–20) and Chapultepec (September 13–14), where he was wounded, Lee gained a brevet promotion to colonel.

In 1852 Lee became superintendent at West Point, revitalizing its curriculum. In 1855 he left the academy to become lieutenant colonel of the 2nd U.S. Cavalry.In 1859 Lee was called on to suppress abolitionist John Brown’s uprising at Harpers Ferry, which he accomplished with a company of marines. Lee then advanced to colonel of the 1st U.S. Cavalry and was commanding the Department of Texas by 1860.

Lee supported slavery but not secession, and he chose to support his native state of Virginia. When President Abraham Lincoln offered him command of all federal armies at the behest of general in chief Lieutenant General Winfield Scott, Lee declined and tendered his resignation in April 1861. By May he was a major general in the Confederate Army, and in August he became a full general. Lee, however, failed in his initial assignment to subdue the western counties of Virginia due mostly to uncooperative subordinates, becoming known in some circles as “Granny Lee.”

President Jefferson Davis, however, assigned Lee to improve the defenses of the southern Atlantic coast. Lee was soon back in Richmond as Davis’s military adviser, without command responsibilities. In this capacity, Lee suggested to Davis that Union pressure on Richmond might be relieved by reinforcing Major General Thomas J. Jackson in the Shenandoah Valley, which resulted in a brilliant success in the spring of 1862.

Lee’s fortunes, and those of the Confederacy, changed dramatically when he assumed command of the Army of Northern Virginia after General Joseph E. Johnston was severely wounded in the Battle of Seven Pines (May 31–June 1, 1862). Lee immediately launched what became his tactical trademark, a relentless series of hard-hitting and punishing attacks. This offensive, known as the Seven Days’ Campaign (June 25–July 1), pushed Union forces away from Richmond. Union forces were never seriously defeated and Confederate losses were heavy, but Lee had correctly gauged Union commander Major General George B. McClellan as overly cautious. Following the Peninsula Campaign (March–August 1862), Lee caught another Union army under Major General John Pope in the Second Battle of Bull Run/Manassas (August 29–30) and severely defeated it.

Having gained the strategic initiative, Lee then carried the war north into Maryland and fought McClellan again in the Battle of Antietam (September 17, 1862). Heavily outnumbered, Lee waged the battle with great skill, but it ended in a strategic defeat for the South. Nevertheless, when McClellan failed to pursue, Lincoln replaced him with Major General Ambrose Burnside.
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Confederate general Robert E. Lee, pictured here shortly after his surrender of the Army of Northern Virginia at Appomattox Courthouse, Virginia, on April 9, 1865. Lee was one of the most brilliant military leaders in American history and the principal Southern icon of the American Civil War. (National Archives)



Burnside then attacked Lee in another poorly orchestrated Union effort against the Confederates occupying strong defensive positions at Fredericksburg (December 17, 1862). The battle was Lee’s most lopsided victory. The year ended with the Army of Northern Virginia enjoying high morale and an aura of invincibility.

In the spring of 1863, a new commander of the Army of the Potomac, Major General Joseph Hooker, again attacked Lee, at Chancellorsville (May 1–4). Hooker planned a double envelopment of Lee but then halted at the point of success. Lee did not hesitate and, in his most daring gamble, carried out a double envelopment of a double envelopment with a force half the size of his opponent. Chancellorsville was Lee’s most brilliant victory but was a costly one for the South, with Confederate losses higher than those of the Union in percentage of forces engaged. Jackson was also mortally wounded, and for the remainder of the war Lee was forced to depend on less reliable subordinates.


LEE




The First Battle of Fredericksburg (December 13, 1862) in Virginia was General Robert E. Lee’s most one-sided victory. Throughout that afternoon Major General Ambrose E. Burnside, commander of the Army of the Potomac, sent seven divisions in 14 separate charges across open ground against Confederate infantry that grew to four ranks deep behind a stone wall on Mayre’s Heights. Confederate artilleryman Colonel E. Porter Alexander had reported that “A chicken could not live on that field when we open on it.” The result was slaughter. No Union soldier ever reached the wall, and few got within 50 yards. Burnside’s overwhelming force of 113,000 Union troops was shattered by 75,000 Confederates. Union losses were nearly 11,000, while Confederate casualties were only 4,600.

Lee remarked afterward, “It is good that war is so horrible, or else we should grow too fond of it.”



In June 1863 Lee again led his army north, into Pennsylvania. Major General George Gordon Meade now commanded the Army of the Potomac, with the contending armies colliding at Gettysburg (July 1–3, 1863). Lee made a major mistake on the final day of the battle, committing 10 brigades in an assault across open ground against the center of the Union line. Suffering heavy losses, Lee retreated back to Virginia beginning on the night of July 4.

In the spring of 1864 Lee was confronted by a new adversary, Lieutenant General Ulysses S. Grant, the Union general in chief, who accompanied the Army of the Potomac in the field. When Grant advanced on Richmond in his Overland Campaign, Lee fought a series of battles with him, including the Wilderness (May 5–7), Spotsylvania (May 7–19), and Cold Harbor (June 3–12). Although Grant sustained high casualties, he continued to pursue and hit Lee hard. Grant tried to get in behind Lee at Petersburg, but this effort failed and ended in a long siege (June 19, 1864–April 2, 1865).

For nearly a year, Lee maintained his dwindling army in the trenches before Richmond and Petersburg. In February 1865 he was appointed general in chief of all Confederate forces, but by then the Southern cause was lost. The impasse ended when Major General Philip H. Sheridan broke through Confederate lines at Five Forks (March 31, 1865). His position untenable, Lee abandoned Richmond and headed west, hoping to link up with General Joseph Johnston in North Carolina. Grant, however, pursued vigorously, and the Army of Northern Virginia was cut off by Union cavalry at Appomattox Court House, where Lee surrendered (April 9, 1865).

Following the war, Lee rejected more prestigious offers in order to serve as president of Washington College (now Washington and Lee University) in Lexington, Virginia. He transformed the curriculum and created the nation’s first departments of journalism and commerce. Lee also urged southerners to put the war behind them and become loyal citizens of the United States. Lionized by both the North and the South, Lee came to be regarded as the “Marble Man,” without blemish. Others came to be blamed for his failures, such as Lieutenant General James Longstreet for Gettysburg. Lee died in Lexington on October 12, 1870.

Unquestionably one of the great generals in American history and beloved by his men, Lee was resolute, determined, and offensively minded. He was particularly gifted in being able to quickly analyze a situation and anticipate the opposing commander’s movements.

Spencer C. Tucker
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Leigh-Mallory, Sir Trafford (1892–1944)

British air chief marshal. Born in Mobberley, Cheshire, England, on July 11, 1892, Trafford Leigh-Mallory was educated at Haileybury and at Magdalene College, Cambridge University, from which he graduated with honors. He had applied to become a barrister, but when Britain entered World War I in August 1914, he immediately volunteered for the British Army and joined a battalion of the King’s Regiment (Liverpool) as a private. Commissioned a second lieutenant in October, Leigh-Mallory underwent officer training and served with the South Lancashire Regiment on the Western Front, where he was wounded in the Second Battle of Ypres (April 22–May 25, 1915).

On recovery from his wounds, Leigh-Mallory transferred to the Royal Flying Corps in January 1916. Following pilot training, in July 1916 he was assigned to No. 7 Squadron and flew reconnaissance and bombing missions during the Battle of the Somme (July 1–November 19, 1916), rising to captain and flight commander that November. Promoted to temporary major, he took command of No. 8 Squadron in France in November 1918.

After the war, Leigh-Mallory continued with the Royal Air Force (RAF) in command of the Armistice Squadron. Promoted to permanent major in August 1919, in 1921 he assumed command of the 2nd Squadron, School of Army Co-operation. Leigh-Mallory attended both the RAF Staff College (1925) and the Imperial Defence College (1934). As a leading authority on ground-air cooperation, he commanded the School of Army Co-operation during 1927–1930 and was then an instructor at the British Army Staff College, Camberley. Leigh-Mallory was air adviser in the British delegation to the Conference for the Reduction and Limitation of Armaments held in Geneva in 1932. After attending the Imperial Defence College, in 1935 he served with the RAF in Iraq. Leigh-Mallory was promoted to air commodore on January 1, 1936, and to air vice marshal on November 1, 1938.

In December 1937, Leigh-Mallory assumed command of No. 12 Fighter Group and was in that post at the beginning of World War II. During the Battle of Britain (July 10–October 31, 1940), his primary responsibility was the defense of the Midlands industrial area and reinforcing No. 11 Fighter Group over southeastern England. Leigh-Mallory disagreed with his counterpart at No. 11 Fighter Group, Air Vice Marshal Keith Park, and the head of Fighter Command, Air Chief Marshal Hugh Dowding, over which fighter tactics best opposed the Luftwaffe. Leigh-Mallory favored the so-called big-wing tactic involving multiple squadrons striking the attacking Luftwaffe with all available air assets at once, which, because of the assembly required, meant that the defenders were sometimes slow to respond. Park and Dowding supported repeated single-squadron attacks with quicker response times.

In actions that amounted to insubordination, Leigh-Mallory worked aggressively in political circles to remove Park from command of No. 11 Fighter Group. False claims of success for Leigh-Mallory’s Duxford Big Wing air tactic against German bombers during the Battle of Britain (July 10–October 31, 1940) played a role, and his lack of support for Park’s group was a major factor in the heavy damage inflicted by the German Luftwaffe on No. 11 Fighter Group’s airfields. Air Marshal Sir Charles Portal, the new chief of the Air Staff, backed Leigh-Mallory, however, removing Dowding in November 1940 and transferring Park the next month. On December 18, 1940, new Fighter Command chief Air Marshal William Sholto Douglas appointed Leigh-Mallory, who was seen as an aggressive, offensive-minded commander, to command No. 11 Fighter Group.

Under Leigh-Mallory, No. 11 Fighter Group instituted his big-wing tactics but with only marginally greater success than previously experienced. Leigh-Mallory began offensive air operations against Luftwaffe airfields in France and commanded the air support for the ill-fated Dieppe Raid (August 19, 1942). On November 28, 1942, he assumed leadership of the RAF Fighter Command. Leigh-Mallory emphasized operations known as rodeos: hunter-killer flights of hundreds of fighter aircraft, often combined with bombers, that flew at low level over France in search of Luftwaffe targets of opportunity. Such operations were considered ineffective by many and, although much was learned about techniques, incurred grievous losses.

On November 15, 1943, the Combined Chiefs of Staff named Leigh-Mallory commander of the Allied Expeditionary Air Forces for Operation OVERLORD, the planned invasion of France across the English Channel. Many thought that this assignment should have gone to Air Chief Marshal Sir Arthur W. Tedder, deputy supreme Allied commander for the invasion. Promoted to air chief marshal on December 15, 1943, Leigh-Mallory directed Allied fighter attacks in his “Transportation Plan” against railroad marshaling yards in an effort to disrupt German reinforcement efforts against the Normandy beachhead. On D-day (June 6, 1944), Leigh-Mallory commanded 9,000 aircraft, and his pilots swept the skies over the beaches to clear them of German fighters.

Leigh-Mallory’s job of coordinating Allied tactical air forces was largely completed by October 1944, when he was named to head all Allied air forces in the Far East. En route to his new post in Ceylon (present-day Sri Lanka), however, he, his wife, and 10 others were killed when the airplane in which they were passengers crashed near Grenoble, France, on November 14, 1944. Leigh-Mallory was the most senior RAF officer killed in the war.

Capable, aggressive, and supremely confident in the correctness of his tactical decisions, Leigh-Mallory remains a controversial figure.

Thomas D. Veve and Spencer C. Tucker
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LeMay, Curtis Emerson (1906–1990)

U.S. Air Force general. Born in Columbus, Ohio, on November 15, 1906, Curtis Emerson LeMay attended Ohio State University by day and worked in an iron foundry at night. Enrolling in the Reserve Officers’ Training Corps (ROTC), in June 1928 he secured a commission as a second lieutenant in the field artillery before switching to the U.S. Army Air Corps. He won his wings in October 1929. In 1937 LeMay transferred to the 49th Bombardment Group at Langley Field, Virginia, becoming one of the first pilot-navigators of the new Boeing B-17 Flying Fortress and leading a flight of these aircraft on a goodwill tour of Latin America.

Promoted to colonel in March 1942, LeMay took command of the 305th Bomb Group, leading it to Britain later that year as part of the Eighth Air Force. He soon established himself as a daring commander and tactical innovator who improved bombing techniques. As commander of the 3rd Bombardment Division from June 1943, LeMay led the first shuttle raid on Regensburg, Germany, landing in North Africa and winning promotion to brigadier general in September. In March 1944 LeMay became the youngest U.S. major general since Ulysses S. Grant.

In August 1944 LeMay was transferred to the Pacific theater, where he headed the 20th Bomber Command of new Boeing B-29 Superfortress bombers based in China. With these planes, LeMay conducted the first raids on the Japanese mainland. In January 1945 he took charge of the 21st Bomber Command on Guam and developed the highly innovative low-level nighttime firebombing techniques that were used to destroy major Japanese industrial cities, while at the same time reducing B-29 losses. Among these was the great firebombing of Tokyo (March 9–10), the single most destructive air raid in world history. In July 1945 LeMay took command of the Twentieth Air Force in the Marianas, which included the B-29s that dropped atomic bombs on Hiroshima (August 6) and Nagasaki (August 9).

During 1945–1947 LeMay served as deputy chief of staff for research and development, helping to deploy the first jet bombers in the new U.S. Air Force. In October 1947 he assumed command of the U.S. Air Forces in Europe, thus overseeing the initial aerial resupply operations of the city of Berlin during the Soviet blockade of 1948–1949. In October 1948 LeMay was recalled to the United States to head the Strategic Air Command (SAC). In nine years as SAC commander, he greatly expanded its manpower and aircraft, adding B-47 and B-52 jet bombers and KC-135 jet tankers. He also integrated intercontinental missiles into the force.

In 1951 LeMay was promoted to full general, the youngest since Grant. Named U.S. Air Force vice chief of staff in 1957 and chief of staff in 1961, LeMay had numerous disagreements with President John F. Kennedy, Secretary of Defense Robert S. McNamara, and General Maxwell D. Taylor’s flexible response strategy. LeMay took a hard-line approach in the 1962 Cuban Missile Crisis, when he advocated bombing Soviet missile installations in Cuba, a course of action that might have triggered a third world war. LeMay also disagreed with President Lyndon B. Johnson’s policy of gradual escalation during the Vietnam War and retired to enter private business in February 1965. LeMay’s book America in Danger (1968) was sharply critical of Johnson’s Vietnam policies.

In 1968 LeMay ran unsuccessfully for vice president of the United States on a ticket headed by George C. Wallace. LeMay advocated massive bombing of North Vietnam, not ruling out the use of nuclear weapons, “to bomb them back into the Stone Age.” LeMay died at March Air Force Base, Riverside, California, on October 1, 1990.

An extremely able combat commander who was both hard-driving and tough-minded, LeMay had great analytic and problem-solving abilities.

Spencer C. Tucker
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Lemnitzer, Lyman Louis (1899–1988)

U.S. Army general and chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff (JCS) during 1960–1962. Born in Honesdale, Pennsylvania, on August 29, 1899, Lyman Louis Lemnitzer graduated from the U.S. Military Academy, West Point, in 1921 and was commissioned in the coast artillery. He served in the Philippines before returning to West Point as an instructor (1926–1930). Lemnitzer then returned to the Philippines, was again an instructor at West Point, and in 1936 graduated from the Command and General Staff College. He next was an instructor at the Coast Artillery School, and in 1940 he graduated from the Army War College. In early 1941 he joined the War Plans Division of the War Department.

Promoted to brigadier general in June 1942, Lemnitzer commanded an antiaircraft brigade before joining General Dwight Eisenhower’s staff in Britain. Lemnitzer participated in planning the November 1942 Allied invasion of North Africa and in that connection accompanied Lieutenant General Mark Clark to a secret meeting in Algeria to confer with Vichy officials before the actual landings. Lemnitzer then commanded the same antiaircraft brigade during the Allied invasion of Sicily. He next was deputy chief of staff of the 15th Army Group and was promoted to major general in November 1944. Lemnitzer participated in secret talks in Switzerland that led to the surrender of German forces in Italy and southern Austria in May 1945.

Following the end of World War II, Lemnitzer held a variety of staff assignments before undergoing parachute training and taking command of the 11th Airborne Division at Fort Campbell, Kentucky, in 1950. In November 1951 he took command of the 7th Infantry Division in Korea. Promoted to lieutenant general in August 1952, he became deputy chief of staff for plans and research. In March 1955 he was promoted to general and given command of the Eighth Army and U.S. forces in the Far East.

In July 1957 Lemnitzer became U.S. Army vice chief of staff, and in July 1959 he succeeded General Maxwell Taylor as chief of staff. In that capacity Lemnitzer supported the development of a mobile, hard-hitting, and flexible U.S. Army with more manpower and airlift resources. In September 1960 Lemnitzer became chairman of the JCS and pushed for strengthening U.S. forces in Europe in response to the erection of the Berlin Wall. In May 1961 Lemnitzer and the JCS pressed President John F. Kennedy to increase U.S. military strength in the Republic of Vietnam (South Vietnam) in the belief that if the communists were successful there, this would encourage similar insurgencies elsewhere and lead to “the Free World losing Asia all the way to Singapore.” Lemnitzer and the JCS believed that the major military threat to South Vietnam was not guerrillas but rather an invasion by conventional forces across the demilitarized zone. After a trip to Vietnam in the spring of 1961, Lemnitzer expressed the opinion that too much emphasis on counterinsurgency measures would impair the ability of the Army of the Republic of Vietnam (South Vietnamese Army) to defeat a conventional-style attack from the Democratic Republic of Vietnam (North Vietnam). Lemnitzer’s views clashed with Kennedy’s own support for counterinsurgency as opposed to conventional war.

In November 1962 Kennedy appointed Lemnitzer commander of U.S. Forces in Europe. He became supreme allied commander, Europe, in January 1963. Lemnitzer retired from the army in July 1969. In 1975 President Gerald R. Ford appointed him to a panel investigating domestic activities of the Central Intelligence Agency. Lemnitzer died in Washington, D.C., on November 12, 1988.

Lemnitzer was undoubtedly one of the important U.S. military figures of the Cold War but erred in his assessment of the situation in Vietnam.

Spencer C. Tucker
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Leo III the Isaurian (ca. 680–741)

Byzantine emperor. Leo III, whose original name was Konon, is popularly known as Leo the Isaurian. He was born possibly in 680 in Germanikeia, a city in the ancient country of Commagene in the Roman province of Syria (present-day Maraş in southeastern Turkey). It is not clear when, but he entered the service of Byzantine emperor Justinian II (r. 685–695) and was sent by him on a diplomatic mission and then was appointed general (strategus) by Emperor Anastasius II (r. 713–715). When Anastasius was deposed, Leo joined with another general, Artabasdus, to overthrow the usurper and the new emperor Theodosius III (r. 715–717), who had done little to prepare the empire for an impending Muslim assault on Constantinople. Leo entered Constantinople on March 25, 717; forced the abdication of Theodosius; and assumed the throne, taking the name of Leo III.

As emperor, Leo immediately set to work preparing Constantinople for attack, strengthening its defenses and laying in stocks of food to meet a large Muslim force sent by Caliph Suleiman ibn Abd al-Malik and commanded by his general Muslama. The Muslims hoped to take advantage of the chaos in the Byzantine Empire to capture the great city of Constantinople. Their siege of the Byzantine capital began in August 717 and lasted a full year, with the Muslims withdrawing in August 718. The final Byzantine victory was largely due to Leo’s efforts: his preparations for the siege, his generalship during it, and his diplomatic skills that secured the support of the Bulgars.

Having preserved his empire from Muslim overlordship, Leo turned his attention to administrative reform. In 718 he suppressed a rebellion in Sicily, and the next year he crushed an attempt to restore deposed emperor Anastasius II. Leo also reorganized the army and helped restore depopulated areas of the empire by inviting Slavic settlers to live there. He also formed alliances with the Khazars and the Georgians. His reforms were so successful that when the Muslims again invaded the empire in both 726 and 739, they were decisively defeated.

Leo also introduced important legal reforms in the empire that changed taxes and raised the status of serfs to free tenants. He rewrote the law codes, and in 726 he published a collection of his legal reforms, the Eclogia.

Leo’s most striking reforms were probably in the area of religion, where he insisted on the baptism of all Jews and Montanists in the empire in 722 and then embarked on iconoclasm, issuing a series of edicts that prohibited the worship of images. Although many people supported his iconoclasm, a number of others, especially in the western part of the empire, did not. In 727 the imperial fleet crushed a revolt in Greece that had been prompted chiefly by religious reasons. Leo replaced the patriarch of Constantinople, who disagreed with him in the matter of icons. Leo also clashed with Pope Gregory II and Pope Gregory III in Italy on this issue. In 727 Leo sent a large fleet to Italy to crush a revolt in Ravenna, but a great storm largely destroyed the fleet, and southern Italy successfully defied him, with the exarchate of Ravenna in effect becoming free of Byzantine control. Leo continued as emperor until his death on June 18, 741. He was succeeded by his son, Constantine V.

A resourceful, energetic, and bold general, Leo saved the Byzantine Empire and, not incidentally, Western civilization from Muslim control. He also won time for the Byzantine Empire to recover from its early political chaos and survive.

Spencer C. Tucker
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Leonidas I, King of Sparta (?–480 BCE)

King of Sparta. The son of Spartan king Anaxandridas II, Leonidas succeeded as king in 489 or 488 BCE on the death of his half brother Cleomense I, whose daughter, Gorgo, Leonidas married. Leonidas I commanded the small handpicked Spartan force of some 300 hoplites (all of whom had sons who could maintain the family line) sent as part of an allied Greek force to confront the Persian host under King Xerxes that had invaded Greece in 480. Supposedly the oracle at Delphi had foretold that Sparta would be saved only through the death of one of its kings.

Leonidas took command of the larger Greek force of some 4,000 men that marched north to the Pass of Thermopylae. The Greeks held the pass for two days (August 18–19?) until a Greek traitor led the Persians over a path to get in behind the defenders. Leonidas then sent the other Greeks away. He, his Spartans, and some 1,000 allied Greeks who elected to remain were all killed on August 20(?) in one of the most famous battles in military history. Reportedly, Xerxes was so outraged by the great number of casualties inflicted by the Greeks on the attacking Persians (including several of his own relatives) that he ordered Leonidas’s body desecrated before relenting and returning his remains to the Spartans.

Leonidas’s heroism and devotion to duty make him a near legendary figure in military history.

Spencer C. Tucker
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Lettow-Vorbeck, Paul Emil von (1870–1964)

German Army general. Born on March 20, 1870, at Saarlouis, Paul Emil von Lettow-Vorbeck was the son of a Prussian Army general and joined the Cadet Corps at Potsdam in 1881. Lettow-Vorbeck joined the 2nd Foot Guards Regiment at Koblenz in 1888 and became a lieutenant of artillery upon graduation from the Kriegsakademie in 1899. After brief service on the General Staff in Berlin, he was promoted to first lieutenant in 1895. Lettow-Vorbeck commanded a company in the German expeditionary force sent to China during the Boxer Uprising (Rebellion) of 1900–1901 and was promoted to captain in 1901. He was in Africa during the Hottentot-Herero Rebellion (1904–1908) in present-day Namibia, where he was wounded during an ambush in 1906. Lettow-Vorbeck was promoted to major in 1907 and assigned as an adjutant to XI Corps at Kassel. In 1909 he took command of the 2nd Seebataillon (marines) at Wilhelmshaven. He was promoted to lieutenant colonel in 1913.

Lettow-Vorbeck soon became an expert in irregular warfare. In October 1913 he was appointed commander of the Kaiserlichte Schutztruppe (imperial garrison troops) in German East Africa, and in April 1914 he was named commander of all German East African colonial forces and promoted to colonel. Lettow-Vorbeck anticipated conflict between the colonial powers and understood that in such circumstances his force would be isolated from supplies and reinforcements. He diligently trained his small regular German force and native African askari auxiliaries for mobile offensive operations that required living off the land.
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Employing native troops with great effectiveness, German Army major general Paul von Lettow-Vorbeck waged a brilliant campaign in eastern Africa against far larger Allied forces during World War I, surrendering only with the end of the war. (Library of Congress)



When World War I began in August 1914, Lettow-Vorbeck seized the initiative and attacked British rail lines in Kenya. He then successfully defended the port of Tanga against a British amphibious attack (November 3–5) and inflicted heavy losses on the attackers. Lettow-Vorbeck’s objective became to tie down as many Allied troops as possible. Although his total command never exceeded more than 3,000 German and 11,000 askari troops, he was able to divert more than 300,000 Allied troops from use on other fronts. When the German cruiser Königsberg was destroyed, he absorbed its crew into his forces and salvaged its guns for land use. Lettow-Vorbeck’s greatest asset was his askaris. He treated them with respect, which they repaid with devotion in combat.

By 1916 Lettow-Vorbeck faced General Jan Christian Smuts, who mounted an offensive against East Africa. As Allied numbers increased, Lettow-Vorbeck resorted to ambushes such as at Mahiwa (October 17–18, 1917), where he inflicted 1,500 casualties on an enemy force four times his own number and suffered about 100 casualties. He then left East Africa and shifted his operations to Mozambique and Rhodesia. Learning on November 13, 1918, of the armistice, Lettow-Vorbeck surrendered his undefeated force to the Allies at Abercorn on November 25, 1918.

Lettow-Vorbeck returned to Germany a hero and was promoted to Generalmajor (U.S. equiv. brigadier general). He subsequently became involved in right-wing politics to oppose the left-wing Spartacists and served in the Reichstag during 1929–1930, where he opposed the National Socialists of Adolf Hitler. Lettow-Vorbeck died, impoverished, in Hamburg on March 9, 1964.

Lettow-Vorbeck rightly deserves credit as one of history’s most successful and possibly the most gifted of guerrilla force commanders.

Steven J. Rauch
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Liddell Hart, Basil Henry (1895–1970)

British Army officer, military journalist, strategist, and historian. Born in Paris on October 31, 1895, Basil Henry Liddell Hart studied at Cambridge before serving in the British Army on the Western Front in World War I. He saw action and was wounded twice at Ypres and the Somme. A company commander by the end of the war, he retired on half pay in 1924 and was invalided out of the service as a captain in 1927.

Liddell Hart served as the military correspondent for the Daily Telegraph during 1925–1935, The [London] Times during 1935–1939, and the Daily Mail during 1939–1945. His columns were highly influential in both military and political circles. He served briefly as an adviser to War Minister Leslie Hore-Belisha during 1937–1938 but so angered top generals with his (to them radical) ideas and personal attacks that he was forced to resign. In his many articles and eventually more than 30 books, Liddell Hart continually advocated the benefits of military surprise, mobility, mechanization (he became the leading exponent of using tanks for deep strikes into enemy territory), indirect approach, and the effective use of airpower to cut off enemy troops from their supplies and commanders.

In the postwar years Liddell Hart wrote extensively, including histories of both world wars, a historical analysis of changing thoughts on military strategy (Strategy, first published in 1957, is perhaps his best-known work), and a review of German strategic planning during the war based on interviews with senior surviving generals. Liddell Hart argued strongly for reliance on conventional forces in a nuclear age. He was knighted in 1966 and died in Marlow, England, on January 29, 1970.

Although such German generals as Erwin Rommel and Heinz Guderian would make good use of his ideas, to Liddell Hart’s extreme frustration he was largely ignored in Britain and France. The only people who ever listened to him, he remarked, were the Germans and the Israelis.

Christopher H. Sterling
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Liman von Sanders, Otto (1855–1929)

German Army general and Ottoman field marshal. Born on February 17, 1855, at Stolp, Pomerania (now Stupsk, Poland), Otto Liman entered the army on March 13, 1874, as an officer candidate in the 115th Infantry Regiment at Darmstadt. He attended the Kriegsakademie in Berlin during 1878–1881 and then held a variety of staff positions, including on the Great General Staff in Berlin. Liman was promoted to captain in March 1889 and to major in December 1894. A cavalry officer, he commanded the 6th Husars Regiment at Leobschütz in 1901 and was promoted to lieutenant colonel in June 1901 and to colonel in April 1904.

In June 1906 Liman took command of the 15th Cavalry Brigade. Promoted to Generalmajor (U.S. equiv. brigadier general) on March 20, 1908, in December 1911 he assumed command of the 22nd Infantry Division at Kassel and was promoted to Generalleutnant (U.S. equiv. major general). Ennobled in 1913, Liman then added the name of his deceased Scottish wife, Sanders, to his own.

In June 1913 Kaiser Wilhelm II sent Liman von Sanders to the Ottoman Empire, there to lead German military advisers dispatched at the request of the Young Turks who sought to modernize their military establishment. Initially he was to command a corps of the Ottoman Army at Constantinople. Russian protests over this appointment led to a diplomatic confrontation that ended with his appointment in January 1915 as inspector general of all Ottoman forces with the ranks of Turkish field marshal and German General der Kavallerie (U.S. equiv. lieutenant general). The Ottoman Army was in near complete disarray following the First and Second Balkan Wars of 1912–1913 and was lacking in such essentials as clothing and medical facilities. Liman von Sanders worked to train and equip the army along German lines while attempting to further German interests.

When the Ottoman Empire entered the war on the side of the Central Powers in November 1914, Liman von Sanders recommended an attack on Ukraine, but Minister of War Enver Pasha decided instead on a winter expedition into the Caucasus, which ended disastrously for Turkey. Liman held a field command in this campaign.

Liman von Sanders gained world attention in the Gallipoli Campaign (April 25, 1915–January 9, 1916), when he commanded the Ottoman Fifth Army on the Gallipoli Peninsula against an amphibious assault by British Empire and French forces attempting to force the Dardanelles. Although the Allies gained lodgments ashore, they were unable to advance inland, and the ensuing bloody stalemate brought an Allied evacuation in early January 1916. Liman von Sanders was acclaimed a hero in Germany and awarded the Pour le Mérite.

In February 1916 Liman von Sanders was assigned command of armies in eastern Turkey. The Turks were then carrying out a forced deportation and genocide of the Armenians, a policy he strongly opposed. Liman von Sanders saw his forces reduced to near starvation as many of the local farmers were killed or ejected from their lands. He also strongly opposed an October 1917 German-Ottoman convention that was to take effect after the war in which the Turks would have control over all German officers in that country.

On March 1, 1918, Liman von Sanders took command from General der Infanterie (U.S. equiv. lieutenant general) Erich von Falkenhayn of Army Group F (“Yildirim,” or Thunderbolt), consisting of the Ottoman Fourth, Seventh, and Eighth Armies, with the impossible task of shoring up defenses in Palestine and Syria. He worked to organize his poorly equipped forces, continually drained by Enver siphoning off men for the Caucasian front. Deceived into believing that British forces under Lieutenant General Edmund Allenby would attack east of the Jordan River, Liman von Sanders was caught by surprise when the Allies struck to the north at the village of Megiddo (September 18, 1918), and he only narrowly escaped capture. He then attempted to rally his remaining troops and make a stand at Aleppo. Following the October Armistice of Mudros, Liman von Sanders returned to Constantinople to supervise the repatriation of German troops.

When Liman von Sanders attempted to return to Germany in February 1919, British forces arrested him and held him at Malta for six months as a suspected war criminal. He retired from the army in October 1919 and died in Munich on August 22, 1929.

A capable and resourceful commander, Liman von Sanders was constantly hamstrung by the mistaken decisions of his superiors, but he nonetheless emerged from the war with a far better reputation than most German Western Front commanders.

Harold Lee Wise and Spencer C. Tucker
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Lin Biao (1907–1971)

People’s Republic of China (PRC) marshal, minister of defense, and vice premier. Born in Huanggang, Hubei Province, on December 5, 1907, Lin Biao (Lin Pao) graduated from the Huangpu (Whampoa) Military Academy in 1926. He also joined the Chinese Communist Party (CCP). Lin served in IV Corps during the first half of the Northern Expedition (July 1926–April 1927) led by General Jiang Jieshi (Chiang Kai-shek), commandant of the Guomindang (GMD, Kouomintang, Nationalists), and rose to the rank of major. In August 1928 Lin induced his regiment to join the communists, linking up with Zhu De (Chu Teh) and Mao Zedong (Mao Tse-tung) to establish the Jiangxi (Kiangsi) Soviet during 1927–1928. As commander of I Corps, Lin led the breakout from GMD encirclement in October 1934. He then played a leading role in the Long March to Yan’an (Yenan) in Shaanxi during 1934–1935.

Lin’s military abilities earned him the command of the 115th Division of the Eighth Route Army, one of the three components of the Chinese communist forces during the Sino-Japanese War (1937–1945). Wounded in early 1938, Lin retired from active military duty and went to Yan’an, where he was involved in troop training and liaison work. Then assigned to northern China, he helped establish a powerful base that ensured the CCP’s victory in the Chinese Civil War (1946–1949).

After the establishment of the PRC in October 1949, Lin became secretary of the Central-South Bureau and commander of the Central-South Military Region. In 1955 he became vice premier, vice chairman of the National Defense Council, member of the CCP Central Committee, and a marshal of the People’s Liberation Army. In September 1959 Lin assumed the posts of defense minister and the senior vice chairmanship of the National Defense Council. Lin’s power and influence peaked during the ultraleftist Cultural Revolution of 1966–1976. Presenting himself as the spokesman for Chinese leader Mao Zedong, Lin advocated world communist revolution and resistance to American imperialism.
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General Lin Biao, regarded as one of the People’s Republic of China’s most capable military leaders, was the logical choice to command Chinese troops in the Korean War but reportedly opposed sending them abroad when there were so many problems within China itself. (AP Photo)



Lin replaced Liu Shaoqi as Mao’s successor and heir apparent in April 1969 but did not remain long in influence. It is alleged that Lin, emboldened by power, attempted a coup d’état in 1971 and, having failed to assassinate Mao, attempted to flee to the Soviet Union but died in an airplane crash near the Mongolian border on September 13, 1971.

One of the leading military figures and strategists of the People’s Liberation Army, Lin played a key role in the communist victory in China.

Debbie Yuk-fun Law
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Lincoln, Abraham (1809–1865)

U.S. war president. Born in modest circumstances near Hodgenville, Kentucky, on February 12, 1809, Abraham Lincoln moved with his family to Illinois in 1830. Lincoln was largely self-taught, and his sole military experience came as a volunteer in the Black Hawk War in 1832. Elected a captain, he saw no fighting. Lincoln read for the law and passed the Illinois state bar in 1836, then moved to Springfield in 1847 to practice. He served in the Illinois state legislature during 1834–1840 and was elected to one term in the U.S. House of Representatives (1847–1849), where he was a critic of the Mexican-American War (1846–1848).

Becoming a highly successful lawyer, Lincoln reentered politics and joined the new Republican Party in 1856. He was his party’s candidate for the U.S. Senate from Illinois in 1858. Lincoln engaged in a series of debates with his Democratic opponent Stephen A. Douglas. Although Douglas won the election, Lincoln’s strong stand against slavery made him a national figure. Lincoln won the Republican Party nomination for president in May 1860. His humble birth, reputation for honesty, superb wit, and debating skills were all powerful assets. The Democratic Party split on the issue of slavery gave Lincoln the presidency in November 1860 with a plurality of the popular vote but a majority of the electoral vote.

Lincoln’s election led to the secession of the Deep South from the Union and the formation of the Confederate States of America. Southern leaders dreamed of an empire based on Negro slavery to extend into Mexico, and the Republican Party platform, while not championing abolition where slavery already existed, opposed any extension of slavery in the territories.

Lincoln took office on March 4, 1861, determined to preserve the Union. Still, he delayed taking action for a month until finally forced to undertake provisioning of Fort Sumter in Charleston Harbor, South Carolina. When Confederate batteries opened fire to prevent this on April 12, it began the American Civil War (1861–1865).

Lincoln immediately responded with a call for 75,000 volunteers and a naval blockade of the South. Throughout the long war, he played the pivotal role. Lincoln had a good grasp of the necessary overall strategy. From the beginning he established the objective as preserving the Union. Abolition of slavery came a distant second. Lincoln made few military decisions himself and few strategic mistakes. He saw that the main objective must be the destruction of the Confederate armies rather than seizing territory. He also astutely avoided war with Britain over the Trent Affair in November–December 1861.

Lincoln did have a problem finding the right military commander. Five different men would command his principal Union field force, the Army of the Potomac. Lincoln was also to be disappointed in Major Generals George B. McClellan and Henry Halleck as generals in chief. Not until Lieutenant General Ulysses S. Grant took that post in April 1864 did Lincoln have the correct man. With military events finally going the Union’s way, Lincoln formulated liberal peace terms for the South to reenter the Union. He also issued the Emancipation Proclamation that abolished slavery in areas still in rebellion on January 1, 1863, and he pushed for passage of the Thirteenth Amendment to abolish slavery altogether (ratified in December 1865, after his death).


LINCOLN




During the American Civil War, President Abraham Lincoln had difficulty finding the right man to lead the principal Union field army, the Army of the Potomac. On January 26, 1863, following the debacle of the First Battle of Fredericksburg (December 13, 1862) he replaced its commander, Major General Ambrose P. Burnside, with one of that army’s corps commanders, Major General Joseph Hooker, who had been openly critical of Burnside and had sought the position for himself. Lincoln was the great communicator. Nowhere are his language skills more evident than in this masterful letter, which he gave to Hooker on appointing him to the command on January 26, 1863:

General.

I have placed you at the head of the Army of the Potomac. Of course I have done this upon what appear to me to be sufficient reasons. And yet I think it best for you to know that there are some things in regard to which, I am not quite satisfied with you. I believe you to be a brave and a skilful soldier, which, of course, I like. I also believe you do not mix politics with your profession, in which you are right. You have confidence in yourself, which is a valuable, if not an indispensable quality. You are ambitious, which, within reasonable bounds, does good rather than harm. But I think that during Gen. Burnside’s command of the Army, you have taken counsel of your ambition, and thwarted him as much as you could, in which you did a great wrong to the country, and to a most meritorious and honorable brother officer. I have heard, in such way as to believe it, of your recently saying that both the Army and the Government needed a Dictator. Of course it was not for this, but in spite of it, that I have given you the command. Only those generals who gain successes, can set up dictators. What I now ask of you is military success, and I will risk the dictatorship. The government will support you to the utmost of its ability, which is neither more nor less than it has done and will do for all commanders. I much fear that the spirit which you have aided to infuse into the Army, of criticising their Commander, and withholding confidence from him, will now turn upon you. I shall assist you as far as I can, to put it down. Neither you, nor Napoleon, if he were alive again, could get any good out of an army, while such a spirit prevails in it.

And now, beware of rashness. Beware of rashness, but with energy, and sleepless vigilance, go forward, and give us victories.

Yours very truly

A. Lincoln

Source: “Abraham Lincoln’s Letter to Major General Joseph Hooker Dated January 27, 1873” (Chicago, IL: Caxton Club, n.d.).



Lincoln won reelection in a hard-fought campaign against Democrat George B. McClellan in November 1864. General Robert E. Lee surrendered the principal Confederate field army, the Army of Northern Virginia, at Appomattox Court House, Virginia, on April 9, 1865, virtually ending the war. Before Lincoln could carry out his lenient Reconstruction plans, he was shot by the Southern sympathizer and actor John Wilkes Booth at Ford’s Theatre in Washington, D.C., on April 14, and died the next morning.

Lincoln’s accomplishments were significant. He mobilized the North behind the war and used its far superior resources to achieve military victory. Lincoln was certainly one of the great war leaders in history.

Spencer C. Tucker
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Lincoln, Benjamin (1733–1810)

Continental Army officer. Benjamin Lincoln was born in Hingham, Massachusetts, on January 24, 1733. In 1749 he began his military career by enrolling in his father’s militia regiment, the 3rd (later 2nd) Suffolk County Militia. Later Lincoln became both a prosperous farmer and a member of the Massachusetts General Court.

As imperial tensions mounted in the 1770s, Lincoln emerged as a champion of the Patriot cause. After the beginning of the war in April 1775, he took part with his regiment in the Siege of Boston. Later he was appointed muster master of the Massachusetts Militia, organizing and training new recruits. In July he was elected president of the Provincial Congress, and on January 30, 1776, he was appointed brigadier general of the Massachusetts Militia.

Advanced to major general of the Massachusetts Militia in September 1776, on October 16 Lincoln received orders to march with seven Massachusetts regiments to New York, there to reinforce the Continental Army. In the Battle of White Plains on October 28, Lincoln commanded the American right rear flank. He and Continental Army commander General George Washington soon became friends. In early January 1777 Lincoln served on the Hudson River above New York, taking part in an unsuccessful assault on Fort Independence. On February 19, Congress appointed Lincoln a major general in the Continental Army.

In the summer of 1777, Major General Philip Schuyler, confronted with an invasion from Canada by a British army under Lieutenant General John Burgoyne, appealed to Washington for reinforcements. Lincoln was among those sent north. He boosted public confidence and persuaded Brigadier General John Stark to join him in defending against Burgoyne’s invasion. At Bennington, Stark’s militia inflicted a stinging defeat on one of Burgoyne’s Hessian units (August 16, 1777).

On August 19, Major General Horatio Gates replaced Schuyler as commander of the Northern Department and began concentrating his forces near Saratoga. Lincoln and his men joined Gates in late September. Lincoln occupied defensive works behind the lines during the Battle of Bemis Heights (October 7). The following morning, he fell in with a British force and was severely wounded. He was out of action for nine months.

Lincoln returned to duty in July 1778, joining Washington’s army at White Plains, New York. In September Congress gave Lincoln command of the Southern Department, and he traveled to Charleston, South Carolina. Reaching the city in December, he began planning for an expedition against British forces in Florida. Before he could act, however, 3,000 British troops sailing from New York under Lieutenant Colonel Archibald Campbell captured Savannah. Campbell was soon joined by a British detachment that marched overland from East Florida.

Attempting to defend South Carolina and recover Georgia, Lincoln began a series of harassing attacks against the British. Soon, however, Lincoln’s forces in Georgia were driven back to Charleston. On June 20, 1779, Lincoln launched a surprise attack on a detachment of British major general Augustine Prevost’s force at Stono Ferry and at last compelled Prevost to withdraw from the state. After a summer of stalemate between the opposing forces, the British defeated a Franco-American assault on Savannah (October 9). Lincoln returned to Charleston.

In February 1780 the British began a sizable campaign against Charleston, ultimately committing some 13,500 men there. Against his own better judgment, Lincoln answered pleas by city and state leaders and committed his troops to the city, where they were then bottled up and forced to surrender some 5,200 men on May 12 in the worst military defeat to befall the Continental Army during the war. British lieutenant general Sir Henry Clinton permitted Lincoln to return home to Hingham, Massachusetts, where he was to remain until properly exchanged.

In the spring of 1781 Lincoln returned to Washington’s army, which was encamped north of New York City. Lincoln took part in the Yorktown Campaign (August–October 19) as Washington’s second-in-command. During the Siege of Yorktown, Lincoln had charge of the American right wing. When British lieutenant general Charles Cornwallis surrendered his army, Washington chose Lincoln to receive the British officer’s sword as compensation for his own surrender at Charleston.

While at Yorktown, Lincoln was appointed by Congress to become secretary of war in the new national government organized under the Articles of Confederation. In that office for the next two years, he employed to good effect his considerable talents as a military administrator. Lincoln resigned as secretary of war on October 29, 1783.

When Shays’ Rebellion began in western Massachusetts in 1786, Lincoln was recalled from retirement, commanding militia units that handily put down the rebellion in the late spring of 1787. During the remainder of his life, he held a number of public and private offices and became interested in literary and scientific matters. Lindoln died in Hingham, Massachusetts, on May 9, 1810.

Paul David Nelson
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Li Shimin (599–649)

Chinese emperor. Born on January 23, 599, into an aristocratic family of mixed Turkic and Han Chinese ancestry in Xianyang (Hsien-yang), Shaanxi (Shensi) Province, Li Shimin (Li Shih-min) was the second son of Li Yuan (Li Yüan), Duke of Tang (T’ang), who became Emperor Gaozu. In 617 Li Shimin persuaded his father to stage a military coup. That year Li Shimin led an army that took the capital of Chang’an, later renamed Xian (Sian), and installed Emperor Yang’s grandson, You (Yu), on the throne as the puppet emperor of the Sui dynasty. When Yang was assassinated in 618, Li Yuan took power himself as Emperor Gaozu (Kao Tsu), establishing the Tang dynasty in place of the Sui dynasty. Li Shimin meanwhile continued to campaign. He overcame opposition within China and repulsed a major raid by the Eastern Turks in 624 that penetrated almost to Chang’an. Li Shimin unified all China under Tang rule in 628.

Gaozu decreed that his eldest son, Li Jiancheng (Li Chien-ch’eng), should be the crown prince, while Li Shimin became the prince of Qin (Ch’in). A third son, Li Yuanji (Li Yuan-chi), became the prince of Qi (Ch’i). Because Li Shimin was far more capable and had played the key role in securing the empire for his father, he incurred the jealousy of Li Jiancheng, who conspired with his younger brother Prince Qi to get rid of Li Shimin. Faced with this threat and upset over his father’s incompetence, Li Shimin staged a palace coup at the Xuanwu (Hsüan-wu) Gate in 626, in which both of the other princes were killed and Emperor Gaozu was forced to abdicate. Li Shimin then became emperor and took the name of Taizong (T’ai Tsung).

On taking power, Taizong faced a serious threat on the northern Chinese frontier from Central Asia to Manchuria in the form of the Eastern Turks. In the Sino-Turkic War of 629–630, Taizong moved against Jieli (Chieh-li), king of the eastern Turkic khanate south of the great Gobi Desert. Taizong’s 100,000-man army under Generals Li Jing (Li Ching) and Li Shiji (Li Hsüeh-chi) defeated Jieli in 630. This victory brought much of Central Asia under Tang control. Then in two campaigns in 639 and 640, Taizong conquered the Tarim basin from the Western Turks. Securing control of the Great Silk Road, he defeated a Tibetan invasion in 640 and formed an alliance with the Tibetans, becoming known over much of Asia as the Great Khan. Attempting to add additional territory in the east, Taizong launched a series of campaigns against the Korean kingdom of Koguryo. In 645 he himself led Tang forces to conquer Koguryo but was defeated. Again in 647 and 648 Taizong sent out expeditionary forces to invade Koguryo, but these attacks were also repulsed by the Korean kingdom. An expedition to India in 646 enjoyed only modest success.

One of the greatest Chinese emperors, Taizong accomplished more for China domestically than any other previous emperor. Wise in his choice of advisers, he believed that the government should benefit the people. His reign saw considerable increases in agricultural output and in manufacturing and trade. Strong commercial links were established with Japan, Korea, and India. Much was accomplished to improve transportation and irrigation systems. Taizong promoted education, literature, and the arts and was a great builder. He paid special attention to the appointment of state officials, working to end corruption and reform the mandarin examinations to ensure that the men selected for administrative posts were chosen for their ability rather than political influence. Taizong also reformed the penal code, and he built up a professional military, insisting on standards of excellence that the men were expected to meet (thus, bowmen were expected to be able to hit with arrows a man-sized target at a range of 300 yards two times out of four). Following his death on July 10, 649, Taizong was buried in the Zhaolin Temple near the present-day city of Xian. Although his reign was primarily marked by peace and prosperity (a period known as the Rule of Zhenguan), Taizong was a brilliant general and one of the most successful military commanders in all of Chinese history.

Spencer C. Tucker
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Liu Yalou (1910–1965)

Chinese general and first commander of the People’s Liberation Army Air Force. Born in Xiangyang Village, Xiangdian Town, Wuping County, Fujian Province, China, in April 1910, Liu Yalou joined the Communist Party in August 1929. He took part in the Xiaolan Uprising (August 1929) and in the ensuing Guomindang (GMD, Kouomintang, Nationalist) Bandit Suppression Campaigns (December 1930–September 1934), led by Jiang Jieshi (Chiang Kai-shek). Liu also participated in the Long March (1934–1935).

In December 1936, Liu was appointed director of the Training Department of the Red Army University in Yennan headed by Lin Biao. During the Second Sino-Japanese War (1937–1945), Liu was sent to the Soviet Union in January 1939 and was a student at the Frunze Military Academy during 1939–1941. Commissioned a major in the Red Army, he saw combat following the German invasion of the Soviet Union in June 1941, including the Battle of Stalingrad, about which he wrote several essays. Liu returned to China with Soviet troops who invaded Manchuria and defeated the Japanese there in August 1945.

With the end of World War II, in 1946 Liu became chief of staff to Lin Biao, commander of the Northeast China Democratic Union Army, and fought in the continuing Chinese Civil War (1927–1949). In January 1948 Liu became chief of staff to the Northeast Field Army, again under Lin Biao. Liu had charge of the battle front at Tianjin.

In 1949, Chinese communist leader Mao Zedong (Mao Tse-tung) appointed Liu the first commander of the People’s Liberation Army Air Force, which was officially established on November 11, 1949. When Mao decided to intervene in the Korean War (1950–1953), he dispatched Liu to the Soviet Union with an appeal to Soviet leader Joseph Stalin for the training of Chinese pilots. The Soviets not only provided training and support but then turned over their Mikoyan Gurevich MiG-15 fighter aircraft to the Chinese. Liu built the Chinese Air Force into the world’s third largest.

Following the Korean War, Liu continued efforts to modernize the air force. In 1954 he established some 10 air force schools, and in 1958 the Chinese Air Force Academy opened its doors. Liu was promoted to air force general in 1955 and became deputy minister of defense of the People’s Republic of China in 1959. By the end of 1965, the air force boasted 29 schools. Liu also approved the first Chinese women pilots.

In November 1964, Liu was discovered to have liver cancer. He died in Shanghai on May 7, 1965. Liu was succeeded as head of the Chinese Air Force by Wu Faxian.

Spencer C. Tucker and Xiaobing Li
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Lockwood, Charles Andrew, Jr. (1890–1967)

U.S. Navy admiral. Born in Midland, Virginia, on May 6, 1890, Charles Andrew Lockwood Jr. graduated from the U.S. Naval Academy, Annapolis, in 1912. Following brief service in the battleships Mississippi and Arkansas, Lockwood was assigned to duty in submarines in September 1914. In December he had his first submarine command, A-2, followed by B-1. After U.S. entry into World War I in April 1917, Lockwood commanded Submarine Division 1, Asiatic Fleet. Following the war, he evaluated captured German U-boats. With brief exceptions, he spent the interwar years in the submarine service. Lockwood was a member of the U.S. naval mission to Brazil during 1928–1931 and taught at the Naval Academy during 1933–1935. He was then assigned to the Office of the Chief of Naval Operations during 1935–1937, before becoming chief of staff to the commander of the Submarine Force, U.S. Fleet, during 1939–1941. Lockwood was then U.S. naval attaché to Great Britain during February 1941–March 1942.

Promoted to rear admiral, Lockwood was named commander of U.S. submarines in the Southwest Pacific in April 1942. He assumed command during a difficult time. The navy had recently reorganized his command and relocated it to Australia. U.S. submarine commanders were also experiencing serious problems with unreliable torpedoes. Lockwood led the way in ordering tests to determine the cause of torpedo failure, eventually leading to properly functioning weapons.

In February 1943 Lockwood became commander of submarines in the Pacific Fleet, and in October he was promoted to vice admiral. Under Lockwood’s direction, the U.S. Pacific submarines became the most effective submarine force in history. Utilizing radar, signals intelligence, improved torpedoes, and more aggressive tactics, they sank two-thirds (5.3 million tons) of Japanese merchant ships and a third of Japanese warships, at a cost of 52 U.S. submarines lost.

Lockwood also played an important role in developing procedures to rescue aircraft personnel. In 1943 he adopted a plan that posted submarines in various locations to retrieve downed pilots. This program, dubbed the “Lifeguard League,” led to the safe return of more than 500 Americans shot down over the Pacific.

After the war, Lockwood served as navy inspector general in the Office of the Chief of Naval Operations. He stayed in this capacity until his retirement as a vice admiral in September 1947. During the next two decades, he wrote several best-selling books about his experiences. Lockwood died at Monte Serena, California, on June 6, 1967.

As commander of U.S. submarines in the Pacific theater, Lockwood played a key role in the Allied victory over Japan in World War II.

R. Kyle Schlafer
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Longstreet, James (1821–1904)

U.S. Army officer and Confederate general. Born in Edgefield District, South Carolina, on January 8, 1821, the son of a farmer, James Longstreet spent his early years in Augusta, Georgia. On the death of his father, Longstreet moved with his mother to Somerville, Alabama. He secured an appointment to the U.S. Military Academy, West Point, graduating in 1842. As a second lieutenant in the 4th Infantry Regiment, Longstreet served in Louisiana and Missouri. He then served with the 8th Infantry Regiment in Florida.

During the Mexican-American War (1847–1848), Longstreet served under Major General Zachary Taylor in northern Mexico and took part in the Battle of Monterrey (September 20–25, 1846). Longstreet then joined forces under Major General Winfield Scott in the Veracruz to Mexico City Campaign. Longstreet was breveted captain following the Battle of Churubusco (August 20, 1847) and major after the Battle of Milono del Rey (September 8). He was badly wounded in the Battle of Chapultepec (September 12–13).

At the beginning of the American Civil War, Major Longstreet resigned from the U.S. Army on June 1, 1861, accepting a commission as a brigadier general in the newly formed Confederate Army on June 17. He commanded troops in fighting at Centreville, Virginia (July 18), and then fought effectively in the First Battle of Bull Run/Manassas (July 21). Promoted to major general on October 7, Longstreet commanded a division in the Yorktown Campaign and fought a skillful delaying action at Williamsburg (May 5, 1862). During the Battle of Seven Pines/Fair Oaks (May 31), however, his failure to move swiftly threw off Confederate commander General Joseph E. Johnston’s plans, but Longstreet performed well under General Robert E. Lee during the Seven Days’ Campaign (June 25–July 1).

In command of five divisions, more than half of Lee’s infantry, Longstreet was dispatched to join with forces under Major General Thomas J. Jackson, defeating Major General John Pope’s Army of Virginia in the Second Battle of Bull Run/Manassas (August 29–30, 1862). Although he opposed Lee’s invasion of Maryland, Longstreet fought well at South Mountain (September 14) and in the Battle of Antietam/Sharpsburg (September 17). Promoted to lieutenant general in October, in the First Battle of Fredericksburg (December 13) Longstreet’s I Corps held Marye’s Heights, defending it against numerous costly Union assaults.

In early 1863 Lee sent Longstreet on foraging operations (the Suffolk Campaign), and he thus missed the Battle of Chancellorsville (May 1–4). Following the death of Jackson from wounds sustained in that battle, Longstreet became Lee’s chief subordinate, known as Lee’s “Old War Horse.” Longstreet opposed Lee’s decision to fight at Gettysburg (July 1–3) and especially Lee’s failed frontal assault (Pickett’s Charge) on July 3.
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Confederate lieutenant general James Longstreet became General Robert E. Lee’s chief subordinate on the death of Lieutenant General Thomas J. “Stonewall” Jackson in the American Civil War. He opposed Lee’s decision to fight at Gettysburg in July 1863 and, because Longstreet accepted a U.S. government position after the war, many Southerners chose to make him a scapegoat for Lee’s failures in that battle. (Library of Congress)



Sent west with his men to reinforce General Braxton Bragg, Longstreet arrived there in time to fight in the Battle of Chickamauga (September 19–20, 1863), where he was able to take advantage of Major General William Rosecrans’s critical error that shifted a Union division out of the line. Then while Bragg besieged Chattanooga, Longstreet moved against Union major general Ambrose E. Burnside at Knoxville but failed to dislodge him and had to begin a siege, which denied Bragg support at Chattanooga.

In April 1864 Longstreet rejoined Lee in Virginia, and Longstreet and his men fought effectively against the Union forces in Grant’s Overland Campaign of 1864. Wounded in the Battle of the Wilderness (May 5–6), Longstreet relinquished command to recuperate. Returning to duty in November, he fought in the remaining actions of the war near Petersburg and Richmond, serving with Lee’s Army of Northern Virginia to the final surrender at Appomattox Court House (April 9, 1865).

After the war Longstreet alienated Southerners when he became a Republican, renewed his friendship with Grant from their West Point days, and served in a variety of U.S. government posts, including minister to Turkey in 1880. Many proponents of the Lost Cause found it easy to make Longstreet a scapegoat, blaming him, for example, for his delay in attacking on the second day of the Battle of Gettysburg as well as for mistakes made by Lee there. Longstreet wrote extensively to defend his role in that battle, publishing his memoirs in 1896. He initially settled in New Orleans, Louisiana, but later moved to Gainesville, Georgia, where he died on January 2, 1904.

Greatly respected by his men, who called him “Old Pete,” Longstreet, while careful and judicious in his planning, was both an able commander and a tactician with a talent for defensive warfare. A fine corps commander, Longstreet did not, however, have the aptitude for independent command.
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Lossberg, Fritz von (1868–1942)

German Army general. Born on April 30, 1868, at Bad Homberg to an old Thuringian military family, Fritz von Lossberg joined the elite 2nd Foot Guards Regiment on January 3, 1886, as an officer candidate and was promoted to lieutenant in September 1887. Promoted to first lieutenant in June 1894, that October Lossberg entered the Kriegsakademie. After service with the 2nd Foot Guards Regiment in Berlin and the Great General Staff, he was advanced to captain in March 1900. Lossberg served on the staff of XIV Corps at Karlseuhe, then commanded a company in the 114th Infantry Regiment during 1902–1905. He then served on the staff of the 19th Infantry Division in Hannover. Promoted to major in January 1907, during 1907–1910 Lossberg returned to the Kriegsakademie as an instructor. In 1910 he was appointed a staff officer in XIV Corps. Lossberg was promoted to lieutenant colonel in January 1913.

With the start of the World War I, at the beginning of August 1914 Lossberg was appointed chief of staff of XIII Corps. He took part in the early fighting around Ypres and then moved with his unit to the Eastern Front. In January 1915 Lossberg was assigned to the army high command, Obereheeresleitung (OHL), as deputy chief of the Operations Section. He was promoted to colonel that July. When the French launched a major offensive in Champagne in September 1915, the Third Army immediately requested permission to pull back. Lossberg was critical of this course of action. OHL chief General der Infanterie (U.S. equiv. lieutenant general) Erich von Falkenhayn then posted Lossberg to the Third Army as its new chief of staff with orders to restore the situation. Lossberg asked for and received Vollmacht, the authority to issue orders and shift units without first consulting with the commander.

On July 1, 1916, the British launched their great offensive on the Somme. Two days later OHL posted Lossberg to the Second Army as its chief of staff, again with orders to restore the situation. On July 19 when OHL split General der Infanterie Fritz von Below’s Second Army into the First and Second Armies, Lossberg and Below went with the half that became the First Army. On April 9, 1917, the British launched a major offensive in the Arras sector. Again OHL posted Lossberg to the Sixth Army as chief of staff, and again he requested and received Vollmacht. Again Lossberg was successful, and the German defense held.

In early June 1917 OHL, sensing an impending British offensive in the Passchendaele sector, again moved Lossberg, this time as chief of staff to the threatened Fourth Army. It was the first time that Lossberg had the opportunity to organize a defense before the start of a battle. The British attack came on July 31, and again the German line held in the Third Battle of Ypres (Passchendaele, July 31–November 10).

By 1917, Lossberg had perfected the techniques of defense in depth, flexible defense, and reverse slope defense. Throughout the period he was no more than a colonel, only receiving promotion to Generalmajor (U.S. equiv. brigadier general) on August 3, 1917.

Lossberg played only a relatively minor role in the failed Ludendorff Offensives (March 21–July 18, 1918). In July 1918 General der Infanterie Erich Ludendorff, first quartermaster general, brought Lossberg to OHL briefly as an adviser; however, Ludendorff could not bring himself to accept Lossberg’s sound but draconian advice for organizing the defense across the front. In August 1918 Lossberg became the chief of staff of Army Group Boehn. He ended the war as chief of staff of Army Group Herzog Albrecht von Württemberg.

Following the war, Lossberg remained in the Reichswehr and contributed to the tactical and organizational reforms of Generaloberst (U.S. equiv. full general) Johannes “Hans” von Seeckt. Lossberg reached the rank of General der Infanterie shortly before his retirement on January 31, 1927. He died in Lübeck on May 14, 1942.

Lossberg was one of the premier battlefield tacticians of the 20th century and a key figure in the development of almost all of the defensive principles and techniques still used by modern soldiers. He was known throughout the German Army as “der Abwehrlöwe,” the Lion of the Defensive.
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Louis XIV, King of France and Navarre (1638–1715)

King of France and Navarre and military reformer. Louis XIV was the son of King Louis XIII and Anne of Austria. The younger Louis was born at the Château de Saint-Germain, at Saint-Germain-en-Laye, France, on September 5, 1638. Louis, not yet five years old, became king on the death of his father on May 14, 1643. The Italian-born Cardinal Mazarin headed a long regency but was widely disliked by the nobles, in part for his foreign birth but chiefly for his policies. Noble discontent spilled over into civil war, known as the Fronde (1648–1653), that included Spanish military intervention. The young king was forced to flee Paris, and the result was a permanent distrust of the nobility and mob action. Louis exercised personal rule after the death of Mazarin in 1661.

Known as le Roi Soleil (the Sun King) and Louis le Grand (Louis the Great), Louis XIV worked to increase the power of France in Europe and the world. He continued the process begun under Henry IV of drawing the teeth from the feudal nobility however possible, forcing them to live with him at court, and he sought to create an absolutist, centralized state, of which he was the head. This is the meaning of the expression often attributed to him of “L’État c’est moi” (“I am the state”). Bending everything else to his will, Louis made a major mistake in 1685 when he revoked the religious freedoms extended to French Protestants (Huguenots) through the Edict of Nantes of 1598. As a result, France lost much of its talented commercial, entrepreneurial class, who fled abroad.

A great militarist since his youth, Louis knew more about the French military than any other branch of government. He established the first modern ministry of war under François le Tellier, Marquis de Louvois, and promoted the reform of the army in many ways, bringing firm royal control over military training and logistics and improving military engineering under the great Sebastien le Prestre de Vauban. Louis also vastly increased the size of the standing army, at 400,000 men by far the largest of Europe. Although he rarely accompanied his armies in the field, he set grand strategy and theater operations while leaving it largely to his generals to wage actual campaigns.


LOUIS XIV




Louis XIV assiduously practiced the divine right of kings and royal absolutism during his 72-year reign. Whether or not he actually said it, Louis XIV’s purported remark “L’État c’est moi” (“I am the state”) sums up the concept of royal absolutism. France was a large country, and regionalism was strong. Communication, even by horse, was slow. To diminish the power of the nobles and strengthen his own hand, in 1682 the king moved his court from Paris to the former royal hunting lodge of Versailles, located some 20 miles west of the city, and required the leading nobles and their families to live there with him. Louis thought that it was better to have the nobles scheming there over social precedence than to be in the provinces plotting revolution. The king in effect completed the ruination of the nobility and built royal absolutism.

During the course of a number of building programs, the Château of Versailles grew into an immense structure. It and its lavish grounds and gardens became the envy of Europe’s lesser rulers. The château’s great reception hall, the Salon des Glaces (Hall of Mirrors), reflected the power of the king and that of France as the most powerful nation in Europe. It is no wonder that on January 18, 1871, Prussian minister president Otto von Bismarck chose the Hall of Mirrors as the setting for his proclamation of the establishment of the German Empire following Prussia’s defeat of France in the Franco-Prussian War of 1870–1871. The French returned the favor after World WarI. The Treaty of Versailles between the victorious Entente Powers and Germany was signed there on June 28, 1919. Versailles remains one of the top tourist attractions in France.



Louis allowed his great minister of marine, Jean Baptiste Colbert de Seignelay, to rebuild the French Navy and promote overseas commercial enterprises. Following the Battle of La Hogue (May 29–June 1, 1692) when the French were defeated at sea by the combined English-Dutch fleets, however, Louis shifted most of the French effort to land warfare, sending out chiefly commerce raiders and, in the process, yielding control of the seas to the English.

Louis waged a series of wars to establish French hegemony in Europe and secure natural frontiers. His wars were chiefly against crumbling Habsburg power (notably Spain) and against the Dutch, whose power and ability to form alliances he constantly underestimated. The wars included the War of Devolution with Spain (1667–1668), the Dutch War (1672–1678), the War of the League of Augsburg (Nine Years’ War, 1688–1697), and the War of the Spanish Succession (1701–1714).

The net effect of these conflicts was the securing for France of Franche-Comté, Rousillon, parts of the Spanish Netherlands, and significant smaller bits of territory, such as the great city of Strasbourg. In his last great war, the War of the Spanish Succession, sometimes known as “the first world war,” Louis managed to place his grandson Philippe on the Spanish throne, as Philip V. All of this was accomplished at great human and financial cost.

The dominance of France meant not only military preeminence but also the triumph of French language and culture, for France under Louis XIV was in many respects the center of art and literature of all Europe. To overawe France and Europe, Louis caused to be built outside of Paris from a former hunting lodge the great palace of Versailles. Voltaire referred to the period of his reign as “Le Grand Siècle” (The Great Century). Louis died at Versailles on September 1, 1715. His reign of 72 years was the longest of any major European ruler, and France was at war during 50 of these years. Louis XIV was followed on the throne by his great-grandson, Louis XV.

Louis XIV had immense influence on France, Europe, and the world. While his wars did secure territory, they came at a high cost for France and Europe.
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Louvois, François-Michel Le Tellier, Marquis de (1639–1691)

French minister of war. Baptized in Paris on January 18, 1639, a few days after his birth, François-Michel Le Tellier was the son of Michel Le Tellier, minister of war to King Louis XIV from 1643. François Le Tellier joined his father at the ministry in 1660 and shared control of it with him during 1665–1677. Accompanying French forces in the field during the War of Devolution (1667–1668), Le Tellier noted serious military deficiencies, which he then helped to correct in time for the Dutch War (1672–1679). When his father was appointed chancellor, Le Tellier became sole minister of war during 1677–1691, although he continued to seek his father’s counsel until the latter’s death in 1685. Enjoying the full confidence of the king at least until near the end of his life, Le Tellier had complete control of military administration.

Marquis de Louvois (as Le Tellier is generally known) deserves to be known as the first modern minister of war, and the administration that he created with his father was the first modern ministry of war. During Louvois’s tenure, the size of the peacetime French Army increased from some 72,000 men to 165,000, while in wartime it shot up to nearly 400,000 men, by far the largest in Europe. Louvois not only dramatically increased the size of the army but also made significant administrative improvements in it. He placed the artillery within the regular army structure and enhanced the status of the engineers. In addition, he systematized military ranks and grades, somewhat reduced the power of the nobility in the army, and clarified the chain of command with the king at the top. The government supervised recruiting and required commanders to prove that they were maintaining the proper number of soldiers in their units. The government also assumed most of the responsibility for equipping, provisioning, clothing, and housing the troops in barracks. Louvois improved the French Army’s equipment, introducing the bayonet and replacing the matchlock with the flintlock (fusil). He also established magazines and improved morale in the army by making provisions for disabled soldiers in building the Hôtel des Invalides for invalided soldiers in Paris.

Other key figures in the reform of the French military were Martinet, drillmaster of the army, and the Marquis de Vauban, commissary general of fortifications. Louvois also worked closely with his skilled naval counterpart, Jean Baptiste Colbert. Following Colbert’s death in 1683, Louvois in effect became chief minister and adviser to the king, although Louis XIV’s distrust grew in proportion to his minister’s increased power. Louvois supported the king’s mistaken decision in 1685 to revoke the Edict of Nantes that had granted toleration to French Protestants. Louvois died at Versailles outside of Paris on July 16, 1691.

A capable military administrator and innovator, Louvois made possible the success of French arms under Louis XIV.
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Ludendorff, Erich Friedrich Wilhelm (1865–1937)

German Army general and first quartermaster general. Born in Kruszczewina, Prussia, on April 9, 1865, to a family of small businessmen, Erich Friedrich Wilhelm Ludendorff chose a military career, entering the cadet school at Lichterfelde in 1879. He was commissioned a lieutenant on April 15, 1882, and assigned to the 57th Infantry Regiment at Wesel. In 1887 he was assigned to the Seebatallion (marines) at Wilhelmshaven and the next year to serve in the 8th Leib Grenadier Regiment at Frankfurt an der Oder.

Ludendorff was promoted to first lieutenant in July 1890. In 1894 he was assigned to the Great General Staff in Berlin, and in March 1895 he was promoted to captain. In 1896 he assumed command of a company in the 61st Infantry Regiment at Thorn. In 1900 Ludendorff was assigned to the staff of the 9th Infantry Division at Glogau, and in July 1902 he was promoted to major and assigned to V Corps at Posen (today Poznań, Poland) and then was assigned to the staff of IV Corps at Magdeburg. In 1904 he was assigned to the General Staff in Berlin. He worked in Section II, responsible for deployment and mobilization plans. In 1908 he became head of the section.

The high-strung and strong-willed Ludendorff proved to be a difficult subordinate. Charged with refining the Schlieffen Plan in the years before the war, he became convinced that Germany lacked sufficient trained manpower to defeat the French in a rapid campaign, and he initiated contact with politicians to influence the budget. This brought his transfer to command a regiment in Düsseldorf in 1913. Given command of a brigade in Strasbourg, Ludendorff was promoted to Generalmajor in 1914 with mobilization orders as quartermaster general (chief of staff) of the Second Army.

When World War I came, fortune smiled. In the confusion of the German attack on Liège on August 5–16, 1914, Ludendorff took charge of operations and received the surrender of the city. Meanwhile, the situation on the Eastern Front, where two Russian armies threatened to break through German defenses, appeared perilous. The high command recalled from retirement Generaloberst Paul von Hindenburg to command the Eighth Army there, with Ludendorff to be his quartermaster general (chief of staff), on August 22–23.

Plans to deal with the Russians had already been worked out by Eighth Army operations officer Oberst Max Hoffmann, and Ludendorff and Hindenburg merely put these into effect, routing the Russians at the Battle of Tannenberg (August 25–31, 1914) and the Battle of the Masurian Lakes (September 8–15, 1914). These victories electrified Germany and cemented Ludendorff’s reputation as a military genius. They also brought promotion to Generalleutnant in November.

For Ludendorff, who grew increasingly critical of the stalemated war on the Western Front, the lack of success there reflected a lack of will. He called for total war. Kaiser Wilhelm II, staggered by the losses at Verdun and by Romania’s entry into the war, sacked chief of staff of the army Generaloberst Erich von Falkenhayn and appointed Hindenburg in his stead, with Ludendorff as first quartermaster general, on August 29, 1916. Ludendorff was advanced to General der Infanterie.

Ludendorff initiated the Hindenburg Program. Largely a military takeover of the economy that included compulsory labor coupled with a ruthless exploitation of occupied territories, the program was a failure that sapped home front morale. In the military arena, Ludendorff introduced new tactics emphasizing elastic defense in depth. To free divisions for a strategic reserve, he carried out a massive shortening of German lines. In Operation ALBRECHT during February 1917, the Germans evacuated the Noyon salient to previously prepared positions, known as the Siegfried (Hindenburg) Line. This gave the army a shorter defensive front and released 13 divisions for redeployment to the Eastern Front.

Believing that time was running out for Germany, Ludendorff convinced Hindenburg that Germany had to husband resources for a knockout blow on the Western Front. Convinced that only total effort could achieve victory, Ludendorff supported the German Navy’s contention that a return to unrestricted submarine warfare would drive Britain from the war within six months, knowing full well that the United States would then enter the war. He severely underestimated both U.S. military potential and the speed with which American resources could be brought to bear.
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Lieutenant General Erich von Ludendorff, first quartermaster general of the German Army during 1916–1918, directed the failed great German offensive on the Western Front during March-July 1918. (Library of Congress)



The United States declared war on April 6, 1917, and American forces were soon arriving in France. Only the Bolshevik Revolution in Russia of November 1917 and that country’s sudden departure from the war (to which Ludendorff had contributed by assisting Vladimir Lenin in his return to Russia and providing massive financial assistance) brightened the otherwise dismal picture.

Ludendorff and Hindenburg forced the annexationist Treaty of Brest Litovsk on Russia on March 3, 1918, contemptuously dismissing peace initiatives and war weariness as manifestations of a lack of will. Ludendorff had forced Chancellor Theobald von Bethmann Hollweg from office on July 19, 1917, and then cobbled together the resources for one last great push, the Spring (Ludendorff) Offensives of 1918. By stripping units from the Eastern Front, he increased his strength on the Western Front by 30 percent but still left too many men on the Eastern Front.

Ludendorff’s offensive opened to success on March 21, 1918. Badly shaken, the Allies managed to hold, and the offensives petered out, owing to a lack of reserves and supplies. Ludendorff was unable to make good his losses. From the Second Battle of the Marne (July 15–18), the tide of war definitively turned against Germany. Ludendorff collapsed under the stress, clashing even with Hindenburg. Finally, the Kaiser, who both loathed and feared Ludendorff, forced him to resign on October 26.

Fearing Allied revenge after the war, Ludendorff fled temporarily to Sweden. He then wrote his memoirs, blaming Germany’s defeat on others. Ludendorff railed at the new German republic, which he blamed for “stabbing Germany in the back.” The hero of the extreme Right, he marched with Adolf Hitler during the Beer Hall Putsch of November 9, 1923. Ludendorff’s views grew more extreme, and he fell to bickering with Hitler and his former wartime comrades. Ludendorff’s book The Total War (1935) reversed Karl von Clausewitz’s dictum and argued that politics must serve war. Ludendorff died in Tutzing, Bavaria, on December 22, 1937.

Cold and driven, Ludendorff was a brilliant staff officer but was entirely intolerant of those who disagreed with him.

Michael B. Barrett
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Luxembourg, François Henri de Montmorency-Bouteville, Duke of (1628–1695)

French marshal. Born in Paris on January 8, 1628, the posthumous son of François de Montmorency, Count of Bouteville, François Henri de Montmorency-Bouteville was raised with the Prince de Condé. Although Condé was six years older, the two became very close and remained so. Montmorency-Bouteville first saw action under Condé in 1647 during the Franco-Spanish Wars (1628–1659). Distinguishing himself, Montmorency-Bouteville was advanced to regimental command. He again fought with Condé, on the side of many of the great French nobles and the Spanish, against young King Louis XIV in the wars of the Fronde (1648–1653) and with the Spanish in the Battle of the Dunes (June 14, 1658), when they were defeated by Henri de Turenne. With the end of the war between France and Spain by the Treaty of the Pyrenees on November 7, 1659, both Condé and Montmorency-Bouteville returned to France. Montmorency-Bouteville then married the older Duchess of Luxembourg and took the title “Duke of Luxembourg” in 1661.

During the Franco-Dutch War of 1672–1678, Luxembourg held his first independent command, in the Netherlands. His long retreat from Utrecht to Maastricht (December 1672–February 1673) in the face of heavy odds demonstrated his mastery of maneuver. Raised to marshal of France on July 30, 1675, Luxembourg defeated William of Orange at Saint-Denis near Mons (August 14, 1678).

Charged unfairly with sacrilege, Luxembourg was imprisoned in the Bastille in January 1680. Tried and acquitted, he was freed in May but exiled from Paris. Condé was able to secure Luxembourg’s return to court in 1681, but Luxembourg was without military position on the outbreak of the War of the League of Augsburg (1688–1697). With a shortage of capable French commanders, he finally received a command in Flanders in September 1690.

Luxembourg won a great victory against the Dutch in the Battle of Fleurus (July 1, 1690) in present-day Belgium. He then took the city of Mons (June 5, 1691) and, following a surprise night cavalry march, was again victorious over the Dutch in the Battle of Leuze (September 20). Luxembourg helped cover Sebastien Vauban’s Siege of Namur (May 25–July 7, 1692) and rebuffed attacks by William of Orange at Steenkerke (August 3). Luxembourg’s greatest victory, however, came against William in the Battle of Neerwinden (July 29, 1693). Returning to Paris at the end of 1694, Luxembourg died suddenly in Versailles on January 4, 1695.

Not imposing physically (he was a slight man and hunchbacked), Luxembourg was nonetheless one of France’s greatest generals. He never lost a battle when he was in command. Louis XIV never could bring himself to trust Luxembourg completely, however, because of his role in the Fronde.
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Lyautey, Louis-Hubert-Gonzalve (1854–1934)

French Army general, minister of war, and marshal of France. Born on November 17, 1854, in Nancy, Department of Meurthe-et-Moselle, in northeastern France, Louis-Hubert-Gonzalve Lyautey entered L’École Spéciale Militaire de Saint-Cyr in 1873. Commissioned a second lieutenant in the cavalry upon his graduation in 1877, Lyautey enjoyed routine cavalry training and garrison assignments. In 1880 he was posted to Algeria, where he began a lifelong interest in Arab civilization. Lyautey came to favor a policy of colonial autonomy and protectorate status rather than assimilation with France. Now a captain, he believed that if France was to be successful in colonial affairs, it would have to respect the existing civilizations and cultures and work with the native elites of the lands it sought to manage.

In November 1887, Lyautey took command of the 1st Squadron of the 4th Light Cavalry Regiment at Saint-Germain-en-Laye and immediately set about improving conditions for his men. Lyautey became concerned about the social cleavage between officers and enlisted men in the army, and he urged that officers take an interest in the social and spiritual welfare of their men. These views, published anonymously in March 1891 in an article in La Revue des Deux Mondes titled “On the Social Role of the Officer in Universal Military Service,” apparently angered his superiors and led to his subsequent assignment to Tonkin, French Indochina, which proved to be a turning point in his military career.

In 1893 Major Lyautey became chief of staff of the 7th Cavalry Division at Meaux. The next year he was transferred to Indochina, where he became chief of staff to Colonel Joseph Gallieni, then commanding French forces in upper Tonkin. Lyautey took charge of French forces at Lang Son on the Chinese border and subsequently participated in a number of campaigns against the Chinese Black Flag pirates operating in the border region of northeastern Tonkin.

Lyautey fully embraced Gallieni’s theories regarding the oil slick method of pacification, which included not only military action but also social action and improvements in quality of life to win the hearts and minds of the people. In 1897 when Gallieni became military governor of Madagascar, Lyautey followed him and took charge of pacifying first the northwestern parts of the island and then the southern parts. Lyautey was promoted to colonel in 1900, the same year that he published another important article, “On the Colonial Role of the Army,” in which he summarized Gallieni’s pacification policies.

Assigned to France in 1902, Lyautey took command of the 14th Regiment of Hussars at Alençon but was the next year called to Algeria by French governor-general Charles Jonnart. Promoted to général de brigade, Lyautey took command of the Aïn Sefra Subdivision in October. In 1904 he carried out an independent action along the Moroccan border that embarrassed French foreign minister Théophile Delcassé. Lyautey continued to press for French military intervention in Morocco. At the end of 1906 he took charge of the Oran Division. Lyautey was promoted to général de division the next year, when he carried out the French military occupation of Oujda on the Moroccan border, an action taken without the consent of the French government.

Following a tour of duty in France, in April 1912 Lyautey was named resident general of Morocco, with wide civil and military powers. He gradually imposed French authority on the country, converting to his policies a number of French officers, including Henri Gouraud and Charles Mangin. Despite the depletion of his forces during World War I, Lyautey continued to press French pacification of the Moroccan interior. Concurrent with military operations, he pushed the construction of roads, railroads, bridges, and schools.

When French premier Aristide Briand reorganized his cabinet in December 1916, he appointed Lyautey as minister of war. But Lyautey arrived in France to discover that he had not been consulted on the appointment of new French commander in chief Général de Division Robert Nivelle. Unsupported in his criticism of Nivelle’s plans for what Nivelle believed would be a great war-winning spring offensive, Lyautey resigned on March 14. By the end of May, he had returned to his post in Morocco.

Promoted to marshal of France in 1921, Lyautey continued to control French affairs in Morocco. In 1925, however, the Rif War began, a widespread rebellion led by Abd el-Krim. Lyautey initially had inadequate resources and found himself at odds with the French government’s handling of the situation, so he returned to France and retired in October. Lyautey died in Thorey (now Thorey-Lyautey), in the Department of Meurthe-et-Moselle, on July 27, 1934.

Lyautey was one of France’s greatest colonial soldiers and a major figure in counterinsurgency.
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Lysander (ca. 460–395 BCE)

Spartan admiral and general. Little is known of Lysander’s life before his appointment as Spartan admiral in 407 BCE. His family claimed descent from Hercules, but his family was so poor that he was of inferior social status. Lysander’s rise to prominence was greatly assisted because of his homosexual relationship with young royal prince Agesilaus. Appointed admiral following major Spartan naval reverses, Lysander spent most of a year in the Ionian city of Ephesus, winning the confidence of and financial support from Persian viceroy in Asia Minor Prince Cyrus the Younger for action against Athens. Lysander then assembled a new fleet of triremes and defeated an Athenian detachment at Notium in around March 406, when Athenian admiral Alcibiades had departed with most of the Athenian ships for supplies.

According to custom, Lysander’s term as admiral was for one year and nonrenewable, but after his successor Callicratidas lost his life and half the Spartan fleet in a naval defeat off the Arginusae Islands, Lysander resumed de facto leadership of the Spartan naval effort in 405 BCE as nominal subordinate of another admiral. New Persian subsidies allowed Lysander to rebuild the Spartan fleet.

Lysander then sailed his ships to the Hellespont to threaten disruption of grain shipments from the Black Sea region, upon which Athens depended, in order to force a confrontation with the Athenian fleet. Several times refusing battle under less than favorable conditions, he caught the Athenians off guard, with their ships drawn up on the shore at night at Aegospotami, and captured practically all of their ships and crews in August 405 BCE. Only 9 of 180 Athenian triremes escaped, and the Spartans executed more than 3,000 captured Athenians. This naval victory effectively ended the long Peloponnesian War, for it enabled Lysander then to blockade Athens from the sea, starving the city into submission in 404.

Lysander’s personal ambition undoubtedly contributed to the harsh Spartan repression of other Greek states following the Peloponnesian War and cost him influence at Sparta, as did his cultivation of a personal following and acceptance of honors, including the erection of a statue at Delphi and worship of himself as a god at Samos. He apparently plotted to abolish the hereditary monarchy of Sparta but gave up the plan upon securing Prince Agesilaus as king. Lysander died during the Corinthian War (395–386 BCE) while leading an infantry attack on the Greek city-state of Haliartus in central Boeotia in 395.
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MacArthur, Douglas (1880–1964)

U.S. Army general and Philippine field marshal. Born on January 26, 1880, in Little Rock, Arkansas, the son of General Arthur MacArthur, Douglas MacArthur graduated from the U.S. Military Academy, West Point, in 1903 with highest honors and as first captain. Following service in the Philippines and Japan, he became an aide to President Theodore Roosevelt during 1906–1907. MacArthur took part in the 1914 occupation of Veracruz, Mexico, and served on the General Staff during 1913–1917.

After the United States entered World War I in April 1917, MacArthur went to France as chief of staff of the 42nd Division. Promoted to temporary brigadier general, he took part in the Second Battle of the Marne (June 15–18, 1918). MacArthur then led the 8th Infantry Brigade in the Saint-Mihiel Offensive (September 12–16) and the Meuse-Argonne Offensive (September 26–November 11). At the end of the war, he commanded the 42nd Division.

Following occupation duty in Germany, MacArthur returned to the United States as superintendent of West Point during 1919–1922, carrying out much-needed reforms. He again served in the Philippines and next was chief of staff of the army during 1930–1935, his reputation suffering from the 1932 Bonus Army Incident when he employed force to bust a protest by World War I veterans in Washington, D.C. In 1935 MacArthur returned to the Philippines as adviser to the Philippine government in establishing an army capable of resisting a Japanese invasion. In August 1936 he accepted the post of field marshal of Philippine forces, retiring from the U.S. Army in December 1937.

Recalled to active service with the U.S. Army as a major general in July 1941, MacArthur received command of all U.S. forces in the Philippines. He was quickly elevated to lieutenant general. Believing that his forces could defeat any Japanese landing, he scrapped the original plan, which was sound, to withdraw into the Bataan Peninsula. He also refused to allow Major General Lewis Brereton to launch an immediate retaliatory air strike against the Japanese on Formosa in response to the Japanese attack on Pearl Harbor (December 7, 1941), with the result that half of the American bombers and a third of the fighters in the Philippines were caught and destroyed on the ground in a Japanese air strike (December 8).

Although the Japanese force invading the Philippines was only 57,000 men, a force half that of MacArthur’s force, many of his men were poorly trained, and they were thinly spread. The Japanese had little difficulty taking Manila and much of the island of Luzon. MacArthur then ordered his forces to implement the original plan of withdrawing into the Bataan Peninsula. The bases there were not ready, and the retreating troops had to abandon stocks of supplies and ammunition in the process. During the next months, MacArthur, promoted to full general on December 22, 1941, spent most of his time on Corregidor. Rather than see him become a prisoner of the Japanese, President Franklin D. Roosevelt ordered MacArthur to Australia on February 22, 1942, where he became supreme commander of Allied forces in the Southwest Pacific. MacArthur also was awarded the Medal of Honor, which many defenders of Bataan and Corregidor believed was entirely undeserved. Officials in Washington were also miffed by MacArthur’s acceptance of a $500,000 payment from his friend, Philippine president Manuel Quezon.

From Australia, MacArthur developed a deliberate strategy to return to the Philippines. The slow pace of the Allied advance led Washington to insist on a leapfrogging approach that would bypass strongly held Japanese islands and positions such as Rabaul on New Britain Island and Truk. In the spring of 1944, MacArthur’s troops invaded New Guinea and isolated Rabaul. By September they had taken Morotai and the rest of New Guinea.
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U.S. Army general of the army Douglas MacArthur commanded U.S. forces in the Philippines when the United States entered World War II. He subsequently had charge of Allied forces in the southwest Pacific, then headed the Allied occupation of Japan. MacArthur commanded United Nations forces during the Korean War until dismissed by President Harry S. Truman in April 1951. (Library of Congress)



In a meeting with Roosevelt in Hawaii in July 1944, Admiral Chester Nimitz, commanding U.S. forces in the Central Pacific, proposed moving against Formosa, while MacArthur wanted to retake the Philippines. The upshot was that Roosevelt agreed that MacArthur would be allowed to retake the Philippines, and Nimitz shifted his resources against Okinawa.

MacArthur commanded ground forces in the liberation of the Philippines. In October, U.S. forces under MacArthur’s command invaded Leyte. They then secured Luzon (January–March 1945), followed by the southern Philippines. Following the invasion of Okinawa (April 1–June 25) and the dropping of atomic bombs on Japan (August 6 and 9), an invasion of Japan proved unnecessary, and MacArthur, promoted to the new rank of general of the army on December 18, 1944, presided over the formal Japanese surrender ceremony on the battleship Missouri in Tokyo Bay (September 2, 1945).


MACARTHUR




Douglas MacArthur had a towering ego and thirst for recognition, often at the expense of more deserving subordinates. Placed in command of forces in the Philippines, MacArthur was confident that he could defeat any Japanese invasion, yet his defensive scheme proved sadly deficient in December 1941. When American leaders decided not to attempt a relief of the islands, which was deemed impossible, on March 10, 1942, President Franklin Roosevelt ordered MacArthur out to Australia rather than yield a tremendous propaganda advantage to the Japanese with the capture of the U.S. commander in the Far East. MacArthur, derisively referred to by many of the American defenders on Bataan as “Dugout Doug” for his failure to leave Malinta Tunnel on the island of Corregidor (he visited Bataan only once), was later awarded an undeserved Medal of Honor for his defense of the islands. Yet MacArthur subsequently tried to denigrate the work of and block a similar award for the man he left behind in command of the Philippines, Major General Jonathan M. Wainwright, who was held in great esteem by his men as a “fighting general” but was forced to surrender to the Japanese and was poorly treated by them during his long imprisonment.



President Harry S. Truman named MacArthur commander of Allied occupation forces in Japan. In this position he in effect governed Japan as a benevolent despot, presiding over the institution of a new democratic constitution and domestic reforms. On the beginning of the Korean War in June 1950, Truman appointed MacArthur commander of the United Nations (UN) forces sent to South Korea to defend against the North Korean invasion. As the outnumbered UN and South Korean forces were pushed south down the peninsula into what came to be called the Pusan Perimeter, MacArthur husbanded his resources and then launched a brilliant (but also lucky) amphibious landing at Inchon that cut North Korean lines of communications to the south (September 15, 1950).

After UN forces broke out of the Pusan Perimeter, moved north, and linked up with the Inchon landing force, MacArthur directed the United Nations Command (UNC) invasion of North Korea. MacArthur’s faulty troop dispositions and his complete disregard of the potential for a Chinese intervention nearly led to disaster. His increasingly public disagreement with Truman over the course of the war—which the administration in Washington sought to limit and MacArthur wanted to widen by attacking China proper—led to his relief from command on April 11, 1951.

MacArthur returned to the United States a national hero. He addressed both houses of Congress and then retired from the military, accepting the position of chairman of the board of Remington Rand Corporation. His attempt to run for the presidency as a Republican in 1952 quickly collapsed, and the nomination and ultimately the office went to another general whom MacArthur held in great disdain, Dwight D. Eisenhower. MacArthur died in Washington, D.C., on April 5, 1964.

Arrogant, vain, and flamboyant, MacArthur had a nearly insatiable appetite for publicity. His staffs tended to consist of sycophants known for their loyalty rather than for brilliance or independence of thought. Although he had significant failures as a commander, most notably the loss of the Philippines in 1942, MacArthur was bold and daring in his planning and was one of the great generals of World War II.
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Machiavelli, Niccolò (1469–1527)

Florentine political leader and military and political theorist. Born into an impoverished noble family in Florence, Italy, on May 3, 1469, Niccolò Machiavelli became a civil servant in the employ of the Florentine government during 1498–1512. He undertook a number of diplomat assignments during 1500–1504 before being effectively in charge of the republic’s military operations. Machiavelli strongly favored militia over mercenary forces and was instrumental in the passage of a law that established compulsory militia service in Florence for males between the ages of 18 and 30, making possible in theory a military force of at least 10,000 men.

Machiavelli commanded the Florentine militia at the end of the long Pisan War (1495–1509). His militia enabled continuation of the Siege of Pisa during the winter of 1508–1509, leading to the surrender of that city (June 8, 1509). Machiavelli also helped prepare Florence for the War of the Holy League (1510–1511), but while commanding Florentine militia, which he had largely selected, he was routed by a combined Papacy-Spanish force at Prato (August 29, 1512), leading to the sack of that place and the subsequent defeat of Florence in the war. With the return of the Medici to power in Florence in 1512, Machiavelli was dismissed from his posts.

Machiavelli retired to his estate of San Casciano near Florence to reflect on and write about military matters and state power. His two best-known works are Dell’arte della guerra (The Art of War, 1521) and the more famous Il principe (The Prince, 1513). He also wrote a study of Livy and a history of the city of Florence as well as plays and stories.

The Art of War treats the organization, administration, training, and leadership of military forces, while The Prince stresses the interdependence of military and political affairs and lays down certain maxims of government not resting on moral considerations. Machiavelli’s name gave rise to the term “Machiavellian,” meaning cunning and unscrupulous. Machiavelli believed that the end justifies the means. He did not necessarily favor immoral actions but instead held that princes should act amorally, without taking morality into account, when working for the higher end of raison d’état (state necessity). Machiavelli also held that the most effective military force was that based on patriotic citizens rather than mercenaries.

Machiavelli secured the post of official historian of Florence in 1520 and then held a number of diplomatic assignments during 1521–1526. He accompanied the papal forces during 1526–1527 but returned to Florence following the sack of Rome (1527). Unable to secure a post in the new republican government of Florence, Machiavelli took ill and died there on June 21, 1527.

The first modern strategic thinker and one of the most influential military theorists of the Renaissance, Machiavelli helped revive Renaissance interest in the classical period and had a profound influence on statecraft thereafter.
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Mackenzie, Ranald Slidell (1840–1889)

U.S. Army officer. Born on July 27, 1840, in New York City, the son of a naval officer, Ranald Slidell Mackenzie briefly attended Williams College in Massachusetts and then graduated first in his class from the U.S. Military Academy, West Point, in 1862. Initially serving as an engineering officer in the Army of the Potomac during the American Civil War (1861–1865), Mackenzie was badly wounded in his first action, the Second Battle of Bull Run/Manassas (August 29–30, 1862). He performed engineering duties in the First Battle of Fredericksburg (December 13).

Following his participation in the Battle of Chancellorsville (May 1–4, 1863), Mackenzie was promoted to first lieutenant and breveted captain. He was promoted to captain in the regular army after his service during the Battle of Gettysburg (July 1–3, 1863). In 1864 Mackenzie saw service in the Battle of the Wilderness (May 5–7) and the Battle of Spotsylvania Court House (May 7–19). Promoted to colonel, he commanded a regiment early in the Shenandoah Valley Campaign (August 1864–May 1865), during which he was again wounded, and in the Siege of Petersburg (June 15, 1864–April 3, 1865), during which he lost two fingers on his right hand, leading Indians later to call him “Bad Hand.” At the end of the war Mackenzie was a brigadier general of volunteers, commanding the Cavalry Division in the Army of the James. He led the division in the Battle of Five Forks (April 1, 1865) and during the Appomattox Campaign (April 3–9). Mackenzie’s abilities and exemplary bravery, reflected in his many wounds (six during the war), led to rapid promotion, and he ended the war as a major general of volunteers.

In 1866 on the reorganization of the army, Mackenzie remained in the army but at his permanent rank of captain. In 1867 he accepted command of an African American unit, the 41st Infantry Regiment, no doubt in part to secure a rare postwar colonelcy. Mackenzie molded that regiment into an efficient outfit. In 1869 he took command of the 24th Infantry Regiment, a consolidation of the 41st and 38th Infantry Regiments. The following year he commanded the 4th Cavalry, which he transformed into one of the finest regiments on the frontier.

From 1871 to 1874, Mackenzie fought various Indian tribes in western Texas and led a controversial raid across the Rio Grande some 60 miles into Mexico to attack Lipan and Kickapoo villages. In 1873 he received his seventh wound.

During the Red River War (1874–1875), Mackenzie’s surprise attack won the climactic engagement at Palo Duro Canyon (September 28, 1874), capturing some 1,500 Indian horses, most of which he ordered shot to prevent their recapture. Famed Comanche leader Quanah Parker personally surrendered to Mackenzie (June 2, 1875) at Fort Sill, ending the war on the southern Great Plains.

Following the debacle of the Battle of the Little Bighorn (June 25–26, 1876), Mackenzie and the 4th Cavalry were a key part of the 1876 punitive campaign that ended the Sioux War. After forcing Dull Knife’s Cheyennes back to the reservation with another devastating surprise attack (November 1876), Mackenzie spent the rest of the decade suppressing banditry in Texas and New Mexico. In 1881 with a bold show of force in Colorado, he single-handedly prevented a renewed war with the Utes, a feat he regarded as his greatest accomplishment. Mackenzie then served briefly in Arizona during the early stages of the campaign against Geronimo (1881–1886). Mackenzie’s operations on the frontier were distinguished by sound logistics, careful reconnaissance, surprise attacks, concentration of force, and low casualties among his own troops and his enemies alike.

Mackenzie’s last campaign was for a brigadier general’s star. His many wounds, long frontier service, and high-strung nature eroded his health, and he sought a less strenuous posting. Sensing that time was running out, supporters convinced President Chester A. Arthur to approve Mackenzie’s promotion in October 1882. By that time Mackenzie, serving as commander of the Department of Texas, was already in a noticeable state of decline. Briefly institutionalized after a nervous breakdown in 1883, he spent the rest of his life in various stages of insanity. Mackenzie died at his sister’s home in New Brighton, Staten Island, New York, on January 19, 1889.

Recognized as one of the outstanding soldiers in American history, Mackenzie lacked the flamboyance and celebrity of his peers George Armstrong Custer and Nelson A. Miles but was one of the army’s most successful Indian fighters, eventually regarded by General William T. Sherman as the indispensable man in a crisis.
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MacMahon, Marie Edmé Patrice Maurice de (1808–1893)

French general and president of the Third Republic of France. Born on June 13, 1808, in Sully, Department of the Saône-et-Loire, the descendant of Irish Jacobite immigrants to France and the 16th of 17 children, Marie Edmé Patrice Maurice de McMahon was educated at the College of Louis le Grand. Commissioned on his graduation from the French military academy of Saint-Cyr, he was sent to Algiers when the French invaded that North African state in 1830. MacMahon distinguished himself in the capture of the city of Constantine (October 1837), when he was also wounded. He took command of the French Foreign Legion in 1843 and was promoted to général de division in 1852.

MacMahon won distinction during the Crimean War (1853–1856), especially during the Siege of Sevastopol (October 17, 1854–September 9, 1855) in the storming of the Malakoff redoubt (September 8). He then returned to Algeria. During the Italian War of 1859 in which France and the Kingdom of Sardinia (Sardinia-Piedmont) fought Austria, MacMahon commanded II Corps (the Army of Italy). He played a key role in the important French victory in the Battle of Magenta (June 4, 1859), leading Emperor Napoleon III to advance him to marshal and make him the duke of Magenta.

Following the war MacMahon returned to Algeria, where he served as governor-general until the beginning of the Franco-Prussian War (1870–1871), when he received command of the Army of Alsace, which was three corps strong, on July 31, 1870. Defeated in the Battle of Fröschwiller (August 6), he withdrew his army to Châlons-sur-Marne. MacMahon then led the 120,000-man French Army of the Rhine with Napoleon III in company in an effort to try to relieve Marshal Achille Bazaine’s army trapped at Metz, but the Prussians reacted promptly and their Third Army intercepted MacMahon along the Meuse River on August 29, forcing him to fall back on Sedan. The Prussians brought up additional forces in their new Fourth Army. MacMahon’s indecisiveness allowed the Prussians to surround his army and lay siege to Sedan on September 1. MacMahon was wounded early in the battle and thus escaped responsibility for its outcome. General Emmanuel de Wimpffen succeeded to the command, and with the French cause soon hopeless, Napoleon III insisted on the opening of talks and surrender (September 2).

Taken prisoner by the Prussians, MacMahon was released in the spring of 1871. He then commanded the government troops who crushed the Commune of Paris (May 21–28). Respected for his soldierly skills and integrity, MacMahon was selected by the royalist Nationalist Assembly of the Third Republic as a caretaker president on the resignation of provisional president Adolphe Thiers on May 24, 1873. The assembly planned to restore the monarchy but was unable to decide on a successor to the throne. To provide sufficient time to resolve this impasse, the deputies elected MacMahon to a seven-year term. He became accustomed to the presidency and sought to exercise real power. In the Seize Mai Crisis (May 16, 1877), MacMahon dismissed Premier Jules Simon and appointed his own man, the Orleanist Duc de Broglie, to succeed him. A struggle with the assembly followed, but after assembly elections in October went against him, MacMahon, who had actively interjected himself into the campaign, resigned on January 28, 1879. He died in Paris on October 17, 1893.

A brave soldier and a capable commander of smaller bodies of troops, MacMahon was indecisive and a failure as an army commander. His actions as president brought a weakening of that office, which had detrimental effect on both the Third and Fourth Republics.
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Mahan, Alfred Thayer (1840–1914)

Prominent naval historian and strategist and staunch proponent of U.S. imperialism. Born at West Point, New York, on September 27, 1840, Alfred Thayer Mahan was the son of West Point professor Dennis Hart Mahan, who initiated the study of military theory in the United States and exerted a profound impact on officers in the American Civil War (1861–1865).

Alfred Mahan attended Columbia College for two years and then entered the U.S. Naval Academy, Annapolis, graduating second in his class in 1859. He served in the U.S. Brazil Squadron, and during the American Civil War he was posted to the South Atlantic Blockading Squadron. Mahan was promoted to lieutenant in August 1861, to lieutenant commander in June 1865, and to commander in November 1872. In 1883 he published The Gulf and Inland Waters, a book treating U.S. Navy operations during the war. This impressed Captain Stephen Luce, president of the newly established Naval War College, who in 1885 invited Mahan to lecture there on naval tactics and history. Mahan was promoted to captain that September.

In 1890 Mahan published his lectures under the title The Influence of Sea Power upon History, 1660–1783. This important book is a history of British naval development in its most crucial period, a treatise on war at sea, and a ringing defense of a large navy. The book had particular influence in Britain, Germany, and Japan, but Mahan’s lectures and magazine articles on current strategic problems also won an ever-widening audience in the United States with such individuals as Theodore Roosevelt.
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Alfred Thayer Mahan was a 19th-century naval officer, historian, and strategist, who stressed the importance of sea power and argued tirelessly for a powerful U.S. battle fleet and acquisition of overseas bases. (Library of Congress)



Mahan argued that the United States needed a strong navy to compete for the world’s trade. He claimed that there was no instance of a great commercial power retaining its leadership without a large navy. Mahan also criticized traditional U.S. “single ship, commerce raiding” (the guerre de course), which could not win control of the seas. He argued instead for a seagoing fleet, its strength in battleships operating in squadrons—an overbearing force that could beat down an enemy’s battle line.

Mahan believed in the concentration of forces, urging that the fleet be kept in one ocean only. He also called for U.S. naval bases in the Caribbean and in the Pacific. Mahan overlooked new technology, such as the torpedo and the submarine, and he was not concerned about speed in battleships.

Mahan was president of the Naval War College during 1886–1889 and 1889–1893. He commanded the cruiser Chicago, flagship of the European Station, during 1893–1896 and was publically feted in Europe and recognized with honorary degrees from Oxford University and Cambridge University. Mahan retired from the navy in 1896 to devote himself full-time to writing.

Mahan was called back to active duty with the navy in an advisory role during the Spanish-American War (1898). He was a delegate to the 1899 Hague Peace Conference, and he was promoted to rear admiral on the retired list in 1906. Mahan wrote a dozen books on naval warfare and more than 50 articles in leading journals, and he was elected president of the American Historical Association in 1902. Mahan died in Washington, D.C., on December 1, 1914.

A prolific author, Mahan was an important apostle of the new navalism.
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Mahan, Dennis Hart (1802–1871)

West Point professor who initiated the study of military theory in the United States and taught many of the generals who commanded on both sides in the American Civil War. Born on April 2, 1802, in New York City of Irish immigrants, Dennis Hart Mahan was a frail boy who wanted to be an artist. He grew up in Norfolk, Virginia.

Mahan sought admission to the U.S. Military Academy, West Point, because drawing was part of the curriculum. Entering West Point in 1820, he soon attracted Superintendent Sylvanus Thayer’s attention as a brilliant student, and from Mahan’s second year, Thayer made him acting assistant professor of mathematics. Mahan graduated first in his class of 32 in 1824 and was commissioned in the engineers but remained at the academy to teach.

In 1826 Thayer selected Mahan to go to Europe to study military and civil engineering. Mahan spent much of his time in France, then the world’s center for military engineering. There he inspected military fortifications and completed a course in the School of Application for Engineers and Artillery at Metz. When he returned to West Point in 1830, Mahan became acting professor of engineering. Two years later he was professor of civil and military engineering, and in 1838 he became dean of the faculty.

Mahan taught the capstone course in Thayer’s curriculum, the fourth-year course in civil and military engineering, known by 1843 as “Engineering and the Science of War.” This included civil and military architecture, field fortification, and artillery science. Significantly, Mahan insisted that there be added to his professorial title the phrase “and the Art of War.” Indeed, he initiated the American branch of the study of military theory.

An exacting professor and most unmilitary figure who refused to wear a uniform, Mahan stressed the necessity of officers acquiring a broad historical and theoretical knowledge of war. Because no textbooks in English were available, Mahan produced his own. His many published books helped establish military engineering in the United States. They included Complete Treatise on Field Fortification (1836), Elementary Course of Civil Engineering (1837), Summary of the Course of Permanent Fortification and of the Attack and Defense of Permanent Works (1850), and An Elementary Course of Military Engineering (1867). His most important book was An Elementary Treatise on Advanced-Guard, Out-Post, and Detachment Service of Troops (1847). In addition to its use at West Point, this book was also widely used for militia and volunteer training before the Civil War. Mahan stressed that war was a science and could therefore be learned. Knowledge of military history was the key. As Mahan recognized, there were exceptions, and “it is in discovering these cases that the talent of the general is shown.” Mahan was heavily influenced by French writer Antoine Henri Jomini, an admirer of Napoleon. Both Jomini and Mahan stressed the Napoleonic principle of fire and maneuver, culminating in one big battle.

A staunch Unionist, Mahan continued as professor of engineering at West Point until 1871, when the academic board decided that his advanced age necessitated his retirement. Mahan died shortly thereafter on September 16, 1871.
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Mangin, Charles-Marie-Emmanuel (1866–1925)

French Army general. Born on July 6, 1866, in Sarrebourg in the Moselle Department of Lorraine, Charles-Marie-Emmanuel Mangin was expelled with his family following the German occupation as a consequence of the Franco-Prussian War of 1871. In 1885 Mangin joined the 77th Infantry Regiment and entered L’École Spéciale Militaire de Saint-Cyr the next year, graduating in 1888. Most of his early military career was spent in the French colonies. Known as an aggressive commander, Mangin was three times wounded in colonial service. His first assignment was in Senegal, and he led the advance guard of Colonel Jean Baptiste Marchand’s expedition across Africa to the Nile River at Fashoda in 1898. Admitted to the École de Guerre in 1899, Mangin was assigned to Tonkin in northern French Indochina before returning to Senegal during 1906–1908. Promoted to colonel in 1910, he carried out military operations in French West Africa.

While in Africa, Mangin found time to write a book, La Force noire, which he published in 1912. In it he suggested that France could offset its population imbalance with Germany by utilizing troops from its African possessions. Such troops could be employed effectively in North Africa, freeing up French forces there. Mangin also believed that native soldiers, once they had completed their service, would form the nucleus of a new colonial elite who would be loyal to France. That same year the French Chamber of Deputies authorized the raising of several battalions of Senegalese troops. Under Mangin’s command, they carried out military operations in Morocco, seizing Marrakech in October 1912.

Returning to metropolitan France, Mangin was promoted to général de brigade on August 8, 1913. At age 47, he was the youngest general in the French Army. On August 2, 1914, Mangin took command of the 8th Brigade. Entering Belgium, he fought in the earliest battles of World War I near Charleroi. On August 31 he received command of the 5th Infantry Division. Mangin took part in the Battle of the Marne (September 5–12) and in the First Battle of Artois (December 17, 1914–January 4, 1915). He was promoted to général de division in early 1915. Mangin greatly admired African troops and used them whenever possible in his attacks.

Mangin was one of France’s more skillful commanders. His hallmarks were careful coordination and attacks launched on time and in an aggressive fashion. Utterly fearless, Mangin often inspected his troops at the front and was wounded several times. He was equally reckless with the lives of his men, winning him the sobriquet “The Butcher.”

In the spring of 1916, Mangin was ordered to Verdun with his 5th Infantry Division of Général de Division Robert Nivelle’s III Corps. Mangin’s division succeeded in recapturing from the Germans Fort Douaumont and Fort Vaux, and Mangin soon became Nivelle’s favorite commander. Appointed commander of the Sixth Army, Mangin led it in the ill-fated Nivelle Offensive in Champagne (April 16–May 9, 1917) but failed to capture his objective of the Chemin des Dames. Attempting to shift the blame for his own failure, Nivelle relieved Mangin in May.

Absolved of any fault by a board chaired by Général de Division Ferdinand Foch, Mangin in December 1917 commanded VI Corps, the reserve of the First Army, which was in March 1918 assigned to reinforce the British Expeditionary Force. On June 16, 1918, he received command of the Tenth Army during the Second Battle of the Marne (June 15–18) and led it with distinction in helping to halt the last attacks of the German Ludendorff Offensive (March 21–June 18).

Foch then selected Mangin to launch the first counterattack. Mangin’s forces then drove toward Laon, which he seized in October. As part of Army Group East, Mangin’s Tenth Army was preparing for a major offensive in Lorraine in early November, but the armistice of November 11, 1918, superseded. The Tenth Army entered Metz (November 19) and then reached the Rhine at Mainz (December 11) and occupied the Rhineland.

Following the war, Mangin commanded French occupation troops in Lorraine in the Metz area. In this capacity, he supported Rhineland autonomy movements in an effort to detach that area from the rest of Germany. Made a member of the Conseil supérieur de la guerre (War Council), his last assignment, which he retained until his death, was the inspectorate of French colonial troops. He also wrote his recollections, Comment finit la guerre (1920). In 1921 he carried out a diplomatic mission to South America. Mangin died in Paris on May 12, 1925.
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Mannerheim, Carl Gustav Emil (1867–1951)

Finnish field marshal and president of Finland. Born on June 4, 1867, in Louhisaari in southwestern Finland, which was then part of the Russian Empire, Carl Gustav Emil Mannerheim graduated from the prestigious Nikolaevskoe Cavalry School in St. Petersburg in 1889. Initially commissioned into a dragoon regiment based in Poland, he transferred to the elite Chevalier Guards Regiment in St. Petersburg in 1890. Following a posting to the Cavalry School, Lieutenant Colonel Mannerheim saw combat in the Russo-Japanese War (1904–1905) and was promoted to colonel.

Mannerheim then led a special mission for the Russian government, collecting intelligence along Russia’s border areas in the Far East during 1906–1908. His excellent reports made a favorable impression on Czar Nicholas II, whom he met in 1908. Mannerheim then commanded cavalry units in Poland and was promoted to major general.

Mannerheim saw considerable combat during World War I, mostly commanding cavalry divisions under General Aleksei Brusilov. Mannerheim took command of the 12th Cavalry Division in the Galician Campaign of 1915 and participated in the subsequent Brusilov Offensive (June 4–September 1, 1916). After Romania joined the war in August 1916, Mannerheim transferred to the Transylvanian Alps. Promoted to lieutenant general in June 1917, he commanded VI Cavalry Corps.

Mannerheim opposed the Russian Revolution of March 1917 that deposed the czar, and following the Bolshevik Revolution in November, retired from the Russian Army and returned to Finland. Mannerheim then commanded the White Army in Finland, defeating the communist Red Guards and freeing Finland of Russian troops. He then resigned his command and traveled in Western Europe. Appointed regent in December, he returned to Finland. Defeated in the presidential election in July 1919, Mannerheim retired from public life and traveled widely, including to India.

Mannerheim returned to public service as Finnish minister of defense in 1931 and urged a program of increased spending on the nation’s defenses. He oversaw construction of what became known as the Mannerheim Line, which held invading Soviet troops at the beginning of the Finnish-Soviet War (Winter War, 1939–1940). Mannerheim commanded Finnish forces in that and in the renewal of fighting in the Continuation War (1941–1944) with the Soviet Union. Advanced to field marshal in June 1942, he was elected president of Finland in August 1944 and negotiated the armistice with the Soviet Union on September 19. He retired for reasons of ill health in 1946 and moved to Switzerland to write his memoirs. Mannerheim died in Lausanne, Switzerland, on January 28, 1951.

A staunch patriot if not a convinced republican, Mannerheim served his country loyally and well as a capable and determined military commander and as its president.
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Mansfeld, Peter Ernst (ca. 1580–1626)

German mercenary and military commander during the early years of the Thirty Years’ War (1618–1648). Peter Ernst Mansfeld was the illegitimate son of Graf (Count) Peter Ernst I, Prince von Mansfeld, imperial governor of Luxembourg. Although Emperor Rudolf II (r. 1576–1612) legitimized the younger Mansfeld, he was specifically excluded from inheriting any of his father’s estates.

Mansfeld entered imperial service and distinguished himself in fighting in Hungary, campaigning under his half brother Charles (1543–1595), also a soldier of note who held a prominent command in the imperial forces. Probably from spite for being excluded from what he regarded as his rightful inheritance, Mansfeld switched allegiances and fought on the side of the Protestant princes who did battle against the House of Habsburg. Mansfeld was one of the most prominent military commanders in the Bohemian period (1618–1625), the opening of what became the Thirty Years’ War.

With the start of the war in July 1618, Mansfeld entered the service of Charles Emmanuel, Duke of Savoy, and led a small army to Pilsen (Plzeò) in Bohemia, which he besieged and captured (September 19–November 21). Mansfeld was, however, defeated the next year in the hard-fought Battle of Sablat (June 10, 1619), in present-day Záblati in the Czech Republic, by an imperial army under Count Bucquoy. After this, Mansfeld reportedly offered his services to Holy Roman emperor Ferdinand II (r. 1619–1637) and remained inactive while the titular king of Bohemia, Frederick V (“The Winter King”), elector palatine of the Rhine, fought to keep his throne. Mansfeld did not fight in the important Battle of White Mountain (Belá Hora, November 8, 1620) near Prague, when Frederick was defeated and forced to abandon his new kingdom.

Mansfeld kept his army together at Pilsen and, joining the service of the deposed Frederick in 1621, took up position in the Upper Palatinate, where he resisted efforts by imperial forces under Count Tilly to dislodge him. Mansfeld then moved his army from the Upper Palatinate to the Rhenish Palatinate, where he relieved Frankenthal and captured Hagenau. Joined by Frederick, Mansfeld defeated Johan Tzerclaes, Count Tilly, in command of a Catholic League army in the Battle of Wiesloch/Mingolsheim (April 27, 1622), some 14 miles south of Heidelberg. This victory delayed Tilly from effecting a juncture with Spanish forces from the Netherlands under Gonzales Fernández de Córdoba. In the Battle of Höchst (June 20) on the Main River, however, Tilly and Córdoba caught a Protestant army under Duke Christian of Brunswick attempting to join Mansfeld and defeated it. Christian and the majority of his force were able to link up with Mansfeld. The two commanders and their men then withdraw into Lorraine, devastating much of it. Living off the land, they largely destroyed much of the districts they were supposed to defend, and in July Frederick revoked their commissions.

Mansfeld and Christian were then employed by the Dutch to march north and join them in an effort to relieve the Siege of Bergen op Zoom on the Scheldt River by a Spanish army under Ambrosio Spinola. Although Mansfeld and Christian were defeated by Spinola in the Battle of Fleurus (August 29, 1622), Mansfeld was successful in raising the Siege of Bergen op Zoom (October 9) and conquered much of East Frisia later that year.

In December 1623, Mansfeld secured an alliance with King James I of England, father-in-law of the deposed Frederick. Mansfeld traveled to England and assembled a mercenary force there, financed by James. In January 1625, Mansfeld sailed from Dover for the Netherlands with his small army. The Thirty Years’ War had now entered its Danish period (1625–1629) with the arrival in northern Germany of King Christian IV.

Driven out of East Frisia, Mansfeld attacked an imperial force under mercenary captain Albrecht Wenzel von Wallenstein at the Elbe crossing point of the Dessau Bridge and was badly defeated (April 25, 1626). Mansfeld soon raised another force, hoping to attack the hereditary Habsburg landholdings. Pursued by Wallenstein, Mansfeld headed for Hungary, where he planned to join forces with Prince Bethlen Gábor of Transylvania. But when Bethlen made peace with the emperor, Mansfeld was forced to disband his troops. Mansfeld set out for Venice, but he died at Rakowitza near Sarajevo, Bosnia, under mysterious circumstances, most probably of illness, on November 29, 1626.

A commander of considerable ability, Mansfeld sold his services to the highest bidder. Mansfeld also showed considerable ability as a diplomat.
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Manstein, Erich Lewinski von (1887–1973)

German Army field marshal. Born into a military family in Berlin on November 24, 1887, Erich Lewinski took the name Manstein from his uncle, who adopted him after his father’s death in 1896. Manstein received a commission in 1906, serving in his uncle Paul von Hindenburg’s regiment. World War I interrupted Manstein’s studies at the Kriegsakademie. He participated in the capture of Namur in Belgium (August 20–24, 1914), then served on the Eastern Front, where he was wounded that November. Thereafter he held staff assignments.

Manstein continued in the German Army after the war and as chief of staff of the Berlin Military District helped to draw up plans for the 100,000-man German Army in 1919. He assumed command of a company of the 5th Infantry Regiment in Pomerania in October 1927. Promoted to major in 1927, he held staff positions and joined the Operations Branch of the Truppenamt (General Staff) in September 1929. Promoted to lieutenant colonel, he assumed command of a battalion of the 4th Infantry Regiment in October 1932 and then was promoted to colonel in December 1933. Made head of the Operations Branch of the General Staff in July 1935, Manstein was promoted to Generalmajor (U.S. equiv. brigadier general) in October 1936. He became deputy to chief of staff of the army Generaloberst (colonel general, U.S. equiv. full general) Ludwig Beck in February 1938 but was opposed to Chancellor Adolf Hitler’s rearmament program, which led to Manstein being reassigned as commander of the 18th Division in Silesia.

Recalled to serve as chief of staff to Generaloberst Ritter von Leeb’s Army Group South in August 1938, Manstein was promoted to Generalleutnant (U.S. equiv. major general) in April 1939. Named chief of staff of Arbeitsstab Rundstedt (Working Staff Rundstedt), he helped plan the invasion of southern Poland. Named chief of staff to Generaloberst Gerd von Rundstedt’s Army Group South in August, Manstein held that post through the Polish Campaign (September). Appointed chief of staff to Army Group A under Rundstedt in the West in October 1939, Manstein helped develop an alternative to the strategy for the invasion of France (the Ardennes approach), which Hitler adopted.

In February 1940 Manstein took command of XXXVIII Corps, leading it in the invasion of France. Promoted to General der Infanterie (U.S. equiv. lieutenant general) in June 1940, he received command of the LVI Panzer Corps in East Prussia assigned to Generaloberst Erich Hoepner’s Panzer Group, Army Group North, in May 1941. Manstein advanced over 100 miles in the first two days of the German invasion of the Soviet Union (Operation BARBAROSSA) and seized the key bridges at Dvinsk (June). Transferred to Army Group South, he assumed command of the Eleventh Army and began the conquest of the Crimea. After hard fighting, his forces managed to secure the prize of Sevastopol (July 4, 1942), the day after his promotion to Generalfeldmarschall (field marshal).

Manstein was then ordered to take a stripped-down Eleventh Army to rescue the Eighteenth Army south of Leningrad in August 1942. He then fought a series of costly battles with some success. Manstein urged Hitler, without success, to concentrate in the center part of the Eastern Front. Briefly moved into the Central Army Group’s sector, Manstein assumed command of the newly formed Army Group Don on both sides of Stalingrad between Army Group A in the Caucasus and Army Group B in November 1942. Assigned the mission of rescuing the Sixth Army in Stalingrad, with only three panzer divisions Manstein fought his way to within 35 miles of the German perimeter before being halted. He did prevent the Soviets from taking Rostov and trapping German Army Group A.

When the Soviets drove to the Donets River and recaptured Kursk, Rostov, and Kharkov to the west (February 1943), Hitler approved a counterattack. Manstein exploited Soviet fuel shortages with a panzer attack from the south that resulted in the recapture of Kharkov and Belgorod (March). He sought to entice the Soviet Army’s South and Southwest Fronts into a similar indiscretion near Odessa, but Hitler insisted instead on a reduction of the Kursk salient (Operation CITADEL). Although the Germans made some headway in the Battle of Kursk, their offensive soon ground to a halt in what was the largest tank battle of the war (July 5–August 23).

Hitler’s policy of refusing to allow withdrawals frustrated Manstein’s approach of an elastic defense, and Manstein’s frankness did not ingratiate him with the German dictator. Manstein fought to prevent a Soviet encirclement after being forced to cross the Dnieper. Finally, one came in the form of the Cherkassy pocket, although Manstein managed to extract the bulk of two corps. He never could convince Hitler to allow the appointment of a chief of staff for the Eastern Front. A conference with Hitler at Berchtesgaden in March 1944 led to a heated exchange and Manstein’s relief as commander of Army Group South in April.

Manstein declined participation in the putsch against Hitler in July 1944. Surrendering to British forces in May 1945, Manstein was then put on trial on war crimes charges in August 1949, largely on Soviet insistence, for the executions of Jews, Gypsies, and Crimean Tartars in his rear areas. Convicted, Manstein was sentenced to 18 years’ imprisonment in February 1950. He was freed for medical reasons in May 1953.

Manstein then headed a committee created by Federal Republic of Germany chancellor Konrad Adenauer to advise the government on the creation of a new German army during 1955–1956. Manstein died at Irschenhausen, Bavaria, on June 11, 1973.

Certainly one of the ablest generals and strategists of World War II, Manstein was widely respected by friend and foe. He was also one of the few German generals to stand up to Hitler.
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Mao Zedong (1893–1976)

Chinese political and military leader. Born into a prosperous peasant family in Shaoshan (Shao-shan), Hunan Province, in central China on December 26, 1893, Mao Zedong (Mao Tse-tung) graduated from the Fourth Teacher’s Training School in Changsha, Hunan. An intellectual who embraced revolutionary thinking, Mao attended a meeting in Shanghai, where the Chinese Communist Party (CCP) was founded in July 1921.

Mao became a labor organizer, and in the mid-1920s he and other Chinese communists cooperated with President Sun Yixian’s (Sun Yat-sen) Guomindang (GMD, Kouomintang, Nationalist) party. Mao held several posts in the GMD, including secretary of its propaganda department in 1925. After Sun’s death in 1925, Jiang Jieshi (Chiang Kai-shek), head of the Huangpu (Whampoa) Military Academy, won control of the GMD.

Jiang soon began to eliminate rival political groupings and purge communists from GMD positions. He also launched the Northern Expedition of 1925–1927 against assorted warlords. In 1927 Jiang turned against such communists as had escaped his purge, and he established a base in Jiangxi (Kiangsi) Province and suppressed several communist insurrections, including the Autumn Harvest Uprising of peasants and guerrillas led by Mao. Joined by renegade GMD army officers Zhu De (Chu Teh) and Lin Biao (Lin Piao) and their troops, Mao founded the Jiangxi Soviet Republic in the province’s southeast, becoming its chairman in October 1931. Mao and Zhu elaborated theories of relying on peasant warfare and guerrilla tactics to win control of China, rejecting orthodox Marxist teachings that the urban proletariat must be the driving force of revolution. By 1933, their base soon had an army of 200,000.

The communists launched several uprisings in major Chinese cities, a threat to the authority of Jiang, who took Beijing (Peking), unifying all China south of the Great Wall and heading a new GMD government in 1928. Jiang mounted annual campaigns against the communist soviet. This ranked higher in his priorities than opposing the establishment by Japan of a puppet government in China’s northeastern region of Manchuria in 1932.
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Mao Zedong led the People’s Republic of China during 1949–1976. Forceful and ruthless, Mao radically transformed China as one of the most influential rulers in Chinese history. (Getty Images)



When GMD forces encircled the Jiangxi soviet in 1934, Mao and Zhu broke out, leading more than 100,000 followers on the epic Long March of 6,000 miles to Yan’an (Yenan) in northern Shaanxi (Shensi), during which heavy fighting and harsh conditions reduced their numbers to 7,000 and Mao was forced to abandon 2 of his own children. He was then elected CCP chairman in 1935. In the Xi’an (Sian) Incident in Shaanxi of December 1936, northern Manchurian warlord Zhang Xueliang (Chang Hsüeh-liang) rejected Jiang’s orders to attack the communists and urged all Chinese to join forces against the Japanese. Zhang kidnapped Jiang, forcing him to agree to a united anti-Japanese front with the communists.

With the Battle of the Lugouqiao (Lukouch’iao) or Marco Polo Bridge (July 7–9, 1937), full-scale war began between Chinese and Japanese troops. GMD forces retreated to Chongqing (Chungking) in the southwestern province of Sichuan (Szechwan) in 1938. From their Yan’an base, Mao and the communists effectively controlled northwestern China, and the GMD controlled southwestern China. Mao’s Red Army, rechristened the Eighth Route Army, participated in fighting against Japanese troops, as did communist guerrilla forces. The CCP adopted a constitution accepting Mao’s teachings as its official ideology in 1945.

The communist-GMD front had largely broken down in early 1941 after nationalist units defeated the communist New Fourth Army near the Changjiang (Yangzi River) Valley. From then until the end of the war, the communists concentrated their energies on establishing guerrilla bases and peasant support behind Japanese lines, efforts that also helped to ensure that they had ultimate postwar control of these areas. When the war ended in August 1945, incoming Soviet troops facilitated Chinese communist moves to take control of much of Manchuria. Fighting resumed between GMD and communist forces in early 1946, and American attempts to negotiate a truce foundered on both sides’ rooted antagonism. Civil war continued until January 1949, and Mao proclaimed the new People’s Republic of China (PRC) in October 1949.

Until his death, Mao remained China’s supreme leader, dominating the country’s politics. He was responsible for several controversial and costly policies, including the decision that launched Chinese forces against United Nations forces in Korea in October 1950; the Great Leap Forward (1958–1962), a disastrous attempt to industrialize China in decentralized, local efforts; and the Great Proletarian Cultural Revolution (1966), a socially divisive campaign designed to induce a state of permanent revolution in China. Mao died in Beijing on September 9, 1976.

Ruthless and determined, Mao was one of the most forceful and influential individuals in all Chinese history.

Priscilla Roberts
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March, Peyton Conway (1864–1955)

U.S. Army general and chief of staff during World War I. Born at Easton, Pennsylvania, on December 27, 1864, Peyton Conway March attended Lafayette College, where he graduated with honors in classics in 1884. March graduated from the U.S. Military Academy, West Point, in 1888. He commanded an artillery battery in the Spanish-American War (1898), participating in the campaign leading to the capture of Manila (June–August). After serving briefly as aide-de-camp to U.S. commander of the Division of the Philippines Major General Arthur MacArthur, March participated in several campaigns during the Philippine-American War (1899–1902) and served as a provincial governor.

At the conclusion of hostilities, March returned to Washington, D.C., in 1903 to serve on the new War Department General Staff until 1907 and was a military observer of the Russo-Japanese War (1904–1905). Promoted to major in January 1907, he served with the 6th Field Artillery Regiment, Fort Riley, Kansas, and then as an adjutant in the adjutant general’s department (1911–1916).

Promoted to colonel in August 1916, March commanded the 8th Field Artillery Regiment along the tense Mexican border, after which he was promoted to brigadier general and placed in command of the 1st Field Artillery Brigade, 1st Division, American Expeditionary Forces (AEF), and deployed to Europe in June 1917. Following promotion to major general in August 1917, March became chief of AEF artillery, a duty he held until his return to Washington in March 1918 to serve as acting chief of staff of the U.S. Army as part of an overhaul of the War Department by Secretary of War Newton D. Baker.

Baker handpicked March, whom he knew to be an effective administrator, to supervise the mobilization, training, equipping, and deployment of U.S. forces sent to Europe; to establish the organization, control, and effectiveness of their supply; and to ensure the base of support and cooperation upon which the success of General John Pershing and the AEF depended. In this role as the first modern military manager, March performed brilliantly, and he established the primacy of the chief of staff in the army hierarchy. During his tenure, significant numbers of U.S. forces were trained and transported to France. March also created new branches in the U.S. Air Service, Tank Corps, Chemical Warfare Service, and Motor Transport Service. Under his leadership the War Department became an efficient and powerful agency, and its General Staff functioned as the brain of the army.

At war’s end, March supervised the AEF’s return to the United States, the demobilization and discharge of the bulk of the army, and the integration of the AEF regulars into the peacetime army. The army released more than 3 million men in the 10 months following the armistice, an accomplishment that March viewed with justifiable pride. However, his plan for demobilization created friction between him and Pershing and with a U.S. Congress eager to reassert itself after the war. This friction worsened when March’s plans for a strong General Staff, a 500,000-man postwar army, and a three-month universal training program clashed with congressional preferences for a stronger role for the National Guard and more robust universal military training. Pershing’s opposition to the March proposal in testimony to Congress in 1920 proved its death knell.

March retired as a major general in November 1921. In 1930 he was advanced to general on the retired list. March published a memoir of his wartime service in 1932. Brutally frank, The Nation at War harshly criticized Pershing and engendered a strong counterattack from the latter’s followers. Ironically, March was respected by two later chiefs of staff who were Pershing men, Douglas MacArthur and George C. Marshall. March died in Washington, D.C., on April 13, 1955.

A capable administrator, March did much to modernize the U.S. Army and prepare it for combat in World War I.

Charles F. Brower IV

Further Reading

Coffman, Edward M. The Hilt of the Sword: The Career of Peyton C. March. Madison: University of Wisconsin Press, 1966.

March, Peyton C. The Nation at War. Garden City, NY: Doubleday, 1932.

Palmer, Frederick. Newton D. Baker: America at War. 2 vols. New York: Dodd, Mead, 1931.

Pershing, John J. My Experiences in the World War. 2 vols. New York: Frederick A. Stokes, 1931.

Vandiver, Frank E. Black Jack: The Life and Times of John J. Pershing. 2 vols. College Station: Texas A&M University Press, 1977.

Marcus Aurelius (121–180)

Roman emperor. Marcus Aurelius Verus (Marcus Aurelius Antoninus) was born in Rome on April 26, 121, the nephew of the wife of Emperor Antoninus Pius, who adopted him. A serious student and intellectual, Marcus Aurelius studied both law and Greek stoicism. He was three times consul (140, 145, and 161) and served as chief aide to Antoninus Pius until Pius’s death on March 7, 161. Marcus Aurelius then declared himself emperor, with his younger foster brother Commodus (now known as L. Aurelius Varus) as coemperor.

King Vologases III of Parthia invaded Syria in late 161, and Marcus Aurelius went to war against him, enjoying military success in the Parthian War (162–166). Although he was nominal commander of the Roman forces, Marcus Aurelius remained in Antioch while his troops, under Gaius Avidius Cassius or coemperor Varus, defeated the Parthians and occupied both Armenia and Mesopotamia. The Roman troops, however, returned with the plague, which laid waste to large parts of the empire during 166–167.

At the same time, a series of wars began in 167 along the northern frontier of the empire. The Marcomanni, Quadi, and Langobardi tribes invaded across the Danube and ravaged large portions of the northern empire. Later the Teutons crossed the Alps into Italy. Marcus Aurelius raised forces and took to the field personally in 167, using with considerable effectiveness highly mobile forces to augment thinly stretched Roman frontier garrisons. Varus died the next year, the same year that the Marcomanni tribe again invaded. During 169–172 Marcus Aurelius campaigned against them, defeating the Marcomannis in 172 and the other tribes by 174. He permitted many of them to settle lands depopulated by the earlier plague.

When the Sarmatians crossed the lower Danube into present-day Bulgaria in 174, Marcus Aurelius again took to the field, defeating them in 175. He then campaigned in Syria to put down a revolt there by his legate, Avidius Cassius, in 175. After an extensive tour of the provinces, Marcus Aurelius made his son Commodus coemperor in 178, ending the period of adoptive emperors. Marcus Aurelius returned to again defend the Danube frontier in 178, crushing the tribes in Bohemia but at sufficient cost to cause political unrest in Rome.

Marcus Aurelius died in Vindobona (later Vienna) on March 17, 180. His death brought to a close the period of the Pax Romana. Commodus (r. 180–192) was more interested in pleasure than in administration.

Although Marcus Aurelius did not make any major military organizational changes, he was an excellent planner and soldier-administrator and a capable, determined general who ably defended the empire on all fronts. He is considered one of the great soldier-emperors of Roman history. Marcus Aurelius was also one of history’s great stoic philosophers and writers.
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Marius, Gaius (157–86 BCE)

Roman general and military innovator. Born in 157 BCE in Ceratoe near Arpinum, Italy, into a plebeian family with equestrian rank, Gaius Marius was the first of his family to attain high position. Elected tribune in 119, he survived prosecution on a charge of political bribery in 116 and was then governor of Farther Spain in 114. During the Jugurthine War (112–105), he was elected consul in 107 and campaigned with success against King Jugurtha of Numidia, who had revolted against Rome. Marius was, however, jealous of Lucius Cornelius Sulla, another Roman general who in 105 actually captured Jugurtha, who was then put to death.

Reelected consul six consecutive times during 107–100, Marius campaigned against two large Celtic tribes who had destroyed legionary forces sent against them in 105. He reformed the army, raising forces by enlisting nonpropertied Roman citizens and paying them himself. This was a tremendous change. Marius also greatly improved the organization, equipment, and training of the legions. He developed earlier experiments in the cohort (bodies of 500–600 men consisting of six centuries) as the principal legionary tactical unit. Marius is also credited with introducing a new pilum (spear) with a breakaway point, and he gave the legions their silver eagle symbols and numbers.

The now largely professional volunteer 10-cohort legions were more dependent on their generals than on the state. The military became a career instead of a civic duty. Marius used this force to annihilate the Teutones at Aquae Sextiae (Aix-en-Provence) in 102 BCE and the Cimbris at Vercellae in northern Italy in 101. His political goals of democratic reform blocked, he then traveled in Asia during 99–94.
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Gaius Marius (157–86 BCE) was a Roman general and political leader best known for his highly effective military reforms. Statue by Victor Vilain (1818–1899). (Allan T. Kohl/Art Images for College Teaching)



Marius returned to Italy on the eve of the Social War (91–88 BCE), a civil war fought between the idea of a united Italy and that of rule by the Roman Senate alone. In this struggle between Rome and its Italian allies (socii), Marius and Sulla commanded the Roman forces. The war ended when the Senate agreed to grant Roman citizenship to all the non-Roman population of Italy, although a citizen still had to be present in Rome in person to vote.

Marius and Sulla then fell to fighting between themselves in 87 BCE. A new threat had appeared in the east in the form of King Mithradates IV of Pontus in Asia Minor. Marius sought the command against Mithradates, but because the Senate trusted the patrician Sulla more, it awarded the command to Sulla, who was elected consul. Marius’s supporter M. Sulpicius Rufus attempted to reverse this decision and gain the post for Marius, but Sulla marched his six legions on Rome. Rufus was slain, and Marius fled to Africa.

After Sulla had departed for the east, Marius returned to Rome. Marius and his supporters seized power in 87, executing a large number of political opponents and establishing themselves in power during 87–83. Marius died in Rome on January 13, 86 BCE, several days after having been elected consul. Having forced Mithradates to terms, Sulla returned to Rome and easily defeated Marius’s inept successors in 83 and became dictator.

A brave, capable general, Marius was an important military reformer and innovator. He was also intensely ambitious.
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Marlborough, John Churchill, First Duke of (1650–1722)

British general. Born on March 26, 1650, at Ashe, Devon, to an impoverished family of gentry, John Churchill was educated at St. Paul’s School during 1664–1665. He entered the service of James, Duke of York, the future king of England, as a page after his elder sister became a lady-in-waiting to the Duchess of York in 1665. Commissioned an ensign in 1667, Churchill served in the Tangier garrison during 1667–1670 and then returned to court. During the Third Anglo-Dutch War of 1672–1674, he was with James when the latter commanded the English fleet in the Battle of Solebay (May 28, 1672). Churchill’s valor in the battle brought promotion to captain. Churchill then served in the English regiment under the Duke of Monmouth that fought with the French against the Dutch and distinguished himself in the Siege of Maastricht (June 5–30, 1673) and at Sinsheim (June 16, 1674). For his service, Churchill was promoted to colonel. He then led a charge at Einzheim (October 4, 1674). Returning to court with the end of the war, he wooed and married Sarah Jennings, lady-in-waiting to Princess Anne, future queen of England, a step that further advanced his career.

Churchill, made Baron Churchill of Aymouth in 1682, was a major general and second-in-command of royal forces that put down a rebellion against James II by James Scott, Duke of Monmouth, at the Battle of Sedgemoor (July 6, 1685), where Churchill was de facto commander. Although he enjoyed advancement under James and was created colonel of the Life Guards for his services, Churchill was concerned about the king’s policies, especially his obstinate promotion of Catholicism, and he opened correspondence with William, Prince of Orange, who had married James’s daughter, Mary. When William and Mary landed at Torbay on the English coast on November 5, 1688, Churchill was one of the key defections from James to them, despite the fact that James made him lieutenant general. On the ouster of James in the Glorious Revolution, William and Mary rewarded Churchill by making him the earl of Marlborough and a member of the Privy Council.

Marlborough participated in the War of the League of Augsburg (1688–1697), both in helping to organize English coastal defenses and, during William’s campaign in Ireland, capturing several ports there (September–October 1690). False accusations of treason led King William III to strip Marlborough of his offices in January 1692 and imprison him in the Tower of London in May. Aiding in the reconciliation of Princess Anne with William following the death of Queen Mary in 1694, Marlborough gradually returned to favor beginning in 1698.

William entrusted Marlborough with the command of English troops in the Netherlands on the beginning of the War of the Spanish Succession (1701–1714). Upon Queen Anne’s accession to the throne, Marlborough was appointed captain general of English forces and also received command of Dutch troops in May 1702. She also created him the duke of Marlborough.

Marlborough helped to put together another alliance against France. Frustrated by hesitation on the part of the Dutch and their preoccupation with the defense of the Netherlands, he urged greater offensive action. When the French and their Bavarian ally posed a serious threat to Austria and the South German states in 1704, Marlborough acted. Leaving the Dutch to screen one French army, he led a forced march to the Danube in southern Germany, where, joined by Eugène of Savoy, he defeated a larger French-Bavarian force at Blenheim (August 13, 1704). In gratitude for this brilliant victory, Holy Roman emperor Leopold I created Marlborough the prince of Mindelheim, and the English Parliament voted him funds to build Blenheim Palace.

Marlborough continued to win victories, including at Ramilles (May 23, 1706), Oudenarde (July 11, 1708), and Malplaquet (September 11, 1709), but despite heavy casualties on both sides was unable to drive the French from the war. Marlborough’s campaigns, however, saved the Netherlands from French invasion and made King Louis XIV amenable to peace talks. Marlborough’s advocacy of continuing the war was at variance with the new English government efforts to bring the war to an end through secret negotiations. This and a final breach between Marlborough and his wife and Queen Anne led to him being dismissed from his posts and recalled in December 1710. He and his wife Sarah, also dismissed from her position in 1713, briefly lived abroad in Germany. Marlborough was reinstated as captain general on the accession of King George I in 1714 but never again played an active military role.

Suffering a series of strokes, Marlborough gradually declined in health and retired from public life. He died on June 16, 1722, at Cranbourne Lodge, Windsor, England, following a third stroke.

Vain, overbearing, and intensely ambitious, Marlborough was also one of the most brilliant generals in British history. He helped create and maintain the coalition of forces against France and won some of the most brilliant allied victories of the War of Spanish Succession. A master logistician and strategist, Marlborough was also beloved by his men, who called him “Corporal John” because of his concern for their welfare.
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Marshall, George Catlett (1880–1959)

U.S. Army general, chief of staff of the army, secretary of state, and secretary of defense. Born in Uniontown, Pennsylvania, on December 31, 1880, George Catlett Marshall graduated from the Virginia Military Institute in 1901. Commissioned in the infantry in 1902, he then served in a variety of assignments, including in the Philippines. Marshall attended the Infantry and Cavalry School, Fort Leavenworth, in 1906 and was an instructor in the Army Service Schools during 1907–1908.

After the United States entered World War I, Marshall went to France with the American Expeditionary Forces as operations and training officer of the 1st Division in June 1917. A temporary major, he was promoted to lieutenant colonel in 1918. Marshall became deputy chief of staff for operations of the U.S. First Army in August and was the principal planner of the Saint-Mihiel Offensive (September 12–16, 1918). He earned admiration for his logistical skills in directing the quick repositioning of hundreds of thousands of men across the battlefront after that success for the Meuse-Argonne Offensive (September 26–November 11).


MARSHALL




George C. Marshall was honest, direct, blunt, and often courageous in presenting his beliefs at the risk of his own career. On October 3, 1917, during World War I, American Expeditionary Forces (AEF) commander General John J. Pershing criticized Major General William Siebert, commander of the AEF 1st Division, in front of Siebert’s staff officers, including Marshall, then a temporary major. Loyal to Siebert and believing the humiliation of his commander to be unjustified, Marshall went to Siebert’s defense. When Pershing sought to ignore him, Marshall took the AEF commander’s arm to prevent him from leaving and continued to speak, pointing out that the problem lay with Pershing’s own headquarters.

The other officers, including Siebert, were horrified by Marshall’s action. Friends shook hands and said goodbye to Marshall, convinced that he would soon be sent home. Although the incident delayed his promotion, Pershing did not hold it against Marshall. Indeed, Marshall subsequently joined Pershing’s staff, and Pershing became a mentor to him.



After working on occupation plans for Germany, Marshall reverted to his permanent rank of captain and during 1919–1924 became aide to General John J. Pershing, who served as chief of staff of the army during 1921–1924. Marshall was promoted to major in 1920 and to lieutenant colonel in 1923.

Marshall served in Tianjin (Tientsin), China, with the 15th Infantry Regiment during 1924–1927. He was assistant commandant in charge of instruction at the Infantry School, Fort Benning, Georgia (1927–1932), where he helped to train many officers who would serve as generals during World War II. Promoted to colonel in 1932, he served in various assignments in the continental United States, including instructor with the Illinois National Guard (1933–1936). Marshall advanced to brigadier general in 1936 and assumed command of the 5th Infantry Brigade.

Marshall became head of the War Plans Division in Washington, D.C., with promotion to major general in July 1938 and then to deputy chief of staff in October. President Franklin D. Roosevelt advanced Marshall over many more senior officers to appoint him chief of staff of the army on September 1, 1939, the day that German armies invaded Poland. Marshall was promoted to major general and simultaneously to temporary general the same day that he became chief of staff.

As war began in Europe, Marshall worked to revitalize the American defense establishment. Supported by pro-Allied civilian senior leaders, such as Secretary of War Henry L. Stimson, Marshall instituted and lobbied for programs to recruit and train new troops; expedite munitions production; assist Great Britain, China, and the Soviet Union in resisting the Axis powers; and coordinate British and American strategy. After the United States entered the war (December 7, 1941), Marshall presided over an increase in the U.S. Army from a mere 200,000 troops to a wartime maximum of 8.1 million men and women. Marshall stressed the tactical basics of firepower and maneuver, and he supported mechanization and the most modern military technology. For all this he became known as the “Organizer of Victory.”


[image: image]

Future chief of staff of the U.S. Army during World War II George C. Marshall served as a lieutenant colonel during World War I and established himself as a brilliant staff officer and administrator. (Library of Congress)



Marshall was a strong supporter of opening a second front in Europe as early as possible, a campaign that was deferred by strategic necessity until June 1944. Between 1941 and 1945 he attended all the major Allied wartime strategic conferences, including those at Placentia Bay, Quebec, Cairo, Tehran, Malta, Yalta, Potsdam, and Washington, D.C. Marshall was the first to be promoted to the newly authorized five-star rank of general of the army in December 1944. Perhaps his greatest personal disappointment was that he did not hold field command, especially that of the European invasion forces. Roosevelt and the other wartime chiefs wanted Marshall to remain in Washington, and Marshall bowed to their wishes. He was a major supporter of the U.S. Army Air Forces, and he advocated employment of the atomic bomb against Japan in August 1945.

On the urging of President Harry S. Truman, Marshall agreed to serve as special envoy to China (1945–1947). He was secretary of state during 1947–1949, when he advanced the Marshall Plan to rebuild Europe, and president of the American Red Cross during 1949–1950. Truman persuaded Marshall yet again to return to government service as secretary of defense in September 1950. Marshall worked to repair relations with the other agencies of government that had become frayed under his predecessor and to build up the U.S. military to meet the needs of the Korean War (1950–1953) and commitments in Europe, while at the same time maintaining an adequate reserve. Marshall opposed General Douglas MacArthur’s efforts for a widened war with China and supported Truman in his decisions to fight a limited war and to remove MacArthur as commander of United Nations forces.

Marshall resigned in September 1951, ending 50 years of dedicated government service. Awarded the Nobel Prize for Peace in 1953 for the Marshall Plan, he was the first soldier so honored. Marshall died in Washington, D.C., on October 16, 1959.

If not America’s greatest soldier, Marshall was one of the nation’s most capable military leaders and statesmen and certainly one of the most influential figures of the 20th century.
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Martinet, Jean (?–1672)

French general and drillmaster of the army. Born a commoner, probably before 1620 and of obscure origins, Jean Martinet joined the French Army and rose rapidly through its ranks during the period of military reforms carried out by French marshals Henri de la Tour d’Auvergue, Viscount of Turenne, and François-Michel Le Tellier, Marquis de Louvois.

Appointed lieutenant colonel of the infantry regiment Du Roi (King’s Foot Guards) in 1662, Martinet instituted a highly successful system of discipline and drill. The regiment had been created as a model for the rest of the army, and his success with it led to his appointment as inspector general of infantry and the installation of his system throughout the entire French Army. Martinet introduced elite grenadier regiments into the army and by 1670 secured the regulation of one grenadier company in each infantry regiment. He also introduced copper pontoon boats for river crossings (first used successfully in the crossing of the Rhine on June 13, 1672). Martinet was unsuccessful in efforts to replace the pike in the army with a plug bayonet.

Martinet was killed leading an assault at Duisburg on June 21, 1672, at the onset of the Dutch War of 1672–1678.

Martinet’s name passed into the language as a noun meaning one who is a strict disciplinarian. Martinet was one of several key individuals, including Louvois, Turenne, and Sebastien Vauban, who contributed to the rebuilding of the French Army under King Louis XIV, by which it became the most powerful military force in Europe.
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Masséna, André (1758–1817)

French marshal. André Masséna was born in Nice on May 6, 1758. Of Italian extraction and the son of a shopkeeper of Italian extraction, Masséna was six years old when his father died. When Masséna’s mother remarried, he went to live with relatives. In 1771 Masséna went to sea as a cabin boy in 1771, and in 1775 he enlisted in the Royal Italian Regiment in the French Army. He rose to sergeant before leaving the army after marrying the daughter of a surgeon in 1789. Masséna then made his living by smuggling. Rejoining the army in 1791, he rose rapidly in rank because of his ability and the pressing need for officers in the Wars of the French Revolution beginning in 1792. Promoted to captain of guides in the French Army of Italy, he subsequently saw service in the Siege of Toulon (September 7–December 19, 1793) and was advanced to general of division that December.

Masséna enjoyed success in the fighting in northern Italy in 1794 and took command of one of the three divisions of the Army of Italy in November 1795. Following his victory at Loano (November 22–24), commander of the Army of Italy General Napoleon Bonaparte gave him command of the center division of the army during the 1796 campaign. Masséna was victorious at Montenotte (April 12) and Dego (April 14). He led the subsequent advance on Turin, played a key role in the French victory at Lodi Bridge (May 10), and subsequently fought with distinction in the battles at Castiglione (August 5), Bassano (September 8), and Rivoli (January 14–15, 1797). He also played a key role in the subsequent French advance on Vienna (March–April 1797).

In February 1798 Masséna was again in Italy, serving under the overall command of Marshal Louis Alexandre Berthier, but Masséna’s troops in Rome mutinied from lack of pay. In November 1798 he commanded a corps under Barthelmy Catherin Joubert in Switzerland, succeeding him in command after Joubert’s defeat in the Battle of Stockach (March 25, 1799). Defeating an Allied assault on Zürich (June 4), Masséna then withdrew to regroup. Taking the offensive, he defeated the Russians in the Second Battle of Zürich (September 26), pursing the Russians northward, across the Rhine.

Following his seizure of power in November 1799, Napoleon ordered Masséna to assume command of what remained of the Army of Italy. Masséna conducted a brilliant defensive operation there during early April 1800, only to be besieged at Genoa (April 24–June 4), where he was forced to surrender.

Following Masséna’s repatriation, he went into retirement. Napoleon named him a marshal of the empire (fifth in seniority) on October 18, 1804, and the next year assigned him command of all French forces in Italy. There Masséna boldly attacked larger Austrian forces commanded by Archduke Charles of Lorraine. While Masséna was rebuffed at Caldiero near Verona (October 30), he drove the Austrians back into the Julian Alps and then pacified Calabria (July–December 1806).

Created the duke of Rivoli by Napoleon in March 1808, Masséna took command of IV Corps and fought in the campaign against Austria the next year at Abensburg-Eggmühl (April 20, 1809), then fought with distinction in the Battle of Aspern-Essling (May 21–22). In the subsequent Battle of Wagram (July 5–6), Masséna was injured by a fall from a horse and had to operate from a carriage but directed the holding action that allowed Napoleon to carry out a flanking attack, which led to victory over Archduke Charles.

In January 1810, Napoleon conferred on Masséna the title “Prince of Essling” and that April assigned him command of the Army of Portugal. Leading an advance into Portugal from Spain that June, Masséna captured the Ciudad Rodrigo fortress (July 10), then suffered defeat by Arthur Wellesley, Viscount Wellington, at Buçaco (Bussaco, September 27). Masséna fought Wellington again at Fuentes de Oñoro (May 3–5, 1811) but was forced to withdraw because of a lack of supplies. Replaced later in May by Marshal Auguste Marmont, Masséna never again held a field command but served as governor of the military district at Toulon. He gave his allegiance to Louis XVIII in March 1815. Masséna reluctantly rallied to Napoleon during the latter’s effort to return to power in the Hundred Days during April–June 1815, but poor health forced Masséna to resign. He was retired without pension in January 1816. Masséna died in Paris on April 4, 1817.

A gifted strategist and an energetic field commander, Masséna was among the best of Napoleon’s generals. Wellington in particular had a high opinion of Masséna.
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Matthias I Corvinus (1443–1490)

Hungarian king. Born in Kolozsvár, Transylvania (now Cluj, Romania), on February 23, 1443, Mátyás Hunyadi was the son of Hungarian national leader János Hunyadi, the kingdom’s greatest landowner and most powerful noble. At age 12, Mátyás began accompanying his father on campaigns. Mátyás was knighted in 1454 and took part in his father’s relief of Belgrade (July 21–22, 1456).

Following the death of János Hunyadi from the plague on August 11, Mátyás was persuaded by his father’s enemies to return to Buda (Budapest). There King Ladislas V ordered both Mátyás and his elder brother, László, arrested. Brought to trial on false charges of conspiracy, both were convicted and sentenced to death. László was beheaded, but Mátyás was spared because of his youth and was imprisoned in Prague. Ladislas V died unexpectedly in 1457, and the next year, despite some noble opposition, Mátyás was elected king of Hungary on January 24, 1458, as Matthias I (later known as Matthias Corvinus).

The early years of Matthias’s reign were tumultuous. Hungary was then under threat from a variety of foreign enemies and was also in considerable upheaval at home. Matthias secured a powerful ally on the election of his father-in-law, George of Podiebrad, as king of Bohemia. The Turks were a continuing threat, and Matthias embarked on a campaign against them but was forced to break it off when dissident nobles crowned Holy Roman emperor Frederick III king of Hungary on March 4, 1459. Matthias returned to Hungary and drove out Frederick, forcing Frederick to recognize him as king in April 1462.

Matthias was judicious in his choice of advisers, relying on the capable János Vitéz. Domestically, Matthias instituted a series of reforms designed both to centralize authority and enhance royal power. He introduced a new system of taxes but also insisted that the collections be monitored. He was a great lawgiver, and he also fostered education throughout the kingdom. Matthais established the University of Bratislava as well as Hungary’s first printing press and, literate himself, accumulated a large personal library.

Matthias was forced to put down a number of rebellions sparked by noble opposition to his strengthening of royal power, most notably in 1467 and 1471. He continued his father’s policy of building up the Hungarian Army. Not wishing to rely on the nobles, whom he rightly distrusted, Matthias employed large numbers of mercenaries, the famous Black Companies that were such a terror to Hungary’s enemies. He strengthened the border fortresses along the southern frontier against the Turks, a step that worked for half a century.

Matthias was also involved in struggles with Bohemia and Austria. He went to war against his father-in-law, George Podiebrad, and was constantly sparring with Holy Roman emperor Frederick III of Austria. Repulsed in an attack against Vienna in 1477, Matthias also led two new expeditions against the Turks in 1463 and 1479. He signed an agreement recognizing Frederick as king of Hungary should he die without male issue but then launched a third war against Frederick in 1482. This time, Matthias captured Vienna (June 1, 1485). He went on to conquer Styria, Carinthia, and Carniola. Matthias further strengthened his position by signing alliances with neighboring states. To stave off the Ottomans, in 1483 he signed a five-year truce with Sultan Bayezud II and renewed it in 1488. Matthias made Vienna his capital, and he died there on April 6, 1490.

A remarkable and highly effective ruler who did much to modernize Hungary, Matthias at the time of his death was the most powerful monarch of Central Europe.
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Maurice, Prince of Nassau (1567–1625)

Dutch general and statesman. Born in Dillinburg, Nassau, on November 13, 1567, Maurice of Nassau was the son of William of Orange (William the Silent), stadtholder or chief magistrate of Holland and leader in the fight for independence against Spain, begun in 1568. Maurice studied at the University of Heidelberg and the University of Leiden. Following the murder of his father and despite his youth, Maurice was elected president of the council of state of the United Provinces on July 10, 1584. He was subsequently recognized as stadtholder of Holland Zeeland in 1589, of Utrecht and Overijssel in 1590, and of Gelderland in 1591. Maurice was also both admiral general and captain general of the land and sea forces raised by these provinces against Spain in 1588, and he followed his elder brother, Philip William, as the prince of Orange in 1618.

Commanding a force that would number as many as 22,000 men, Maurice took advantage of the absence during 1590–1594 of Spanish forces under governor of the Netherlands Alessandro Farnese, Duke of Parma, who was campaigning against King Henri IV of France. Taking the offensive in the Netherlands in 1590, Maurice had his first major military successes with the siege and capture of Breda and Steenbergen (1590). He went on to take Deventer, Zutphen, and Nijmegen (1591); Steenwijk (1593); and Groningen (1594). Maurice defeated Spanish cavalry at Tournhout (January 24, 1597), capturing or killing a third of the opposing force of 6,000 men.

Maurice was a notable military reformer. He established the first military academy in the Netherlands, increased the number of musketeers in the infantry, and standardized the caliber of weapons. He introduced the countermarch, in which successive ranks of musketeers advanced, fired, and then retired to reload. His development of the more maneuverable 500-man battalion was later copied by Swedish king Gustavus Adolphus. Maurice stressed drill and discipline, and he insisted on prompt payment of wages to ensure high morale. A master of siegecraft, in the course of his long military career Maurice conducted successful sieges of 45 cities and towns and 55 strongholds.

In 1600 Maurice invaded the southern Netherlands provinces held by Spain and laid siege to Ostend in an effort to destroy the privateer base there. In the major Battle of the Dunes (July 2, 1600) at Nieuwpoort, Belgium, Maurice defeated a Spanish army under Archduke Albrecht of Austria. With France and England having concluded peace with Spain in 1598 and 1604, respectively, Maurice could not continue the struggle unaided and agreed to the Twelve Years’ Truce with Spain in 1609.

Maurice quarreled with Johan van Oldenbarneveldt, chief architect of the truce but outspoken leader of the Arminian faction of the Dutch Reformed Church. Maurice averted civil strife over religious sectarianism only by the arrest and execution of Oldenbarneveldt on May 13, 1619. Maurice refused any extension of the truce with Spain and entered the Thirty Years’ War (1618–1648). Although he was able to raise the Siege of Bergen op Zoom on October 4, 1622, Maurice, now old and ill, was for the most part outmaneuvered by his brilliant counterpart, Spanish general Ambrogio de Spinola, Marquis de los Balbases. Maurice died at The Hague in Holland on April 23, 1625.

A skillful and determined military leader, Maurice is best known for his military reforms than for his generalship. His efforts helped bring the independence of the United Provinces from Spain.
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McClellan, George Brinton (1826–1885)

U.S. Army general. Born into a distinguished family in Philadelphia, Pennsylvania, on December 3, 1826, George Brinton McClellan left the University of Pennsylvania to accept an appointment to the U.S. Military Academy, West Point. He graduated second in the class of 1846 and was commissioned a second lieutenant of engineers.

McClellan served with distinction during the Mexican-American War (1846–1848). He won two brevet promotions, the first for the Battle of Contreras and Churubusco (August 19–20, 1847) and the second for the Battle of Chapultepec (September 13). Following the war, he taught at West Point during 1848–1851, assisted with the construction of Fort Delaware during 1851–1854, and mapped routes for railroads. During the Crimean War (1853–1856), McClellan served as one of the U.S. Army observers. He also designed an improved cavalry saddle in 1856 that was named for him.



MCCLELLAN




General George McClellan drove President Abraham Lincoln to absolute distraction by his failure to take the offensive or, as in the case of the Battle of Antietam, to capitalize on victory by pursuing a heavily outnumbered and beaten foe. Lincoln said of McClellan that he suffered from “an attack of the slows.” The president also made reference to the general’s time as a railroad executive when he said, “With all his failings as a soldier, McClellan is a pleasant and scholarly gentleman. He is an admirable engineer, but he seems to have a special talent for a stationary engine.”



McClellan resigned his commission as a captain in January 1857 to become chief engineer of the Illinois Central Railroad. Later he was its vice president. In 1860 he became president of the Ohio & Mississippi Railroad.

Always politically inclined, McClellan was residing in Cincinnati when the American Civil War began in April 1861. He secured appointment as a major general of volunteers from Ohio governor William Dennison and then appointment as commander of the Department of the Ohio in May. In the early fighting, McClellan received credit and national attention for the Union victories at Rich Mountain (July 11) and Corrick’s Ford (July 13) that helped secure both Kentucky and western Virginia (which subsequently seceded from Virginia).

Following the Union defeat in the First Battle of Bull Run/Manassas (July 21), on July 27 President Abraham Lincoln appointed McClellan commander of the Army of the Potomac, the principal Union field force. A gifted administrator, McClellan loved to style himself “the young Napoleon” and liked to be known as “Little Mac.” Certainly no Union general was as beloved by his men. McClellan concerned himself for their welfare and was sparing of them in battle. Soon he had rebuilt the Army of the Potomac into a fine fighting force, capable of standing against the Confederates’ best. On the retirement of Lieutenant General Winfield Scott in November 1861, Lincoln appointed McClellan general in chief.

McClellan’s contribution to the Union military victory lay in training the Army of the Potomac, not in leading it. As a field commander, he constantly procrastinated and disobeyed Lincoln’s orders. McClellan’s much-anticipated and yet slow to develop Peninsula Campaign (March–August 1862) proved a failure. His perverse caution and neurotic compulsion to believe himself always and everywhere outnumbered prevented him from taking Richmond and probably ending the war. McClellan constantly claimed that he was outnumbered by his foe when in fact the reverse was true. His headquarters was invariably far to the rear, where he was unable to effectively control battles. His glacial speed in the movement toward Richmond earned him the nickname “the Virginia Creeper.” Lincoln replaced him as general in chief with Major General Henry Halleck in July, and Major General John Pope received command of the new Army of Virginia, which included many of McClellan’s former forces. But following Pope’s failure in the Second Battle of Bull Run/Manassas (August 29–30, 1862), Lincoln brought McClellan back, with the Army of the Potomac becoming the primary federal force in the eastern theater of war. McClellan again restored the army’s fighting spirit.

McClellan and the Army of the Potomac stopped General Robert E. Lee and the Confederate Army of Northern Virginia’s invasion of Maryland in the Battle of Antietam/Sharpsburg (September 17, 1862), but McClellan threw away a chance to destroy Lee, never committing an entire corps to battle. McClellan also failed to pursue Lee, choosing instead to trumpet his victory with the press. Again removed from command by Lincoln in November, McClellan never again held command.

McClellan became a major critic of Lincoln’s conduct of the war and, while a general still on active duty, ran against Lincoln as the Democratic Party candidate in the November 1864 election. McClellan resigned his commission on election day, but he was defeated badly.

Following the war, McClellan traveled in Europe, became chief engineer for the New York City Department of Docks during 1870–1873, was a trustee and then president of the Atlantic & Great Western Railroad in 1872, wrote a self-serving memoir titled McClellan’s Own Story, and served a single term as governor of New Jersey during 1878–1881. McClellan died in Orange, New Jersey, on October 19, 1885.

While unquestionably a highly effective administrator and trainer of troops, McClellan never grew as a general.

Spencer C. Tucker
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McNamara, Robert Strange (1916–2009)

U.S. secretary of defense. Born in San Francisco, California, on June 9, 1916, Robert McNamara earned a BA in economics in 1937 from the University of California at Berkeley and an MBA in 1939 from Harvard University, where he subsequently taught for three years. He was an Army Air Corps officer in World War II, when he used statistical techniques to improve the logistics, planning, and analysis of strategic bombing raids over Europe and Japan. Joining the Ford Motor Company after the war, McNamara was appointed president in November 1960, but he left almost immediately when President John F. Kennedy recruited him as secretary of defense.

McNamara moved at once to centralize decision making in the secretary’s office. He developed and instituted a planning-programming-budgeting system (PPBS) to enhance cost-effectiveness by eliminating duplication, waste, and overlapping programs among the three services, and he subjected proposed weapons systems to close cost-benefit analysis. These and other efficiency measures, including proposals to close unneeded military bases and consolidate the National Guard and Army Reserves into one system, provoked fierce opposition from many military leaders and from powerful congressional and civilian lobbies.


[image: image]

Robert S. McNamara was U.S. secretary of defense during 1961–1968 and a major architect of U.S. policy in Vietnam. He began to have doubts about the war only late in his tenure but spent his retirement writing about the lessons to be learned from the conflict. (Yoichi R. Okamoto/Lyndon B. Johnson Presidential Library)



McNamara supported the Partial Nuclear Test Ban Treaty of 1963, which he hoped would facilitate U.S.-Soviet arms limitation talks, even as he supported developing a U.S. second-strike capability, the ability to retaliate ferociously even after absorbing a massive nuclear attack. He also broke with the Dwight D. Eisenhower administration’s emphasis on threatening massive retaliation in all crises in order to support expanding the military by 300,000 men to develop flexible-response capabilities, a mobile striking force prepared for conventional or guerrilla warfare. McNamara also increased land-based U.S. intercontinental ballistic missiles to 1,000, a move that may have triggered a similar Soviet buildup and arms race. McNamara publicly defended the nuclear strategy of mutual assured destruction, arguing that it served as a deterrent to nuclear war.

McNamara made an early mistake in endorsing the disastrous Bay of Pigs Invasion of Cuba (April 1962). During the Cuban Missile Crisis in October 1962, however, he was generally credited with devising the relatively moderate naval quarantine response strategy that Kennedy elected to follow. During the Kennedy presidency McNamara’s reputation soared, only to fall dramatically and permanently under Kennedy’s successor, Lyndon B. Johnson. The remainder of McNamara’s life would be haunted by his actions and policies regarding Vietnam.

Growing American involvement in South Vietnam, which McNamara endorsed, undercut his efforts at rationalization. Military intellectuals later criticized McNamara’s decision to permit the demands of the Vietnam War to denude American North Atlantic Treaty Organization (NATO) forces. Under Kennedy, McNamara backed moderate increases in American advisers and military aid programs to Vietnam. Despite his deepening pessimism and personal doubts, McNamara presented to Congress an unequivocal picture of unprovoked North Vietnamese aggression. In July 1965 McNamara endorsed requests by U.S. commander in Vietnam General William C. Westmoreland for an increase of 185,000 American troops in Vietnam, but President Johnson rejected as politically unacceptable his accompanying recommendations to call up reserve forces and increase taxes for the war.

McNamara always doubted both the effectiveness and the morality of the heavy U.S. bombing raids, but Johnson and the military chiefs frequently overruled him. By 1966 McNamara had become increasingly pessimistic over the war’s outcome, although as late as mid-1967 he appeared on occasion to believe that the war could be won. Within the administration, McNamara’s growing emphasis on seeking a negotiated settlement in the war, which he still publicly defended, decreased his influence, and Johnson rejected his recommendations to freeze U.S. troop levels, cease bombing North Vietnam, and transfer ground combat duties largely to the South Vietnamese Army. In November 1967 McNamara announced his impending resignation, leaving three months later to become president of the World Bank during 1968–1982.

McNamara dramatically expanded the World Bank’s lending and development programs. Halfway through his ninth decade, he published proposals designed to reduce the risk of conflict. McNamara published his memoirs in 1995 and concurrently became heavily involved in continuing efforts by Vietnamese and Western scholars and officials to attain greater understanding of the Vietnam War. In 2003, he also cooperated in producing a documentary, The Fog of War, on his experiences from World War II onward. McNamara died in Washington, D.C., on July 6, 2009.

McNamara remains controversial. His persistent refusal to characterize the American decision to intervene in Vietnam as inherently immoral and unjustified, as opposed to mistaken and unwise, still generates passionate and often highly personal criticism from American opponents of the war.

Priscilla Roberts
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Meade, George Gordon (1815–1872)

U.S. Army general. George Gordon Meade was born in Cádiz, Spain, on December 31, 1815. His father was a U.S. naval agent whose early death and attendant financial problems forced Meade to withdraw from school in Philadelphia and attend one in Washington, D.C. He then entered the U.S. Military Academy, West Point, from which he graduated in 1835 and was commissioned in the artillery. During a brief leave, Meade assisted in a survey for the Long Island Railroad. Assigned to Florida during the Second Seminole War (1835–1842), he caught a fever, returned to the North, and resigned from the army in October 1836.

Meade then worked as a civil engineer, but he rejoined the army as a second lieutenant of topographical engineers in May 1842. Assigned to the northwest border survey, he then worked on lighthouse construction in the Delaware Bay area before serving under Major General Zachary Taylor in the Mexican-American War (1846–1848). Meade saw action in the battles at Palo Alto (May 8, 1846) and Resaca de la Palma (May 9). He was brevetted first lieutenant for his role in the Siege of Monterrey (September 20–24). Meade was then assigned to serve with Major General Winfield Scott at Tampico. Because Scott already had sufficient numbers of topographical engineers, Meade was then ordered to Washington. He was then involved in lighthouse work and in surveying the Great Lakes region. Meade was promoted to first lieutenant in August 1851 and to captain in May 1856.

Following the outbreak of the American Civil War, Meade was commissioned a brigadier general of volunteers in August 1861 and given command of one of three Pennsylvania brigades. At first assigned to the defense of Washington, D.C., Meade then fought in Major General George McClellan’s Peninsula Campaign (March–August 1862) and was promoted to major in the topographical engineers in the regular army. Meade was badly wounded in the hip and arm on June 30 during the Seven Days’ Campaign (June 25–July 1) before Richmond but recovered in time to participate in the Second Battle of Bull Run/Manassas (August 29–30).

Given command of a division, Meade saw action during the Antietam Campaign in the Battle of South Mountain (September 14, 1862). In the Battle of Antietam/Sharpsburg (September 17) he won praise for pressing home the attack, then took temporary command for the remainder of the battle of I Corps when Major General Joseph Hooker was wounded. Promoted to major general of volunteers in November, Meade commanded the 3rd Division in I Corps in the First Battle of Fredericksburg (December 13), where he commanded on the Union left and won a temporary success there. Meade then briefly commanded the Center Corps that included the former III and VI Corps but then commanded V Corps in the Battle of Chancellorsville (May 1–4, 1863), where his forces were not heavily engaged.

Hooker had performed poorly as commander of the Army of the Potomac at Chancellorsville, and Meade had a reputation of being unflappable. President Abraham Lincoln replaced Hooker with Meade as commander of the Union’s major field army on June 28 during the second invasion of the North by Confederate general Robert E. Lee’s Army of Northern Virginia. The two armies stumbled into a confrontation at Gettysburg, Pennsylvania. Meade fought a masterly defensive battle there (July 1–3), beating back several of Lee’s attacks. Following Lee’s last effort, Major General George Pickett’s charge, Meade refused to stage a counterattack of the Confederate lines. He believed, rightly in the opinion of most historians, that a frontal attack across open ground would be a costly failure. Meade was criticized for his slow pursuit of Lee, who then retreated back to Virginia, bringing off his prisoners and much booty. Nonetheless, Meade had won the battle, handling the Army of the Potomac with cool competence. For the first time the Army of the Potomac was commanded by a general who refused to get rattled when confronting Lee. For the battle, Meade was promoted to brigadier general in the regular army.

Meade continued to command the Army of the Potomac during the remainder of the war, although the new Union general in chief, Lieutenant General Ulysses S. Grant, accompanied the army in the field and had direction of its operations during the Overland Campaign against Richmond and them during the Siege of Petersburg. Despite this awkward situation, the two men worked well together. Meade and Grant then engaged Lee in the Battle of the Wilderness (May 5–6, 1864), the Battle of Spotsylvania Court House (May 8–18), and the Battle of Cold Harbor (May 31–June 12). Meade was promoted to major general in the regular army in August 1864.

The Army of the Potomac carried out the longest siege operation of the war at Petersburg, south of Richmond, during July 1864–April 1865 and fought in the Appomattox Campaign (March 30–April 9), when Lee endeavored to escape west. Meade was present with Grant at the surrender of the Army of Northern Virginia at Appomattox (April 9).

Meade was to be disappointed in the years after the Civil War, as his contributions to the war appeared slighted. His first postwar assignment was command of the Division of the Atlantic, with headquarters in Philadelphia. He then commanded the Third Military District in the South, consisting of Alabama, Georgia, and Florida (1867–1869). This was an assignment that he did not wish, but he won the respect of the occupied for his fairness. After Grant became president, Meade was again assigned command of the Division of the Atlantic in 1869 but was slighted when Grant named William T. Sherman commander of the army with the rank of general. Grant gave Sherman’s former post not to Meade but instead to Philip Sheridan as a lieutenant general. Still affected by his old war wounds, Meade caught pneumonia and died in Philadelphia on November 6, 1872.

Not a brilliant or bold commander, Meade was nonetheless solid and steady. He may have found it difficult to make decisions, but he was also not a man who scared easily and was thus the ideal man to command the Union field forces in the most important battle of the Civil War.
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Mehmed II (1432–1481)

Ottoman sultan. Born in Adrianople in the Ottoman Empire (later Edirne, Turkey), the eldest son of Sultan Murad II, Mehmed II (Mohammed II) became sultan on his father’s death in February 1451. Determined to become a new Cyrus, Alexander, or Caesar, Mehmed II spent most of his reign at war with neighboring states and became known as Fatih (Conqueror). Mehmed II began his campaign of conquest by the construction of a large fortress outside Constantinople during 1451–1453. He then laid siege to the city during April 3–May 29, 1453, using his large cannon to make a breach in the walls, through which he sent his Janissaries.

The fall of Constantinople was an epic event, ending the Byzantine Empire. Mehmed transferred his capital to Constantinople and then invaded the Balkans but was stymied in July 1456 by Hungarian forces under János Hunyadi and failed to take Belgrade. Mehmed’s armies did, however, occupy most of Serbia, southern Greece, and Bosnia during 1458–1463.
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Ottoman sultan Mehmed II (r. 1451–1481), known as “The Conqueror,” built an Islamic empire that came to include much of southeastern Europe. Artwork by Italian painter Antonio del Pollaiuolo (1433–1498). (Bildarchiv Preussischer Kulturbesitz/Art Resource, NY)



In 1463, Venice, Hungary, Albania, the Papacy, and Persia formed an alliance to contain the Ottoman Turks, beginning 16 years of warfare. Nonetheless, Mehmed won a series of battles and the Venetian War (1463–1479), securing Albania, Bosnia, Dalmatia, southern Romania, and the Crimean peninsula. Also, in the Battle of Erzinjan (August 11, 1473) Mehmed II defeated an invading Persian army under Sultan Uzan Khan, resulting in Ottoman control of central Anatolia.

Mehmed then sent an expeditionary force to Italy, seizing Otranto in early 1480. He also sent forces to besiege Rhodes (1480–1481), but the Knights of St. John held out against him. Engaged in preparations for an invasion of Turkey, Mehmed died at Tekfur Cayiri near Gebze on May 3, 1481.

A careful planner and a consummate strategist, Mehmed the Conqueror built a large Islamic empire that included much of Southeastern Europe. He was also a patron of the arts and wrote a book of law codes treating government practices.
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Miles, Nelson Appleton (1839–1925)

U.S. Army general. Nelson Appleton Miles was born on a farm near Westminster, Massachusetts, on August 8, 1839. After attending public school, Miles moved to Boston in 1856, where he worked as a store clerk. Interested in the military, he received some instruction from a retired French colonel.

At the outbreak of the American Civil War, Miles recruited men for the 22nd Massachusetts Regiment and was commissioned a first lieutenant of volunteers (September 9, 1861). Considered too young for battlefield command, he initially served in a staff position during the Peninsula Campaign (March–August 1862). Miles soon demonstrated a natural capacity for battlefield leadership and began a meteoric advance in rank. Following the Battle of Seven Pines (May 31–June 1), he was promoted to lieutenant colonel in the 61st New York Infantry. Miles fought in the Seven Days’ Campaign (June 25–July 1) and in the Battle of Antietam (September 17) and was promoted to colonel (September 30). He was wounded four times in the war, including during the First Battle of Fredericksburg (December 13) and the Battle of Chancellorsville (May 1–4, 1863). For his actions at Chancellorsville, Miles later (1892) received the Medal of Honor. He commanded a brigade of II Corps in the Overland Campaign (May 4–June 12, 1864) and saw combat in the Battle of the Wilderness (May 5–7) and the Battle of Spotsylvania Court House (May 8–21), for which he was promoted to brigadier general of volunteers to date from May 12.

Miles commanded a division in the Siege of Petersburg (June 15, 1864–April 3, 1865) and briefly (at age 26) a corps. He suffered his fourth wound of the war in the First Battle of Ream’s Station (June 19, 1864).

Following the war, in October 1865 Miles was advanced to major general of volunteers and assumed command of II Corps. In the reorganization of the army in 1866, he became colonel of the 40th Infantry Regiment, an African American unit. In 1869 he took command of the 5th Infantry Regiment. Miles saw extensive service in the American West and became renowned as one of the army’s finest commanders in the ensuing Indian Wars. He was conspicuously active in the Red River War (1874–1875). In 1876 and 1877, Miles played prominent roles in the Sioux War and the Nez Percé War, personally accepting the surrenders of Sioux war chief Crazy Horse and Nez Percé chief Joseph.

Miles was promoted to brigadier general in the regular army in December 1880. From 1880 to 1885 he commanded the Department of the Columbia, and from 1885 to 1886 he had charge of the Department of the Missouri. In 1886 he took command of the Department of Arizona. There he discontinued the wise practice of his predecessor, Brigadier General George Crook, of employing Apaches as scouts, choosing instead to rely mostly on U.S. troops. Following several months of failure, Miles reintroduced Crook’s practice and oversaw the final surrender of Geronimo and the Chiricahua Apaches in September 1886. Miles then engaged in a public dispute with Crook over the subsequent exile of the Apaches, including the loyal scouts, to Florida.

In 1888, Miles took command of the Division of the Pacific. Promoted to major general in April 1890, he directed the suppression of the Sioux Ghost Dance Uprising in the Dakota Territory but was angered by the bloodshed at Wounded Knee (December 29, 1890). Miles wanted to court-martial Colonel James W. Forsyth, who commanded during that action. Although Miles relieved Forsyth from command, the War Department soon reinstated him.

In 1894 Miles was called upon to employ troops in suppressing the Pullman Strike, and he then commanded the Department of the East. On October 5, 1895, Miles succeeded Lieutenant General John M. Schofield as commanding general of the army. Miles opposed the Spanish-American War (1898), believing that diplomacy could resolve the differences between Spain and the United States. When the war began, he favored using regulars in Cuba rather than volunteer forces, which he believed should remain in the United States and maintain its defenses against a possible Spanish attack. Miles also opposed an invasion of Cuba until the Spanish naval squadron had been destroyed but convinced President William McKinley to shift the main American land assault from Havana to Santiago de Cuba. Once Santiago was secured, Miles received approval to proceed with his own invasion of Puerto Rico, an assignment that he had sought early on. He conducted a highly successful campaign in Puerto Rico that, however, was cut short by the armistice of August 12, which denied him the capture of San Juan. After the war, Miles was the central figure in the notorious Embalmed Beef Scandal, in which he alleged that the Commissary Department had issued spoiled beef to the troops. He was subsequently reprimanded by the Dodge Commission for making charges that were proven to be substantially unfounded.

In June 1900, Miles was promoted to lieutenant general. President Theodore Roosevelt, who called Miles a “brave peacock” for his love of excessive uniform display, crossed swords with him, as did Secretary of War Elihu Root, who found Miles in sharp opposition to his plan to create a general staff and do away with the position of commanding general of the army, substituting for it the new position of chief of staff.

Miles retired from the army on August 8, 1903. In 1917 when the United States entered World War I he offered his services, but they were not accepted. In retirement, Miles wrote articles and several books, including a two-volume memoir. He died in Washington, D.C., on May 15, 1925.

Combative, vain, and ambitious, Miles was, with Ranald Mackenzie, one of the finest field commanders during the Indian Wars, amassing a record second to none. Despite his leadership qualities in battle, Miles was a commanding general who displayed little political sense and did not fit well in the new 20th-century army.

Jerry Keenan and Spencer C. Tucker
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Miltiades (ca. 550 BCE–ca. 489 BCE)

Athenian general. Born around 550 BCE, Miltiades was the son of Cimon, a member of the prominent Philaid clan and a well-known Olympic Games chariot racer. Miltiades was probably archon (chief magistrate) in Athens during 524–523 and was then sent by Athenian tyrant Hippias to govern the Athenian colony of Chersonese in Thrace (today the Gelibolu Peninsula in Turkey). Here he ruled in autocratic fashion and encouraged Athenian colonization efforts.

When Chersonese was forced to submit to Persian rule, Miltiades became a vassal of King Darius I of Persia. Miltiades participated in Darius’s expedition against the Trans-Danubian Scythians around 513 BCE. When the Scythians defeated the Persians in battle and Darius withdrew his Persians toward a key bridge that Miltiades and the Greeks were holding, Miltiades reportedly suggested that the Greeks destroy the bridge and cut off the Persians, allowing the Scythians to destroy them, but he was overruled by the other Ionian generals. Darius subsequently found out about Miltiades’s treachery and vowed revenge, whereupon Miltiades fled to Athens. Around 500 Miltiades led an expedition that captured Lemnos and Imbros for Athens, which had ancient claims to these two islands.

Miltiades supported the revolt of the Ionian Greeks against Persia in 499–494 BCE. In 496 the Scythians forced him from the Chersonese, but Miltiades was able to return with Thracian support. With the collapse of the Ionian Revolt, however, in 492 Miltiades fled to Athens to escape a retaliatory Persian invasion. On his arrival in Athens he was arrested and charged with tyranny for his autocratic rule in Chersonese, but he was able to present himself as a defender of Greek liberties against Persian despotism and win acquittal.

When the Athenians learned that Darius I was assembling an expeditionary force to invade Greece because of Greek support for the Ionian Revolt, Miltiades was elected one of the top Athenian commanders. He is credited with having played the decisive role in the Battle of Marathon (August 12? 490 BCE), generally held to be one of the most decisive engagements in world history. When the Persians landed at Marathon, Miltiades was among the 10 Greek generals (strategoi) commanding there. With the generals evenly divided as to whether to attack or not, Miltiades is believed to have convinced war archon (polemarch) Callimachus to decide the issue in favor of an attack. Miltiades pointed out that Athens, only 26 miles distant, could not withstand a siege (its long walls were not yet built) and that the only hope the heavily outnumbered Greeks had was to attack and destroy the Persians on the beachhead.

Miltiades is also credited with having devised the Greek attack plan of strengthening the flanks at the expense of the center and of having the hoplites run in the attack so as to minimize the length of time they would be under attack from the Persian archers. In the battle the heavy Greek flanks folded on the lightly armed Persian flanks, compressing the Persians in a double envelopment and achieving an overwhelming victory.

The next year, 489 BCE, Miltiades led an Athenian expeditionary force of 70 ships against the Aegean island of Páros in the Cyclades group. The expedition was a failure, and Miltiades suffered a major leg wound in the unsuccessful attack. On his return to Athens, he was charged with treason for having misled Athenians about the venture. He was sentenced to death, but this was then changed to a fine of 50 talents. Miltiades died shortly thereafter from his wound in 489 or 488.

A talented field commander, Miltiades is credited with having been behind one of history’s most important military victories.

Spencer C. Tucker
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Mitchell, William (1879–1936)

U.S. Army Air Corps general and airpower advocate. Born to American parents (his father was later a U.S. senator) in Nice, France, on December 29, 1879, William “Billy” Mitchell grew up in Wisconsin. He attended Columbian College (today George Washington University) but left school in 1898 to enlist in the 1st Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry during the Spanish-American War (1898).

Receiving a commission in the Signal Corps thanks to his father’s intervention, Mitchell subsequently served in Cuba, the Philippines, and Alaska. Mitchell joined an observation balloon unit in 1903 and later joined the Signal Corps Aeronautics and Flying Section. He graduated from the army’s School of the Line and Staff College (Army Staff College) in 1909 and served on the General Staff during 1912–1916.

Major Mitchell took private flying lessons (the army considered him too old and too advanced in rank to learn) and briefly directed army aviation. He participated with the 1st Aero Squadron in the Punitive Expedition into Mexico (1916–1917) under Brigadier General John J. Pershing and then went to France as an observer, arriving there a few days after the United States entered World War I in April 1917. In France, Mitchell was deeply influenced by airpower visionaries such as Major General Hugh M. Trenchard, commander of the Royal Flying Corps, a staunch proponent of a separate air arm and the employment of airplanes as offensive weapons.

General Pershing, now commander of the American Expeditionary Forces (AEF), appointed Mitchell the air officer of the AEF with the rank of lieutenant colonel in June 1917. Pershing then placed Brigadier General Mason Patrick in overall command of the American Air Service in France but gave Colonel Mitchell operational air command in early 1918. Mitchell was the first American officer to fly over the German lines, and he planned the air support for the Saint-Mihiel Offensive (September 12–16), leading 1,481 aircraft against German air and ground targets with great success. Mitchell pioneered mass large-scale bombing raids, and by the end of the war he was a brigadier general.

After the war, Mitchell retained his brigadier general rank and was appointed assistant chief of the Air Service in July 1919. He then campaigned in the press and with Congress for an independent air force modeled after the Royal Air Force. Mitchell also published two books, Our Air Force (1921) and Winged Defense (1925), both designed to sway public opinion. He demonstrated the potential of airpower in a mock attack on New York City and the sinking of the German prize battleship Ostfriesland in July 1921.

Mitchell’s abrasive approach won him many enemies in the navy and the army. Reduced in rank to colonel in March 1925, he was transferred to a minor assignment at San Antonio, Texas.

Mitchell refused to curb his public campaign. Sent to Hawaii and then to Asia, he returned with a report predicting future war with Japan and a Japanese strike at Pearl Harbor. Following the crash of the navy airship Shenandoah (September 3, 1925), Mitchell accused the national defense establishment of “incompetency, criminal negligence, and almost treasonable administration of the national defense.” Court-martialed for his comments, he was convicted of conduct “prejudicial to good order and military discipline” and suspended from duty without pay for five years. He resigned his commission in January 1926. In retirement, Mitchell continued to write and publicize his views. He died in New York City on February 19, 1936.

Combative, outspoken, and prescient, Mitchell was one of the chief proponents of airpower. World War II revealed the accuracy of his predictions. The North American B-25 medium bomber was named in his honor. Mitchell’s cherished independent air force became reality in 1947. That July, the U.S. Congress voted Mitchell posthumous promotion to major general and awarded him a special Medal of Honor.

William P. Head
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Model, Walther (1891–1945)

German field marshal and army group commander. Born in Genthin, in present-day Saxony-Anhalt, Germany, on January 24, 1891, Walther Model joined the German Army in 1909 and served during World War I, rising to captain. He remained in the Reichswehr after the war, and in 1935 he was appointed head of its Technical Warfare Section.

Promoted to Generalmajor (U.S. equiv. brigadier general) in March 1938, Model served as chief of staff of IV Corps in the September 1939 invasion of Poland that began World War II. He was made a Generalleutnant (U.S. equiv. major general) in April 1940 and led the 3rd Panzer Division in the invasion of France and the Low Countries in May 1940. He next participated in the invasion of the Soviet Union, Operation BARBAROSSA (June 22, 1941), and was advanced to General der Panzertruppen (U.S. equiv. lieutenant general) in October 1941 and given command of the XLI Panzer Corps. In January 1942 Model took over the Ninth Army, and the next month he was promoted to Generaloberst (U.S. equiv. full general). An aggressive, capable commander and a supporter of Adolf Hitler, Model nonetheless helped convince Hitler to delay plans for Operation CITADEL, giving the Soviets time to fortify and leading to the German defeat in the Battle of Kursk (July 5–August 23, 1943).

Model became commander of Army Group North in January 1944 and was promoted to Generalfeldmarschall (U.S. equiv. field marshal) in March. That same month, he took over an army group in the southern Soviet Union. Again and again, he proved his great ability in defensive warfare, hampering the Soviet advance. Hitler sent his expert in defensive warfare to various places where an Allied breakthrough was imminent, and Model became known as “Hitler’s Fireman.”

Transferred to the Western Front in August 1944 as supreme commander for the front, Model initially believed that he could replicate his successful defensive tactics developed while on the East Front. Enormous Allied superiority, especially in airpower, disabused him of this notion. After only 18 days, he reverted to command of Army Group B only. In September, Model blunted the Allied drive to take Arnhem in Operation MARKET-GARDEN. In December 1944, he was increasingly drawn into planning the Ardennes Offensive (Battle of the Bulge, December 16, 1944–January 16, 1945) under Field Marshal Karl Gerd von Rundstedt, who was pessimistic over the outcome.

In 1945, Model was tasked with defending the Ruhr. He clashed with Hitler when the latter refused to allow him to retreat. Model committed suicide on April 21, 1945, in Lintorf near Duisburg, Germany, on the destruction of his encircled army group.

A highly capable field commander, Model was one of the few German generals who did not hesitate to contest Hitler’s orders when he believed them wrong. Preoccupied with the immediate military situation, Model was not interested in politics or overall military strategy.

Martin Moll
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Moltke, Helmuth Johannes Ludwig von (1848–1916)

German Army general. Born to a noble family in Gersdorff, Mecklenberg, on May 23, 1848, Helmuth Johannes Ludwig von Moltke the Younger lived in the shadow of his uncle, Helmuth von Moltke the Elder, the architect of military victories that led to the creation of modern Germany. Moltke the Younger entered the Prussian Army in 1869 as an infantry lieutenant and served during the Franco-Prussian War (1870–1871). Promoted to captain in 1888 with duty as adjutant to his uncle and later to Kaiser Wilhelm II, Moltke was known as an organization man with the right name. He was promoted to colonel in 1895; Generalmajor (U.S. equiv. brigadier general) on March 25, 1899; and Generalleutnant (U.S. equiv. major general) on January 27, 1900, commanding the 1st Guards Division. Moltke then became quartermaster general (chief of staff) to German Army chief of staff Alfred von Schlieffen in 1904. Upon Schlieffen’s retirement in 1906, the Kaiser appointed Moltke as his successor. This shocked Moltke, who fully admitted that his personal shortcomings and lack of self-confidence did not suit him for the demands of this position. He was promoted to General der Kavallerie (U.S. equiv. lieutenant general) on October 16, 1906, and to Generaloberst (colonel general, U.S. equiv. full general) on January 27, 1914.

Moltke inherited the problem of how to defend Germany simultaneously against two major powers on different fronts. Schlieffen’s planning had been designed to meet this challenge by concentrating German resources against France, with only a weak force to hold a slow-moving Russia until France could be defeated. The invasion of France would be carried out through Belgium with emphasis on the right wing, which would sweep up the English Channel ports and Paris and then smash the French armies against German Lorraine. Moltke’s challenge was to turn this concept into a viable operational plan that included logistical and political considerations largely ignored by his predecessor.

Moltke’s efforts reflected the changing strategic situation and caused him to modify (or dilute, according to his critics) the original concept. As new units came on line, he changed the ratio of forces between the left and right wings by strengthening the left wing in order to rebuff an anticipated French thrust into Alsace and Lorraine. Whereas Schlieffen planned for 59 divisions north of Metz, Moltke deployed 55; to the south, where Schlieffen had called for 9 divisions, Moltke placed 23.

Moltke also decided to respect Dutch neutrality, thereby forcing the two largest flank armies into a constricted area of maneuver that necessitated the capture of Liège to clear their path. Austria-Hungary, moreover, demanded additional troops dedicated to face Russia, which had achieved a quicker than expected recovery from the Russo-Japanese War (1904–1905).

As early as 1912, Moltke had argued for a preventive war. He saw a general war as inevitable and believed that it was better to fight before Russia had completed its military expansion and new strategic railway network that would render the Schlieffen Plan meaningless. During the July 1914 crisis preceding the outbreak of World War I, Moltke took the lead in pushing for war.

Just before the outbreak of World War I when Wilhelm II contemplated fighting only Russia, Moltke did act decisively. He confronted the Kaiser and insisted that failure to implement the complex war plan would mean that Germany would be defeated before a shot was fired. The Kaiser replied, “Your uncle would have given me a different answer.”

Moltke’s performance during the war validated his own reservations over his lack of abilities in high command. In the early fighting, he failed from his headquarters in Luxembourg to exercise effective control over the seven German field armies on the Western Front and the one German field army on the Eastern Front. Moltke also weakened the critical right wing on the Western Front by detaching five divisions from it on August 25, 1914, and sending them to East Prussia, where the Russians had moved faster than anticipated. These divisions proved unnecessary, as they were in transit during the key Battle of Tannenberg (August 26–31).

Moltke then abandoned his usual noninterventionist leadership style and instructed his commanders to push the Allies away from Paris to the southwest, resulting in the pivotal Battle of the Marne (September 5–12, 1914), although Moltke issued no orders whatsoever to his commanders during September 5–9. His nerves shattered and profoundly depressed, Moltke sent a staff officer, Oberstleutnant Richard Hentsch, on a liaison mission, probably entrusting him with full authority to make strategic decisions. Hentsch then ordered a German withdrawal from the Marne on September 9. This maneuver ended all hopes of a rapid German victory in the war.

Several days after the Battle of the Marne, the Kaiser removed Moltke from command on September 14, replacing him with Generaloberst Erich von Falkenhayn, although Moltke retained the title of commander for another two months so as not to alarm the German people. Moltke then served as deputy chief of staff. He died of a heart attack in Berlin on June 18, 1916.

An intelligent, capable staff officer, Moltke was absolutely unsuited to the post of supreme commander.

Steven J. Rauch
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Moltke, Helmuth Karl Bernhard von (1800–1891)

Chief of the Prussian (later German) General Staff. Born into an aristocratic yet impoverished family in Parchim, Mecklenburg, on October 26, 1800, Helmuth Karl Bernhard von Moltke saw his family split apart by the circumstances of the French invasion and defeat of Prussia during 1806–1807. He was educated in the home of a Protestant pastor in Schleswig, Denmark. Moltke received his military education in the Royal Cadet Corps in Copenhagen and then served as an officer in the Danish Army.

After visiting Berlin in 1821, Moltke joined the Prussian Army in 1822, beginning a 66-year career there. He attended the Kriegsakademie during 1823–1826 and graduated with distinction. Having revealed a flair for writing, he published both a novel and a study of the Polish Revolution of 1830–1831. Assigned to the General Staff in 1833, he was sent to Turkey to serve as a military adviser to the Ottoman Army during 1835–1839. Accompanying the army on a campaign in Syria against Muhammed Ali of Egypt during the Turko-Egyptian War (1838–1841), Moltke commanded the artillery during the Turkish defeat in the Battle of Nezib (Nizip, June 24, 1839) but skillfully brought off his guns.

Returning to Prussia, Moltke attracted some attention by publishing an account of his experience in 1841 as well as a study of railways and their military implications in 1843 and a history of the Russo-Turkish War of 1828–1829 in 1845. Appointed as aide-de-camp to ailing Prince Henry, Moltke remained in that position until Henry’s death in July 1846, then rejoined the General Staff. Promoted to colonel in 1851, Moltke served as aide-de-camp to Prince Frederick William (later Frederick III) in 1854. Moltke traveled to Britain, Russia, and France during 1855–1856.

Appointed chief of the Prussian General Staff in October 1857, Moltke attempted to implement major reforms, centered on railroads, the telegraph, and new breech-loading rifles, and he employed these in maneuvers and training exercises. Moltke incorporated into his military planning a mobilization system that allowed rapid expansion of the army by promptly incorporating trained reserves. He also reorganized the General Staff into four departments. Moltke found great support for his ideas from Minister of War Albrecht von Roon and minister president of Prussia Otto von Bismarck, both of whom actively sought to strengthen the regular army in order to support an aggressive foreign policy. Prussia was the first major army to adopt the breech-loading rifle (the Dreyse needle gun) as its standard infantry weapon.

During the German-Danish War (1864), Moltke contributed substantially to the German victory. In the Austro-Prussian War (1866), he effectively employed both the railroad and the telegraph to advance and control three field armies on separate axes of advance in a rapid descent on the Austrians, deciding the war in one large battle, at Königgrätz (Sadowa) in Bohemia (July 3), in which the needle gun played a decisive role. In effect, the battle ended the war and made Prussia the dominant power in the Germanies.

Over the next four years, Moltke worked to fine-tune the army and correct mistakes detected during the Austro-Prussian War. He then achieved another brilliant success in the third of Bismarck’s wars for German unification, the Franco-Prussian War (1870–1871). Unlike the French, the Prussians were ready for the conflict, and the Prussian field armies were far better led.

Moltke was rewarded for his significant role in the victory and German unification by promotion to Generalfeldmarschall (field marshal) in June 1871. He continued to lead the General Staff and devote his energies to strengthening the army. During the War Scare of 1875, Moltke argued for a preventive war against France. Faced with the possibility of a future two-front war against France and Russia, he advocated a Russia first strategy. Upon his retirement in August 1888, Moltke lived on his estate at Kreisau, Prussia. He died on April 24, 1891, during a visit to Berlin.

A thorough planner who was nonetheless prepared to adapt strategy to fit circumstances, Moltke had a profound influence on the course of European and world history. He was not only prescient in his understanding of the impact of new technologies but was also the first modern war planner.

Spencer C. Tucker
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Monash, Sir John (1865–1931)

Australian Army general. Born in Melbourne on June 27, 1865, John Monash earned a degree in engineering from Melbourne University in 1891. He then pioneered the construction of reinforced concrete bridges in Tasmania and Melbourne. In 1884, Monash had joined the university militia company. He rose through its ranks and in 1912 was a colonel, commanding the 13th Infantry Brigade. When World War I began in 1914, Monash joined the Australian Imperial Force as a brigadier general and organized the 4th Infantry Brigade, which he led in the Gallipoli Campaign (April 25, 1915–January 9, 1916). Monash then commanded the 3rd Australian Division, which he trained and took to France as a major general. He earned a reputation for careful and efficient planning and organization as part of General Sir Herbert Plumer’s British Second Army. Demanding perfection from his subordinates, Monash replaced several during his tenure.

Monash was present at the Battle of Vimy Ridge (April 9, 1917) to watch the new Canadian tactics and subsequently established contact with the Canadian Corps and its commander after July 1917, Sir Arthur Currie. While the bloody Third Battle of Ypres/Passchendaele (July 31–November 10, 1917) did not enhance Monash’s reputation, it did not prevent him from succeeding General Sir William Birdwood as commander of the Australian Corps in June 1918, when Monash was advanced to lieutenant general.

Monash’s style of command led him to plan regular conferences and meetings with divisional staffs as well as with brigade and battalion commanders. Monash believed that there was nothing worse than indecision. An Australian nationalist, he nonetheless got on well with the British, especially British Expeditionary Force commander Field Marshal Sir Douglas Haig.

Monash’s corps was successful at Le Hamel (July 3, 1918), during the Amiens Offensive (August 8–15, 1918), and against the Hindenburg Line as part of General Sir Henry Rawlinson’s Fourth Army. Monash pioneered the peaceful-penetration tactics in which small groups of soldiers raided German lines and outposts, dominating no-man’s-land. He also relied heavily on combined arms, incorporating artillery, tanks, machine guns, and aircraft into the infantry assault. Indeed, the Australians may have been the preeminent practitioners of infantry-tank cooperation. The Le Hamel attack has been called the first modern battle because of its integration of infantry, tanks, and aircraft.

Monash argued during the war that scientifically and technically trained civilians were better equipped than regular officers to grasp the potentialities and uses of innovation in warfare. He viewed war as essentially a problem in engineering, and he believed that the conduct of warfare was a “plain business proposition,” much like directing a large industrial undertaking.

After the war Monash returned to civilian life. He became a strong supporter of the Jewish Lads’ Brigade, a youth organization established before the war to integrate Russian and Polish immigrant Jewish boys into British society. In 1921 Monash headed the State Electricity Commission of Victoria, and in 1928 he became president of the Zionist Federation in Australia. Monash died in Melbourne on October 8, 1931. Monash University in Melbourne is named for him. Regarded as the finest senior Australian commander of the war, Monash recorded his war experiences in The Australian Victories in France in 1918 (1920) and War Letters (1933).

Britton W. MacDonald
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Monck, George, First Duke of Albemarle (1608–1670)

English general and admiral. Born at the family manor house of Great Potheridge, Devonshire, on December 6, 1608, George Monck (Monk) began his military career as a volunteer in Sir Edward Cecil’s abortive attack on Cádiz (October 1625). Monck then participated as a junior officer in the unsuccessful English efforts to relieve the French siege of the Huguenot stronghold of La Rochelle (1627–1628). He next served as a captain in the Dutch forces fighting against the Spanish in the Netherlands (1630–1638), distinguishing himself in the Siege of Breda (October 1636–October 1637).

Returning to England, Monck fought as a lieutenant colonel in the Bishops’ Wars against Scotland (1639–1640) and commanded a regiment in Ireland during 1642–1643 at the beginning of the Great Irish Rebellion (1641–1652). With the start of the First English Civil War (1642–1646), he was briefly imprisoned by the royalists until he agreed to serve King Charles I. Captured in the Battle of Nantwich (January 25, 1644), Monck was imprisoned in the Tower of London for two years. There he wrote a treatise on military science, Observations upon Military and Political Affairs (1646).

Released from the tower when he signed an oath declaring his loyalty to Parliament, Monck returned to the fighting in Ireland as a major general with a command in Ulster during 1646–1649, where he was forced to agree to an armistice in early 1649. Censured by Parliament for this step but later found blameless because of the military necessity, he nonetheless retired to Devon. Recalled by Oliver Cromwell, who was impressed by his military ability, Monck led a parliamentary regiment into Scotland under Cromwell and played a prominent role in the victory over the Scots at Dunbar (September 3, 1650).

Assigned to the navy as the fourth general at sea, Monck fought in the First Anglo-Dutch War during 1652–1654, joining in command of the fleet after Robert Blake’s defeat in the Battle of Dungeness (November 30, 1652). Monck commanded the White Squadron in the Battle of Portland (February 28–March 2, 1653). He had a major role in development of the sailing and fighting instructions issued to the fleet on March 29, which played a major role in the English naval victory in the Battle of Gabbard (June 2–3), where Monck assumed command on the death of Richard Deane in the battle. Monck was then victorious over the Dutch in the Battle of Scheveningen (July 31). He also did much to improve naval gunnery.

When Cromwell assumed power, Monck left the navy in January 1654 and commanded a quick and highly successful campaign in Scotland against royalists there. Following the death of Cromwell on September 3, 1658, Monck advised Cromwell’s son Richard not to rely on the generals. Monck acquiesced in the overthrow of the protectorate but then sided with Parliament against General John Lambert’s attempted coup d’état, marching from Scotland with 10 regiments in January 1660 and entering London on February 3. He then persuaded the rump Parliament to dissolve in favor of new elections in March and took the lead in negotiations with exiled King Charles II to return to England, welcoming him at Dover after the new Parliament had invited him back.

A grateful Charles II named Monck the first duke of Albemarle, captain general, master of the horse, and lord lieutenant of Ireland and commander of the army. Albemarle played an important role in maintaining order in London during the Great Plague in April 1665. He returned to sea in 1666 during the Second Anglo-Dutch War (1665–1667) as joint commander of the fleet with Prince Rupert but, outnumbered, met defeat in the Four Days’ Battle (June 1–4, 1666). Summoned to London to help restore order after the Great Fire of September 2–9, 1666, Albemarle helped prevent more serious losses when the Dutch sailed up the Thames and Medway toward Chatham (June 1667). Although not in any way responsible for this reverse, his reputation suffered.

Albemarle served as first lord of the treasury during 1667–1668 until poor health forced his retirement. He died at Whitehall on January 3, 1670.

A brave and effective army officer and admiral, Monck is largely remembered for his role in the Restoration. Nonetheless, he was an important figure in the history of the Royal Navy, helping to lay the foundations for modern naval warfare and effective administration.

Spencer C. Tucker

Further Reading

Ashley, M. General Monck. Totowa, NJ: Rowman and Littlefield, 1977.

Capp, Bernard. Cromwell’s Navy: The Fleet and the English Revolution, 1648–1660. Oxford, UK: Clarendon, 1989.

Jamison, Ted R., Jr. George Monck and the Restoration: Victor without Bloodshed. Fort Worth: Texas Christian University Press, 1975.

Montcalm-Gozon, Louis-Joseph de (1712–1759)

French general. Louis-Joseph de Montcalm-Gozon was born into an old aristocratic family at the Château de Candiac, France, on February 28, 1712. His father was a lieutenant colonel in the French Army. Montcalm joined his father’s regiment as an ensign at age 12 and was commissioned at age 15 in 1727.

Montcalm first saw action in the War of the Polish Succession (1733–1738). On the death of his father in 1735, Montcalm inherited the family estate. He returned to the battlefield in the War of the Austrian Succession (1740–1748). Wounded in fighting at Prague in 1740, he won promotion to colonel in 1742. Montcalm was wounded several times during the conflict and suffered five saber wounds in the Battle of Piacenza (June 16, 1746) before he was taken prisoner. Exchanged shortly thereafter, he ended the war as a brigadier general in command of a cavalry regiment.

Montcalm then returned to his estates at Candiac, enjoyed time with his family, dabbled in politics, and supervised agricultural concerns. Meanwhile, tensions between France and Britain in North America boiled over into the French and Indian War (1754–1763). When French major general Baron Jean-Armand Dieskau was wounded and captured by the English in the Battle of Lake George (September 8, 1755), French king Louis XV appointed Montcalm a major general to replace him.

Montcalm arrived in New France in January 1756 to discover that while he had charge of the troops, overall authority in New France was vested in Governor-General Pierre de Rigaud de Vaudreuil. Despite clear orders that Montcalm was subordinate to Vaudreuil, the general and governor repeatedly clashed, leading to verbal exchanges and angry letters to Versailles from both men. This quarrel certainly had a debilitating effect on the French war effort.

Montcalm arrived at Montreal in late May 1756, and shortly thereafter the French went on the offensive, scoring a series of victories, most notably at Oswego (August 10–14). These did little to assuage tensions between Vaudreuil and Montcalm, however. Montcalm had little use for colonial troops and native allies. He wished to employ European tactics, had contempt for raids and guerrilla warfare, and believed that he should have charge of all French forces and overall strategy in Canada. Vaudreuil had little regard for the French regulars, believed in relying extensively on native allies, favored raids and guerrilla tactics, and thought that he alone should control military strategy.

After Montcalm captured Fort William Henry on strategic Lake George in New York (August 9, 1757), he was unable to control his native allies, who killed many of the British garrison after they surrendered. Montcalm also failed to follow up on this victory by pushing on to capture other strategic points. With only 3,800 men, however, Montcalm successfully defended Fort Ticonderoga (Carillon) against British major general Sir James Abercromby, with 15,000 men (July 8, 1758). Montcalm was then promoted to lieutenant general.

As part of a general British offensive in 1759, Brigadier General James Wolfe moved against Quebec, which Montcalm successfully defended for two months. Then Wolfe and his troops managed to scale the heights and reach the Plains of Abraham next to the city. Montcalm ordered an immediate attack, and in the ensuing Battle of Quebec (September 13, 1759), also known as the Battle of the Plains of Abraham, the British were victorious, in part because Vaudreuil withheld cannon that he believed necessary to retain to defend the city. Both commanders were mortally wounded, but Wolfe had the satisfaction of knowing before his death that his troops had won a great victory.

Montcalm’s legacy is mixed. Montcalm was a brave and capable field commander, but his military skills were somewhat offset by his impatience and his unprofessional hostility toward Vaudreuil, which probably hastened the loss of New France.
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Montecuccoli, Raimondo (1609–1680)

Italian soldier, imperial field marshal, prince of the Holy Roman Empire, and Neapolitan Duke of Melfi. Raimondo (Raimyndo) Montecuccoli was born into a noble family on February 21, 1609, at the family castle of Montecucculi in Modena in northern Italy. Montecuccoli began his military career in 1625 in imperial service at age 16 during the Thirty Years’ War (1618–1648). He served under his uncle, Count Ernesto Montecucculi, a distinguished Austrian general of artillery. With active service in the Germanies and the Low Countries, Raimondo Montecuccoli was commissioned an ensign in 1629 and a captain of cuirassiers in 1631.

Montecuccoli was wounded in the storming of New Brandenburg (March 10–29, 1631) and was again wounded that same year in the Battle of Breitenfeld (September 17), when he was also taken prisoner by the victorious Swedes. He was wounded a third time in the Battle of Lützen (November 16, 1632). Upon his recovery, he was promoted to major in his uncle’s regiment. Shortly afterward Montecuccoli was advanced to lieutenant colonel of cavalry. He performed effectively in the Battle of Nördlingen (September 6, 1634), and his role the next year in the storming of Kaiserslautern, when he led a cavalry charge, led to his advancement to colonel.

Montecuccoli commanded a regiment in the Battle of Wittstock (October 4, 1636) and distinguished himself in the retreat following that imperial defeat. In 1639 he was wounded and captured by the Swedes at Melnik in Bohemia and was held prisoner for two and a half years in Stettin and Weimar. He passed his time studying military science, history, geometry, and architecture and also writing on the art of war.

On his release, Montecuccoli fought for his native Modena in the First War of Castro (1642–1643), campaigning with success in Lombardy. Returning to Germany, he was promoted to lieutenant field marshal. In 1645 he campaigned unsuccessfully in Hungary, against Prince György I Rákóczi of Transylvania; on the Danube and Neckar Rivers, against the French; and in Silesia and Bohemia, against the Swedes (1646–1647). Montecuccoli took part in the imperial victory at Triebel (Trzebiel) in Silesia (August 25, 1647). Following the imperial defeat by the French and Swedes in the Battle of Zusmarshausen (May 17, 1648), his masterful command of the rear guard saved the imperial forces from annihilation. This brought Montecuccoli promotion to general of cavalry that summer.

At the end of the Thirty Years’ War with conclusion of the Peace of Westphalia (October 1648), Montecuccoli carried out diplomatic assignments for Emperor Ferdinand III (r. 1637–1657) in Flanders and in England and for the Papacy in Sweden. In 1657, soon after his marriage to Countess Margarethe Dietrichstein, he took part in and subsequently commanded an expedition against Prince Rákóczi of Transylvania and the Swedes who had attacked Poland. Promoted to field marshal (December 1, 1658), Montecuccoli commanded imperial forces against the Swedes in Poland and in Jutland and Pomerania, completely defeating Rákóczi and his allies and bringing about the Treaty of Oliva (May 3, 1660).

From 1661 to 1664 Montecuccoli defended Habsburg lands against much more numerous invading Ottoman forces, and at St. Gotthard Abbey on the Raab River he won a decisive victory over the Ottomans (August 1, 1664), forcing them to agree to a 20-year truce. For this victory he was made generalissimo of the imperial forces and awarded the Order of the Golden Fleece. In August 1668 he was appointed president of the imperial War Council and director general of the imperial artillery. He also spent considerable time in the study and writing of military history and of the art of war.

When fighting began anew between France and the Holy Roman Empire (the Dutch War, 1672–1678) as a result of the territorial ambitions of King Louis XIV, Montecuccoli received command of the imperial forces. In the campaign of 1672–1673 he outmaneuvered French marshal Henri de la Tour d’Auvergne, Vicomte de Turenne, on the Neckar and Rhine Rivers, capturing Bonn and effecting a junction of his own forces with those of the Prince of Orange on the lower Rhine. Montecuccoli retired from the army in 1674 when Frederick William of Brandenburg, the Great Elector, was appointed commander in chief, but the successes of Turenne in the winter of 1674–1675 brought Montecuccoli back. For months the two most famous generals of their day maneuvered against one another in the Rhine Valley, with Turenne blocking Montecuccoli’s effort to relieve Strasbourg (June–July 1675). With a decisive battle in the offing, Turenne was killed (July 27), whereupon Montecuccoli invaded Alsace, engaging in a war of maneuver with Louis de Bourbon, Prince de Condé (Le Grand Condé), but was then forced back across the Rhine in late 1675.

Montecuccouli then resigned his command. He spent his last years in military administration and in literary and scientific work at Vienna. In 1679 the emperor made Montecuccoli a prince of the empire, and shortly afterward he received the dukedom of Melfi from the king of Naples. Montecuccoli died in an accident at Linz, Austria, on October 16, 1680.

Montecuccoli ranks with Turenne and Condé as among the greatest European generals of his time. A careful student of military history, Montecuccoli was also among the important military writers of his day. His Della Battaglie, Trattato dela guerra, Dell’arte militare, and Aforismi dell’arte bellica stressed principles of warfare. They were translated into many languages and are widely influential.
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Montgomery, Bernard Law (1887–1976)

British Army field marshal. Bernard Law Montgomery was born in London on November 17, 1887. His father was the Anglican bishop of Tasmania, but the family returned to Britain when Montgomery was 13 years old. Montgomery entered the Royal Military Academy of Sandhurst in 1907 and the next year was commissioned into the Royal Warwickshire Regiment. He served in India, and in World War I he fought on the Western Front and was wounded in the First Battle of Ypres (October 30–November 24, 1914). Posted to a training assignment in England, Montgomery returned to the front to fight as a major in the Battle of the Somme (July 1–November 19, 1916). He ended the war as a division staff officer.

Following occupation duty in Germany after the war, Montgomery graduated from the British Army Staff College, Camberley, in 1921 and returned as an instructor there in 1926. In 1929 he rewrote the infantry training manual. He then served in the Middle East, commanded a regiment, and was chief instructor at the Quetta Staff College (1934–1937). During 1937–1938 he commanded the 1st Brigade. He then took charge of the 3rd Infantry Division, which he led in France as part of the British Expeditionary Force after the start of World War II. Montgomery distinguished himself in the British retreat to Dunkerque (Dunkirk) in late May 1940. In July he took charge of V Corps in Britain protecting the southern English coast against a possible German invasion.

In April 1941 Montgomery assumed command of XII Corps, which held the crucial Kent area. He established himself as a thorough professional soldier and had no time or patience for the amateur traditions observed by many of his colleagues. Montgomery was also very much the maverick.
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British field marshal Bernard Montgomery was one of the preeminent yet most controversial Allied commanders of World War II. A careful, even cautious planner, Montgomery is best remembered for his defeat of German field marshal Erwin Rommel in the pivotal Second Battle of El Alamein in 1942. (The Illustrated London News Picture Library)



Montgomery helped plan the disastrous Dieppe raid (August 19, 1942) but left to command the First Army in the planned Allied invasion of North Africa. On August 13 following the death of General W. H. E. Gott, Montgomery took command of the British Eighth Army in Egypt, repulsing Field Marshal Erwin Rommel’s attack at Alam Halfa (August 31–September 7).

Montgomery rebuilt the Eighth Army’s morale. Known for his concern for his men’s welfare, he was also deliberate as a commander. In the Battle of El Alamein (October 23–November 4, 1942), his superior forces defeated and drove west German and Italian forces under Rommel. Promoted to full general that November, Montgomery’s less than rapid advance westward across North Africa allowed the bulk of Axis forces to escape.

Following the Axis surrender in the Battle of Tunis (May 3–13, 1943), Montgomery played an active role in planning Operation HUSKY, the invasion of Sicily, and led the Eighth Army in the invasions of both Sicily (July 9) and Italy (September 3). He was again criticized for his slow advance, north from Reggio di Calabria. Returned to Britain to assist in planning Operation OVERLORD, the Allied invasion of Normandy (June 6, 1944), Montgomery insisted on changes that may well have saved the invasion from disaster. He temporarily commanded the land forces in the invasion until General Dwight Eisenhower moved his headquarters to France in September.

Elevated to field marshal on September 1, 1944, Montgomery commanded the British 21st Army Group on the Allied left flank. His failure to move beyond Antwerp, however, led to the escape of German forces on the Beveland peninsula. Montgomery rejected Eisenhower’s broad-front strategy and sought to secure a crossing over the lower Rhine at Arnhem. This plan, Operation MARKET-GARDEN, employed large numbers of airborne troops and came as a surprise from the conservative Montgomery. Eisenhower approved the plan, which however failed (September 17–25).

Montgomery’s forces defended the north shoulder in the German Ardennes Offensive (Battle of the Bulge, December 16, 1944–January 16, 1945). Montgomery’s vanity came increasingly to the fore, and he never understood the necessity for cooperation in coalition warfare. Indeed, his insubordinate attitude almost brought his relief from command. At a press conference following the Battle of the Bulge, Montgomery gave the impression that he had saved the day in the Ardennes, infuriating the Americans. On May 4, 1945, Montgomery accepted the surrender of all German forces in northwestern Germany, Denmark, and the Netherlands.

Following the war, Montgomery commanded British occupation troops in Germany during May 1945–June 1946. In January 1946 he was made Viscount Montgomery of Alamein. From 1946 to 1948 he was chief of the Imperial General Staff. Montgomery next served as chairman of the West European commanders in chief (1948–1951) and was commander of North Atlantic Treaty Organization (NATO) forces in Europe and deputy supreme commander (1951–1958). He retired in September 1958. A prolific writer, he personally drafted his memoirs in 1958. Montgomery died at Isington Mill, Hampshire, on March 24, 1976.

A latter-day Marlborough or Wellington, or the most overrated general of World War II, Montgomery remains the best-known British general and the most controversial senior Allied commander of World War II. His strengths lay in his meticulous organizing and planning. Montgomery easily grasped the essence of problems and insisted on effective, simple solutions. As a field commander, he was less successful. Deeply concerned for the welfare of his men, Montgomery was loath to take undue risks with them.
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Montmorency, Anne, Duke of (1493–1567)

French general. Born a member of the nobility at Chantilly, France, in 1493, Anne Montmorency was a childhood companion of future king François I. Raised to cavalry command when François became king, Montmorency fought in the Habsburg-Valois Wars (First, 1521–1526; Second, 1536–1538, and Fifth, 1547–1559). He first saw action in Italy, in the Battle of Ravenna (April 11, 1512), and also fought in the Battle of Marignano (September 13–14, 1515). Sent as a hostage to England in 1519, Montmorency was present at the meeting of the Field of the Cloth of Gold in 1520. He next saw action in the defense of Mézières in 1521. Raising an army in Switzerland, Montmorency advanced into Italy in 1522 and led his Swiss troops in the Battle of La Bicocca, where he was wounded (April 27, 1522). Made a marshal of France by François I in August, Montmorency fought in Italy during 1523–1524. Returning to Italy from France, he fought with François I in the Battle of Pavia (February 24, 1525), where the French were defeated and both men were taken prisoner. Released, Montmorency helped negotiate the Treaty of Madrid that ended the war in 1526. Returning to France in 1526, he was appointed the king’s chief minister with responsibility over the royal household, public works, and foreign affairs. He was also governor of Languedoc.

When war resumed in 1536, Montmorency helped secure the withdrawal of Holy Roman emperor Charles V from Provence by a scorched-earth policy. François I raised Montmorency to constable of France in 1538. Falling out of favor in 1541, Montmorency did not again return to court until the accession of Henri II in 1547, when he became chief adviser to the new king and savagely put down a revolt in Bordeaux in 1548.

In 1557 while in command of the French Army, Montmorency’s effort to relieve the Spanish Siege of Saint-Quentin by defeating part of what was a larger Spanish force failed, and he was taken prisoner on August 10, 1557. The need to ransom him hastened the Treaty of Cateau-Cambrésis in 1559. Following the death of Henri II in 1559, Montmorency withdrew from court.

Montmorency opposed toleration of the Huguenots (French Protestants) and returned to fight in the opening phase of the French Wars of Religion (1562–1590) as military commander for the Catholic side. He was captured by the Huguenot forces under the Duc de Condé in the Battle of Dreux (December 19, 1562), while Condé was also captured, by the Catholic forces. Montmorency continued to participate in the religious wars. He defeated Condé at Saint-Denis (November 10, 1567) but was mortally wounded in the fight and died in Paris two days later, on November 12, 1567.

A brave and energetic commander, Montmorency served France and French Catholicism to the best of his ability and was the chief military commander of mid-16th-century France.
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Montrose, James Graham, Marquis of (1612–1650)

Prominent Scottish general of the English Civil Wars (1642–1651). James Graham was born on October 25, 1612, the son of John, the fourth Earl Montrose. James became the fifth Earl Montrose on the death of his father in 1626. Montrose was educated at St. Andrews University. After brief travel in Europe, he returned to Scotland by 1636.

Following the religious turmoil of July 1637 after King Charles I attempted to impose a new Anglican-oriented book of common prayer on Scotland, Montrose joined those in opposition. He played a leading role in the creation of the National Covenant (February 1638) to oppose the king, which led to the creation of an army and the First Bishops’ War (January–June 1639). In the spring of 1639, Montrose put down anti-Covenant forces around Aberdeen and enjoyed success against the Gordons. He captured Aberdeen on three occasions, the second time taking prisoner the Marquess of Huntly, head of the Gordons, although in doing so Montrose violated a pledge of safe conduct.

Montrose was one of the Covenanters who, following the Peace of Berwick (June 18, 1639), visited with Charles I in July 1639. Montrose opposed the antiroyalist policies of the Earl of Argyl and had no interest in seeing presbyters masters of the state. Montrose favored a situation wherein the clergy confined themselves to spiritual matters and did not meddle in affairs of state. Nonetheless, he again fought against Charles in the Second Bishops’ War (1640), distinguishing himself in the fighting around Newburn (August 1640) in command of cavalry under Lord Leven.

Montrose came under increasing suspicion for his views, and Argyl had him imprisoned in Edinburgh (June–August 1641). Upon his release, Montrose failed in his effort to keep Scotland out of the English Civil Wars on the side of Parliament, and when Leven and a Scottish army invaded England (January 1644), Montrose became the leader of the Scottish royalists. Although reluctant to trust him, Charles I made Montrose a marquess and appointed him lord lieutenant and captain general for Scotland (February 1644). Given only 100 men by the king, Montrose recruited 2,000 and, in April 1644, invaded Scotland. Catching the Covenanters by surprise, he captured Dumfries (April 14). Although waging a brilliant campaign, Montrose could not overcome great material shortcomings and was driven out by Argyl.

Following the royalist disaster of the Battle of Marston Moor (July 2, 1644), Montrose decided to chance everything in a new invasion of Scotland (August 1644). He was able to effect a union with a small force from Ireland under Alsadair Macolla MacDonald and, with 3,000 men and no cannon, defeated a Covenanter force of 7,000 men and nine guns under Lord Elcho in the Battle of Tippermuir (September 1, 1644). Montrose then captured Perth and destroyed a force of near equal size to his own under Lord Burleigh at Aberdeen (September 13). Montrose then withdrew into the mountains. After ravaging the Campbell lands (September 1644–February 1645), with 2,000 men he destroyed a Covenanter force of 3,000 at Inverlochy (February 19, 1645). Montrose took Dundee (April 4) and, with only 1,700 men, defeated 4,000 Covenanters under Sir John Hurry in the Battle of Auldearn (May 8). Montrose was again victorious at Alford (July 2) and at Kilsyth (August 15).

Montrose captured both Glasgow and Edinburgh and summoned a parliament to meet at Glasgow on October 20, but following the disastrous royalist defeat in England in the Battle of Nasby (June 14, 1645), Charles I called him south to meet an army under David Leslie advancing from England. However, when Montrose did so his Highland clansmen deserted, and Leslie defeated Montrose and fewer than 1,000 men at Philiphaugh (September 12–13). Montrose’s men were either butchered on the spot or killed later. Montrose and a few dozen followers escaped to the Highlands, but Charles repudiated him in an effort to bring the Covenanters over to his side in the English Civil Wars. Montrose made peace on May 31, 1646, and went into exile in Norway.

King Charles II subsequently restored Montrose to his position as lord lieutenant and captain general in Scotland. Montrose and a few followers landed in the Orkney Islands (March 1650) and assembled some 1,200 men before crossing to the mainland. Montrose’s effort to raise the clans was a failure, and his small force was destroyed in the Battle of Carbiesdale (April 27). Montrose fled but was betrayed by his host and taken prisoner. Charles II, who like his father hoped to win over the Covenanters, now also repudiated Montrose. As an acknowledged traitor, Montrose was sentenced to death at Edinburgh and hanged at Market Cross there on May 21, 1650.

Invariably commanding few men against far greater odds, Montrose proved himself to be an extraordinarily resourceful and able commander. Certainly he was one of the greatest generals of the English Civil Wars.
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Moreau, Jean Victor Marie (1763–1813)

French general. Born at Morlaix in Brittany on February 14, 1763, Jean Victor Marie Moreau was the son of a lawyer. Moreau himself studied law at Rennes but left school to join the National Guard on the beginning of the French Revolution in 1789. Raising an artillery company, he became its captain in 1789. Transferring to the infantry, he was elected lieutenant colonel of an infantry regiment in 1791 and saw action with his unit in the Army of the North. Distinguishing himself in the Battle of Neerwinden (March 18, 1793), Moreau was promoted to général de brigade in December and to général de division on April 14, 1794.

Moreau received command of the Army of the North in March 1795 and then the Army of the Rhine and the Moselle in March 1796. He again distinguished himself in fighting in Germany in 1796. Temporarily suspended from command for suspected royalist sympathies after the failure of the attempted royalist coup of 18 Fructidor on September 4, 1797, Moreau was restored to command five days later. Temporarily in command of the French Army of Italy, he was defeated at Magnano (April 5, 1799) and was succeeded by the new army commander General Barthelemi-Catherine Joubert. Following Joubert’s death in the Battle of Novi (August 15), Moreau again commanded the Army of Italy. Returning to Paris on September 21, he was approached by plotters to take Joubert’s place as the “sword” for a coup against the Directory. Moreau declined and suggested Napoleon Bonaparte as a more likely candidate for the successful coup of 18 Brumaire (November 9, 1799). Bonaparte became first consul for his role in this event.
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French general Jean Victor Marie Moreau won a brilliant victory over the Austrians in the Battle of Hohenlinden (December 3, 1800), during the French Revolutionary Wars. A jealous Napoleon Bonaparte later forced him into exile. (Chaiba Media)



Rewarded with command of the Armies of the Rhine and Helvetia (Switzerland), Moreau won a brilliant victory over the Austrians in the Battle of Hohenlinden (December 3, 1800), accomplishing it at less cost than Napoleon’s victory over the Austrians at Marengo (June 14, 1800). Hohenlinden forced the Austrians to sue for peace, which they had rejected after the Battle of Marengo.

Napoleon was undoubtedly jealous of Moreau’s military successes and regarded him as a threat to his own reputation. Moreau was implicated in a royalist plot to unseat Napoleon in 1804, no doubt unjustly. Arrested on April 14, Moreau protested his innocence but was sentenced to exile for life. He lived in the United States in Morrisville, Pennsylvania, during 1804–1813, returning to Europe to accept a commission from Czar Alexander of Russia and serve as military adviser to the czar during the German War of Liberation (1813). Moreau was mortally wounded in the Battle of Dresden (August 27). He died at Lahn on September 2 and was buried in St. Petersburg.

Personally brave and well respected by his men, Moreau was a splendid field commander and general who was essentially apolitical. His reputation as a general rivaled that of Napoleon.
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Mountbatten, Louis Francis Albert Victor Nicholas (1900–1979)

Royal Navy admiral, last viceroy of India (1947), and first governor-general of independent India (1947–1948). Born at Frogmore House, Windsor Castle on June 25, 1900, Louis Francis Albert Victor Nicholas “Dicky” Mountbatten (later the first Earl Mountbatten of Burma) was the second son of Admiral of the Fleet Prince Louis of Battenberg (the family adopted the less Germanic name of Mountbatten in 1917 during World War I) and Princess Victoria of Hesse, a granddaughter of Queen Victoria. Mountbatten entered the Royal Navy as a cadet at age 13 in the Osborne Naval Training College and then studied at the Royal Naval College, Devonport, from which he graduated first in his class in June 1916.

During World War I, Mountbatten was a midshipman in the Grand Fleet aboard the battle cruiser Lion (1917) and the battleship Queen Elizabeth (1917–1918) and then as a sublieutenant served in a coastal torpedo boat (1918). During 1918–1920 he studied engineering at Christ’s College, Cambridge University. During 1920–1922 he accompanied his cousin Edward, Prince of Wales and future King Edward VIII, on a tour of the Far East.

Returning to England, Mountbatten served in the battleship Revenge (1923). Specializing in communications and electronics, he was assigned to the Signals School in 1924 and briefly studied electronics at Greenwich. In 1926 he was appointed assistant fleet wireless and signals officer of the Mediterranean Fleet. He was promoted to lieutenant commander in 1928. The next year he returned to the Signals School as senior wireless instructor and then was fleet wireless officer in the Mediterranean Fleet (1931–1933). Mountbatten’s first command was the destroyer Daring (1934). He was naval aide-de-camp to first King Edward VIII and then King George VI (1936–1938) and was promoted to captain in 1937.

In June 1939, Mountbatten took command of the destroyer Kelly while it was still under construction. That September with the beginning of World War II, he was appointed commander of the 5th Destroyer Flotilla, distinguishing himself in the British evacuations of Namsos in Norway (June 1940) and in Crete (May 1941). The Kelly was sunk by German dive-bombers off Crete on May 23, 1941. Its exploits were the subject of Noël Coward’s film In Which We Serve (1942), which Mountbatten promoted. In August Mountbatten assumed command of the aircraft carrier Illustrious, then undergoing repairs in the United States.

Mountbatten’s exploits, dash, and popularity brought him to the attention of Prime Minister Winston Churchill, who in April 1942 selected him as director of Combined Operations, with the rank of vice admiral. Mountbatten had responsibility for the Allied raid on the French seaport of Dieppe (August 19, 1942). This large operation proved to be a costly failure, for which Mountbatten bore much responsibility. The reverse did not affect his popularity, however, and did provide lessons for subsequent amphibious operations. Mountbatten then worked hard to improve Britain’s amphibious capabilities, expanding its personnel and beginning work on the so-called mulberries (artificial harbors) and on Operation PLUTO, the operation to lay pipelines under the ocean, both of which would prove critical to the success of the Normandy Invasion of June 1944.

In August 1943, Churchill convinced U.S. president Franklin D. Roosevelt to make Mountbatten supreme Allied commander for Southeast Asia, with responsibility for the Indian Ocean and Burma (present-day Myanmar) areas. Mountbatten took up his post in October, first at Delhi in India and later at Kandy in Ceylon (present-day Sri Lanka). Mountbatten played an important role in the Allied victory in Burma and personally took the Japanese surrender at Singapore (September 12, 1945). He then had the thankless tasks of liberating Allied prisoners of war and restoring colonial rule, which he believed to be anachronistic and doomed. Mountbatten remained at his post until May 1946.

With the end of World War II, the Labour government in Britain moved to grant independence to India. Hindu nationalists wanted the new state to be a single entity, while Muslim leaders sought separate Hindu and Muslim states. Appointed the last viceroy of India (March 24–August 15, 1947), Mountbatten found himself thrust into a volatile situation. Some have criticized him for not doing enough to prevent the widespread bloodshed that accompanied the creation of an independent India and Pakistan, but his means were limited. Following partition, Mountbatten remained as governor-general of the Union of India (September 1947–June 1948), helping to settle several disputes between India and Pakistan.

Named a viscount (1946) and then an earl (1947), Mountbatten returned to the navy as fourth sea lord (1950–1952). Promoted to admiral (1953), he commanded the Mediterranean Fleet (1952–1954). He was first sea lord during 1955–1959, helping to carry out a major restructuring of the British armed forces. Mountbatten was promoted to admiral of the fleet in 1956. He was chief of the Defence Staff from 1960 until 1965, when he retired. During 1960–1961 he chaired the North Atlantic Treaty Organization Defense Committee.

On August 27, 1979, Mountbatten was assassinated and several others killed when members of the Irish Republican Army blew up his yacht in Donegal Bay, near his vacation home of County Sligo in the Republic of Ireland.

Handsome, charming, and vain with a great appetite for fame, Mountbatten also had great drive, energy, and the ability to get things accomplished. Perhaps his greatest personal accomplishment was that of becoming first sea lord, a post that had been denied to his father because of anti-German sentiment during World War I.
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Murat, Joachim, King of Naples, Duke of Cleve and Berg (1767–1815)

Napoleonic marshal and king of Naples. Born in La Bastide-Fortunière (later La Bastide-Murat), Department of Lot, in Gascony, France, on March 25, 1767, Joachim Murat was the son of an innkeeper. Murat gave up studies for the priesthood to join the French Army in February 1787. The wars of the French Revolution brought him rapid promotion. A noncommissioned officer in April 1792, he gained a commission in October and advanced to major in the Army of the North in 1793.

Murat first met Napoleon Bonaparte during the unrest of 13 Vendémaire when he secured the necessary artillery for Napoleon’s “whiff of grapeshot” (a phrase coined by Scottish essay and historian Thomas Carlyle in 1837 in The French Revolution: A History) that put down the royalist insurrection against the Directory (October 5, 1795). Murat joined Napoleon’s staff and campaigned with him in Italy during 1796–1797, being promoted to général de brigade in May 1796 and receiving command of a cavalry brigade under General Michel Ney, which Murat led most effectively.

Accompanying Napoleon on the Egyptian campaign, Murat fought in the Battle of the Pyramids (First Battle of Aboukir, July 25, 1798), where he was wounded in the jaw while leading an attack. For his important role in the battle, he was advanced to général de division in August. Returning to France with Napoleon, Murat played an important role in the coup d’état of November 9–10, 1799. Appointed commander of the Consular Guard in January 1800, Murat married Caroline Bonaparte, sister of Napoleon, on January 18, 1800.

Murat participated in virtually all of Napoleon’s subsequent campaigns as cavalry commander and served with distinction in the Battle of Marengo (June 14, 1800). Dispatched by Napoleon to Italy as commander of the French Army of Italy, Murat wrested the Papal States from Naples and imposed terms on the Neapolitans in February 1801. Made governor of Paris in January 1804, he was part of the tribunal that tried and ordered the execution of the Duc d’Enghien.

Murat was appointed maréchal de l’empire (second in seniority) in May 1804. He became governor-general of Paris in July 1804 and was also named grand admiral with the title of prince in February 1805. Murat screened the French advance, leading to the Austrian capitulation at Ulm (October 17, 1805), but angered Napoleon by breaking off the pursuit of Austro-Russian forces to occupy Vienna, where Murat and Marshal Jean Lannes bluffed the Austrians into believing that an armistice had been signed, preventing the destruction of the Danube bridge. Murat accepted the armistice of Hollabrünn (November 15) and then in the Battle of Austerlitz (December 2) led a celebrated charge. Napoleon rewarded Murat by creating him the grand duke of Cleve and Berg.

Murat fought with distinction against the Prussians in the Battle of Jena (October 14, 1806) and then captured Erfurt and Prenzlau and forced the Prussian surrender at Lübeck (November 7). After occupying Warsaw, he fought in the Battle of Eylau against the Russians (February 7–8, 1807), where his perhaps epic cavalry charge of some 5,000 men, one of the largest of the era, plugged a gaping hole in the center of the French line and preserved Napoleon’s army from destruction. Murat then directed the successful Siege of Königsberg (June 11–16).

Appointed to command in Spain as imperial lieutenant in February 1808, Murat brutally crushed the insurrection in Madrid against the French (El Dos de Mayo) on May 2, 1808. Napoleon then sent him to Italy and made him king of Naples on August 1. Murat’s effort to conquer Sicily in 1809 failed against British opposition.

Murat took part in Napoleon’s 1812 campaign in Russia, commanding the advance guard. Among other battles, Murat fought at Smolensk (August 17–19) and Borodino (September 7), where he tried but failed to convince the emperor to commit the Imperial Guard and win decisive victory. Promoted to lieutenant general of the Grand Army, Murat took charge of the French withdrawal from Russia on Napoleon’s departure on December 5 but then relinquished the command to Eugène de Beauharnais to depart for Italy in an effort to retain his kingdom there.

Murat entered into negotiations with the Austrians and British in Sicily, but unable to secure what he thought was sufficient reward, he returned to fight with Napoleon in Germany in the battles at Dresden (August 26–27, 1813) and Leipzig (October 16–19). Murat then departed for Italy and reopened negotiations with the Austrians and British, reaching agreement on January 26, 1814, to provide 30,000 men against France.

Following Napoleon’s abdication in April, Murat found that the allies did not trust him, and he rallied to Napoleon on the latter’s return from Elba in 1815, seeking to drive Austria from Italy. After early success, Murat was defeated at Tolentino (May 2) and fled to France on May 21. When Napoleon refused to receive him and the British also refused a request for asylum, Murat arrived in Corsica on August 24. There he organized a small force in an effort to regain his kingdom. Defeated at Pizzo in Calabria (October 7), he was arrested, tried, and executed by a firing squad at Pizzo in Calabria on October 13, 1815. Brave to the end, Murat himself gave the firing order: “Aim for the heart; spare the face!”

Although a failure in independent command and seemingly incapable of correct judgment, Murat was an exceptional subordinate and one of history’s most brilliant cavalry commanders. He played a key role in Napoleon’s battlefield successes.
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Mussolini, Benito (1883–1945)

Italian dictator (1922–1943). Born in Predappio, near Forli, in Romagna on July 29, 1883, to a blacksmith socialist father and a schoolteacher mother, Benito Mussolini was named after Mexican revolutionary and president Benito Juárez. Mussolini attended local schools and earned a teaching diploma in 1901. He tried teaching but found it boring.

Mussolini had joined the revolutionary or syndicalist branch of the Italian Socialist Party and enjoyed the role of agitator, fomenting strikes and establishing unions. At age 19 he fled to Switzerland to avoid compulsory military service during 1902–1905 and worked odd jobs. An amnesty led him to return to Italy and perform his military service. He then edited a socialist newspaper, La Lotta di Classe (Class Struggle) at Forli and was secretary of the local Socialist Party. His opposition to war with the Ottoman Empire in 1911–1912 earned him national prominence as a leader of the left wing of the Italian Socialist Party. In 1913 he became editor of the socialist daily Avanti.

On the outbreak of World War I, however, Mussolini embraced Italian nationalism and urged intervention on the Allied side. This position brought expulsion from the Socialist Party. Mussolini then founded a French-financed daily, Il Popolo d’Italia (The People of Italy). He also founded the organization Fasci Rivoluzionario d’Azione Internazionalista (Revolutionary Fasci for International Action) in October 1914 to bring about intervention in the war. In December of that year the organization became the Fasci di Azione Rivoluzionaria (Fasci for Revolutionary Action). Following Italy’s entry into the war on the Allied side in May 1915, Mussolini was called up for the army and served until 1917 on the Austrian front, reaching the rank of corporal. He was wounded slightly and discharged.

On the return of peace, the Socialist Party resumed its agitation. Mussolini organized from ex-soldiers in March 1919 the Fascio di Combattimento (combat bands) to oppose the socialists. He paid special attention to the Black Shirt squads, militia supported with financial contributions (not always voluntary) from businessmen and landlords. Distinguished by their black shirts and Roman salute, by the summer of 1919 the Black Shirts were clashing with socialists and communist groups. Mussolini’s policy was to meet every act of violence with greater violence. A veritable civil war with the socialists raged the length of Italy during 1921–1922.

The fascist political program was little more than devotion to their leader (“Il Duce,” as Mussolini became known), Italian nationalism, “law and order,” and opposition to communism. After they came to power, the fascists claimed that they had saved Italy from communism, but there is little support for that in fact. Certainly Mussolini did exploit middle- and upper-class fears of socialism and communism.

In the 1921 elections the fascists gained less than 10 percent of the vote, but the size of the organization (300,000 members by the end of September 1922) made force, or the threat of it, a possible route to power. Mussolini openly demanded that he be named premier, and in late October some 10,000 of his followers converged on Rome. Mussolini remained in Milan until informed that this March on Rome had succeeded, a fact carefully concealed by fascist historians.

When King Victor Emmanuel III refused to authorize martial law, Premier Luigi Facta resigned, and the king named Mussolini as premier on October 29, 1922. Threatened with new elections held under fascist supervision, the Italian parliament conceded Mussolini full power for 1 year on November 25; he kept it for 20 years.

A new election law and trampling the rights of the opposition gave the fascists control of the Italian parliament in 1924. Mussolini then proceeded to disband the opposition parties and secure complete power. Il Duce alone made the decisions, and he was not only head of state but also foreign minister, chief of the armed service branches, minister of the interior, and minister of the colonies. This concentration of authority produced chaos. Restoring the economy also proved elusive. The only real domestic achievements of Mussolini’s regime were advances in literacy, although fascist education was more formative than informative, and a treaty with the Vatican in 1929.
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Italian Fascist Party leader Benito Mussolini was prime minister of Italy during 1922–1943. His foreign policy ventures and alliance with Adolf Hitler led directly to Italy’s defeat in World War II and his own downfall. (The Illustrated London News Picture Library)



Mussolini’s dominant motivations were his personal vanity and desire for adulation. He became captivated by his own myth of the invincible leader and came to believe his own propaganda that only he could make the correct decisions and that his intuition was always right. Serious study and discussion were not his style. His precipitous decisions often bore unfortunate results. Totally inept as a war leader, he ordered military campaigns begun on short notice with no thought of the need for detailed planning.

Mussolini pursued an aggressive foreign policy, beginning with the Italian bombardment of the Greek island of Corfu in 1923. Alienation from the West over Italy’s invasion of Abyssinia (Ethiopia) in 1935 and support of the fascist side in the Spanish Civil War (1936–1939) led to a rapprochement with Adolf Hitler’s Germany. This Rome-Berlin Axis became a formal alliance in 1939. Mussolini allowed Hitler to annex Austria in March 1938; four years previously Mussolini had helped uphold Austrian independence against an attempted Nazi coup. Mussolini also was a prime mover behind the agreement at Munich in September 1938 that led to the dismemberment of Czechoslovakia. He then ordered the invasion of Albania (April 7–12, 1939).

When the general European war began in September 1939, Mussolini, fearful that Germany would not win, declared Italy’s nonbelligerency. With Germany about to defeat France and anxious to join in the spoils, he declared war on France (June 10, 1940) and sent Italian divisions into southeastern France and into Egypt from Libya, with little military success. Mussolini also insisted on sending obsolete Italian aircraft to participate in the Battle of Britain. Then without consulting Hitler, Mussolini ordered Italian forces to invade Greece from Albania (October 28, 1940). The Greeks drove Italian forces out, leading Hitler to come to the rescue of his ally in April 1941. Mussolini also sent Italian forces to assist the Germans in their invasion of the Soviet Union in June 1941, a step that was particularly unpopular in Italy.

Following the Allied victory in North Africa and the successful Allied invasion of Sicily, the fascist Grand Council voted to depose Mussolini (July 25, 1943). Hitler ordered him rescued by German commandos, and Mussolini was then installed as nominal leader of a puppet state in northern Italy under German control. Italy switched sides in the war in September 1943. As the end of the war approached, Mussolini and his mistress Clara Petacci attempted to flee to Germany. Partisans captured and shot both of them that same day on April 28, 1945. Their bodies were taken to Milan and strung up there, upside down.

Mussolini never accepted responsibility for his failures and instead blamed others, when he alone was responsible. He claimed that the Italian people were not worthy of him. To the end, his chief motivation was personal power rather than what was good for the Italian people.
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Nadir Shah (1688–1747)

Shah of Persia (modern-day Iran) and founder of the Afsharid dynasty. Nadir (Nader) Shah was born on August 6, 1688, at Dastgerd in Khorasan Province in the northeastern Persian Empire. He was a member of the Turkic Afshar tribe. His father was a shepherd who died when Nadir was young. According to tradition, Nadir and his mother were carried off as slaves by Uzbek or Turkmen raiders, but Nadir escaped and joined a band of brigands and rose to become their leader and a powerful military figure.

The Safavid dynasty that had ruled Persia since 1602 was then in collapse, enabling the Ottomans and Russians to carve off great chunks of the empire. Nadir rose to national prominence when he helped drive the Ghilzai Afghans out of Khorasan. Subsequently, Shah Tahmasp II made Nadir commander of the Persian Army.

In late 1726 Nadir retook Mashhad in present-day northeastern Iran, which had rebelled against the shah. In May 1729 he defeated the Abdai Afghans near Herat. Nadir then defeated Ashraf, new shah of the Ghilzai Afghans, in the Battle of Damghnan (September 29–October 5, 1729) and again, decisively, at Murchakhort (November). Nadir then took Isfahan. Tahmasp made Nadir governor of a number of eastern provinces, including Khorasan, and married him to his sister. In the spring of 1730 Nadir attacked the Ottomans, regaining much of the territory taken from Persia earlier. Forced by a revolt of the Abdali Afghans to suspend operations against the Ottomans, Nadir defeated them in a 14-month campaign (1730–1731).

Shah Tahmasp, meanwhile, grew jealous of Nadir’s success and, while Nadir was absent in the east, launched a campaign of his own to recapture Yerevan from the Ottomans. It ended in the loss of all of Nadir’s recent gains and the cession of Georgia and Armenia in exchange for Tabriz. Furious at events, Nadir decided to take power himself. He denounced the treaty and in 1732 forced Tahmasp to abdicate in favor of his baby son Abbas III, with Nadir as regent.

Nadir hoped to regain Armenia and Georgia by seizing Ottoman-held Baghdad and exchanging it for them. Invading Mesopotamia in 1733, he defeated one Ottoman army and then laid siege to Baghdad. But he turned with part of his force to do battle with a larger Ottoman relief force under Topal Osman and was defeated in the Battle of Kirkuk (July 19), whereupon the Ottoman garrison at Baghdad sortied and defeated the Persian troops there. Despite these disasters, Nadir rallied his remaining forces and held off Topal. With the arrival of reinforcements from Persia, Nadir again took the offensive and defeated Topal in the Battle of Leilan (1733) near Kirkuk; Topal was killed during the battle. News of a revolt in Fars, however, led Nadir to break off his renewed siege of Baghdad and conclude the Treaty of Baghdad with Ahmed Pasha.



NADIR SHAH




Following his victory in the Battle of Karmar, Nadir Shah moved on Mohammad Shah’s capital of Delhi and occupied it on March 9, 1738. Nadir took not only the contents of the royal treasury but also the Peacock Throne, which thereafter served as a symbol of Persian imperial might. Among a trove of other fabulous jewels, Nadir also gained the Koh-i-Noor (“Mountain of Light”), at the time the world’s largest known diamond, and Darya-ye Noor (“Sea of Light”) diamond. The Persian troops left Delhi at the beginning of May 1739, taking with them thousands of elephants, horses, and camels loaded with the booty they had collected, along with thousands of Indian boys and girls as slaves. The plunder seized from India was so rich that Nadir suspended taxation in Iran for a period of three years following his return.



Nadir suppressed the revolt at Fars and then invaded Transcaucasia and won a great victory over a larger Ottoman force under Abdulla Koprula at Baghavard (June 8, 1735). By the summer of 1735, he had secured Armenia and Georgia. Meanwhile, aware that Russia was preparing to go to war against the Ottoman Empire, he used the threat of joining the Ottomans to conclude the Treaty of Ganja (March 10, 1735), under which the Russians agreed to withdraw all of their troops from Persian territory. This completed the return of the Caspian provinces to Persia.

In January 1736, Nadir held a grand meeting of notables in the Mongol tradition and suggested that he be named shah in place of the five-year-old Abbas III. The representatives agreed, and Nadir was crowned on March 8, 1736.

Nadir now commanded the most powerful military force in Asia, if not the world of his day. He insisted on thorough training and based his campaigns on rapid movement over great distances. Nadir favored cavalry attacks, which could come without warning from any direction. While his armies were weak in heavy artillery, his light artillery was excellent, thanks in large part to French and Russian experts in his employ. Nadir also understood the value of naval power. Again assisted by European experts, he built up a naval force in the Persian Gulf and a small fleet on the Caspian Sea.

During 1737–1738, Nadir invaded Afghanistan. He took Kandahar in 1738 following a nine-month siege, during which he detached forces to secure the former Persian provinces of Balkh and Baluchistan. Nadir’s lenient treatment of the Afghans caused many of them to join his army.

In 1738 seeking to punish Mughal emperor Mohammed Shah for supporting the Afghans, Nadir invaded India. He captured both Ghazni and Kabul (September) and then bypassed a 50,000-man Mughal army guarding the Khyber Pass, crossing instead over the nearby Tsatsobi Pass, circling around behind the Mughals, and defeating them. Advancing into India, Nadir took Peshawar and Lahore and then crossed the Indus River. Mohammed Shah marched from Delhi with 80,000–150,000 men to meet Nadir Shah’s army of 50,000 at Karmal, some 75 miles north of Delhi (February 14, 1738). Nadir was victorious and marched on Delhi and sacked it (March 9). He left Mohammed Shah on the throne but annexed Indian territory north and west of the Indus River. The Mughal Empire never recovered from this blow.

In 1740 Nadir conquered Bukhara (Bokhara, Boukhara) and Khiva in present-day Uzbekistan. Defeating the Uzbeks in the Battle of Charjul and the Battle of Khiva, he annexed the territory south of the Aral Sea. In 1741, Nadir attempted to put down an uprising of the Lesgians in Dagestan (Daghestan) on the Caspian Sea but was stymied by their resort to guerrilla warfare.

The invasion of India was the height of Nadir’s rule. After it, increasingly troubled by poor health, he became ever more despotic. In 1743 the Ottomans invaded Persian territory seeking to exploit growing unrest in Persia over Nadir’s inept, cruel rule and his religious policies. Nadir blocked their larger army east of Kars and then defeated the Ottomans decisively in the Battle of Kars (August 1745). He went on to occupy most of Armenia.

Nadir’s growing persecution of his own people and the heavy taxes he imposed to fight his many wars brought revolt in late 1745. On June 19, 1747, at age 48, Nadir was assassinated by his own officers, who feared that he planned to execute them. Persia then reverted to chaos.

The last great Asiatic conqueror and known as the Persian Napoleon, Nadir remained illiterate. A man of ruthless ambition and immense energy, he was certainly one of the great captains of military history. A master strategist, Nadir was immensely successful in raising armies. He was also both cynical and cruel, and his reign was marked by violence and bloodshed. Nonetheless, Nadir had taken Persia from near collapse to dominant power in the region.
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Napoleon I (1769–1821)

French general and emperor. Napoleon Bonaparte (Napoleone di Buonaparte) was born in Ajaccio, Corsica, on August 15, 1769. His parents, Carlo and Letizia Buonaparte, were members of the lesser nobility. Genoa had ceded Corsica to France the year before, so Napoleon was born a citizen of France. Because of his father’s status and his mother’s influence with the local French military commander, Bonaparte was granted an appointment to the Brienne military school in France. He was a student there for five years during 1779–1784. Considered a foreigner by his classmates, he was alone much of the time. While not a gifted student, there he developed his prodigious powers of concentration and memory.

Bonaparte studied at the École militaire in Paris during 1784–1785 and in September 1785, at age 16, was commissioned in the army and assigned to the La Fère Artillery Regiment in Valence. There he was greatly influenced by the noted artillerist Baron J. P. Du Teil. After a year with his regiment, Bonaparte secured a leave with pay to return to Corsica in September 1786, which he extended. He then returned to his regiment, now at Auxonne, in June 1788.

The French Revolution of 1789 made possible Bonaparte’s rapid advancement and brilliant military career. War began in the spring of 1792, and with but two brief exceptions (1802–1803 and 1814–1815), 23 years of war followed, 17 of them dominated by Napoleon. Essentially middle-class in outlook, Bonaparte welcomed the coming of the revolution, but except for two periods (February–September 1791 and May–September 1792), he was in Corsica for most of the next 3 years (late 1789–June 1793). During one period in Paris, he observed the near assault on King Louis XVI (June 20, 1792) and the overthrow of the monarchy and the massacre of the Swiss Guards (August 10, 1792). Bonaparte and his brothers Joseph and Lucien hoped to advance the family position in Corsica, but running afoul of Corsican nationalist Pascal Paoli, the family fled to France.

The collapse of Bonaparte’s Corsican ambitions in expulsion from the island in June 1793 was undoubtedly the turning point in his career. He now had to provide for his family (including his mother and six brothers and sisters). Finding employment as an artillery officer in the siege by the French Army of the Royal Navy and French royalists of Toulon (September 4–December 19), Bonaparte developed the artillery plan that drove the British from the port on December 19. In the final stage of the attack, he was wounded slightly by a bayonet.

Recognized for this success, Bonaparte was advanced from captain to brigadier general in December 1793 and given command of the artillery in the French Army of Italy in February 1794. Following the fall of Maximilian Robespierre on July 27, Bonaparte was briefly arrested and imprisoned as a suspected Jacobin (August 6–September 14). Following his release, he secured appointment to the Topographical Bureau in Paris. Bonaparte was then second-in-command of the Army of the Interior and in this capacity utilized artillery to put down the royalist uprising of 13 Vendémaire (October 5, 1795). His “whiff of grapeshot” (a phrase coined by Scottish essayist and historian Thomas Carlyle in 1837 in The French Revolution: A History) killed several hundred people but saved the National Convention. In reward, Bonaparte received command of the Army of the Interior until given command of the Army of Italy in March 1796. Before his departure for Italy, he married the widow Josephine de Beauharnais.

Taking the offensive on his arrival in Italy in April 1796, Bonaparte showed that he knew how to motivate men. He forced an armistice on the Piedmontese and defeated the Austrians at Lodi (May 10) and then entered Milan (May 15). Bonaparte secured all Lombardy and then won a series of other battles over the Austrians, including at Arcole (November 15–17) and Rivoli (January 14–15, 1797). Advancing into Austria, he imposed on the Austrians the preliminary Peace of Leoben (May 12).

From Italy, Bonaparte instigated General Pierre Augereau’s coup of 18 Fructidor (September 4, 1797) against royalists who sought to overthrow the Directory. Bonaparte then dictated the terms of the Treaty of Campo Formio with Austria on December 17 that secured the Austrian Netherlands (Belgium and Luxembourg) for France and Austrian recognition of a northern Italian (Cisalpine) republic under French influence.
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Napoleon Bonaparte was a brilliant administrator and one of the greatest military commanders in history. He knew how to motivate men and manipulate events, but he proved utterly incapable of listening to the wise counsel of others or curbing his personal ambition when it was in the interests of his nation for him to do so. This painting of Napoleon at the Bridge of Arcole in 1796 is by Baron Antoine-Jean Gros, ca. 1801. (Chaiba Media)



Bonaparte’s reward for his brilliant success was command of an expedition against Egypt, which stopped at Malta en route, seizing that island and its large treasury on June 10, 1798. Landing at Alexandria on July 1, Bonaparte defeated the Mamluks in the Battle of the Pyramids (First Battle of Aboukir, July 21) but was then cut off in Egypt by the destruction of most of his fleet by Admiral Horatio Nelson in the Battle of the Nile (Battle of Aboukir Bay, August 1). His forces overran all of Egypt and set up headquarters in Cairo. After reorganizing and modernizing the Egyptian government, Bonaparte invaded Syria to forestall an Ottoman attack in February 1799 but failed to take the city of Acre by siege (March 15–May 17).

Returning to Egypt, Bonaparte defeated an Anglo-Turkish force in the Second Battle of Aboukir (July 25, 1799). Learning of unrest in France, he abandoned his army in Egypt and, with a small party, sailed in a fast frigate on August 1, eluding British ships. Returning to France on October 9, Bonaparte took the leading role in the coup d’état of 18 Brumaire (November 9, 1799).

Elected first consul under the Constitution of the Year VIII in February 1800, Bonaparte solidified his still-precarious position in France and abroad by invading Italy and defeating the Austrians in the narrowly won Battle of Marengo (June 14, 1800). Following General Jean Moreau’s brilliant victory over the Austrians in Germany at Hohenlinden (December 3), Austria sued for peace in the Treaty of Lunéville on February 3, 1801.

Bonaparte ended hostilities with England at Amiens in March 1802. Europe was now at peace for the first time in a decade, and Bonaparte was rewarded by being made consul for life in May. He refused to work to secure a lasting peace; indeed, his actions gave Britain every excuse to resume the war in May 1803. Bonaparte then prepared for an invasion of Britain. He was crowned emperor of the French in Paris as Napoleon I on December 2, 1804, and king of Italy on May 26, 1805.

On the opening of hostilities with Austria in July, Napoleon quickly broke up the camp at Boulogne and marched his forces across Germany, surprising the Austrians and forcing the surrender of an entire army at Ulm (October 20, 1805) and then capturing Vienna (November 13). Advancing against a larger Austrian and Russian force in Moravia, Napoleon tricked the allies into attacking him and won his most brilliant victory, at Austerlitz (December 2). He then forced peace terms on Austria at Pressburg (today Bratislava, Slovakia) on December 26.

Napoleon dissolved the Holy Roman Empire and reorganized much of Germany into the Confederation of the Rhine under French control in July 1806. His passage of French troops through Prussian territory (Ansbach) in 1805 on the way to attack the Austrians and his offer to cede back Hanover to England without first consulting Prussia led the latter to declare war on France in September 1806. Napoleon advanced into Germany along two main axes to meet the Prussian forces moving to attack him. Marshal Louis Davout defeated the main Prussian army under the Duke of Brunswick at Auerstädt, while the same day Napoleon defeated another Prussian army at Jena (October 14). These two battles decided the campaign, although other engagements followed. Russian support for Prussia drew Napoleon into Poland, where he did battle with the Russians, suffering a check against them at Eylau (February 8, 1807) and then achieving success at Friedland (June 14), which led Czar Alexander I to conclude the Peace of Tilsit (July 7).

As part of the treaty, Russia agreed to join Napoleon’s Continental System, designed to prohibit British exports to Europe. Napoleon promulgated the system in his Berlin Decree in November and Milan Decree in December. His efforts to impose this economic system on all of Europe led to unrest in Portugal and Napoleon’s decision to take over both Portugal and Spain. This in turn created a popular uprising in Madrid against the French (El Dos de Mayo, May 2, 1808), and brought the Peninsular War, with Britain sending an expeditionary force. Napoleon now began to feel the effects of strategic overreach.



NAPOLEON




Napoleon was a master of propaganda. Nowhere is that more evident than in the bulletins issued on campaign. In the Battle of Marengo (June 14, 1800), Napoleon blundered badly. Grossly underestimating the size of the Austrian forces, he had detached much of his strength and then, attacked by a more numerous Austrian force, was on the verge of defeat when he was saved only by the timely arrival of troops under General Louis Desaix, who without orders had marched to the sound of the guns.

Napoleon’s subsequent victory bulletin made it appear as if Desaix’s troops had been there all along and the battle had worked out just as Napoleon had planned. After exaggerating enemy losses and minimizing Napoleon’s own by a half, the bulletin makes mention of Desaix, who was killed in the battle. He is supplied with appropriate dying words: “Go tell the First Consul that I die regretting not having done enough to live in posterity.” As he had been shot through the heart, Desaix could not have said anything.

It is easy to see why such reports gave rise to the expression “To lie like a bulletin.”



Austria judged this the right time to go to war against France again, believing that all of Germany would join it. This did not happen. Napoleon took Vienna (May 12, 1809) but suffered defeat at Aspern-Essling (May 21–22), which he reversed with a decisive victory at Wagram (July 5–6). He dictated peace in the Treaty of Schönbrunn in October. Desperate for an heir, Bonaparte set aside Josephine and married the Archduchess Marie Louise on April 1, 1810. She gave birth to their son, Napoleon Francis Joseph Charles, the king of Rome, on March 20, 1811.

Russia, meanwhile, was unhappy with the fruits of its French alliance and Napoleon’s demands that it adhere to the Continental System and withdrew from the Continental System in December 1810. Napoleon resolved to punish the czar and all through 1811 put together the Grand Army, invading Russia with a half million men (June 24, 1812). He took Smolensk (August 7) but ignored the warnings of his advisers and decided to push on for Moscow, which he believed would bring the czar to terms. At Borodino (September 7), Napoleon fought the bloodiest battle of the century. The Russians were able to withdraw in good order, however. Although Napoleon captured Moscow (September 14), Czar Alexander refused to treat with him. Napoleon waited too long—six weeks—before withdrawing. Russian winter and Russian Army attacks destroyed his Grand Army.

Napoleon left the army and returned to Paris to raise a new force on December 16. He could secure men but was not able to recover from the loss of officers, noncommissioned officers, and trained horses in the Russian fiasco. Napoleon then advanced into Germany in 1813 to fight what became known as the German War of Liberation. He won costly battles at Lützen (May 2) and Bautzen (May 20–21). but a prolonged truce during June–August, when he did not negotiate seriously, allowed his enemies to become stronger, especially with the addition of Austria, which joined the coalition against him. Although Napoleon was victorious in the Battle of Dresden (August 26–27), he was defeated in the largest battle of the Napoleonic Wars, at Leipzig (Battle of the Nations, October 16–19). Napoleon then rejected peace terms that would have given France a Rhine frontier.

In the winter of 1813–1814 Napoleon waged a brilliant campaign, winning a number of battles with dwindling resources, but was unable to stop the allies from occupying Paris (March 30, 1814). He prepared to fight on, but his marshals united against this and demanded his abdication at Fontainebleau on April 4. Exiled to Elba by the Treaty of Fontainebleau, Napoleon busied himself with his small kingdom. With France in some unrest over decisions by the new government of Bourbon king Louis XVIII and with the allies in sharp disagreement over the peace settlement at the Congress of Vienna, Napoleon escaped from Elba and arrived back in France (March 1, 1815). Troops sent to arrest him rallied to their former commander, and Napoleon returned to Paris and issued yet another constitution, this one more liberal, in an effort to win popular support. Resolved to strike before his enemies could again coalesce against him, Napoleon invaded Belgium on June 1 and defeated the Prussians at Ligny (June 16) and the British at Quatre Bras (June 16), but he detached a large body to pursue the withdrawing Prussians, who marched to aid the British at Waterloo, enabling the allies to win that battle (June 18) and bring the Napoleonic Wars to a close.

Napoleon abdicated for a second time and surrendered to the English, who sent him to the island of St. Helena in the South Atlantic on October 15, where he died from gastric cancer on May 5, 1821. In 1840 his remains were returned to France and entombed at Les Invalides in Paris.

One of the great captains in military history, Napoleon Bonaparte was a brilliant strategist and a meticulous planner, and until his later years in power he was seemingly indifferent to fatigue. He was not a great military innovator; his major operational innovation was the corps formation. Taking advantage of theories developed by others, Napoleon waged wars of rapid movement that would culminate in one decisive battle. He was often lucky or saved by subordinates. A master propagandist, Napoleon took the credit for successes and blamed others for his failures. He knew how to motivate men, and they responded by calling him affectionately “The Little Corporal.” Napoleon introduced many reforms in France and was a great lawgiver in the Napoleonic Codes, which he had a sizable role in drafting. He rarely listened to sound recommendations from his advisers, as in the case of his invasion of Russia, and he put his own aspirations ahead of the legitimate interests of France. A hundred years later, General Ferdinand Foch wrote of Napoleon that “He forgot that a man cannot be god; that above the individual is the nation, and above mankind the moral law; he forgot that war is not the highest aim, for peace is above war.”
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Narses (ca. 478–ca. 573)

Byzantine general. Born in Persarmenia sometime during 478–480, Narses was a Romanized Armenian and eunuch. It is not clear how he became a eunuch, but Narses spent much of his life at the Byzantine court in Constantinople, steadily rising in position and influence. Described as a pious Christian who built churches and gave generously to the poor, Narses was in 530 steward to Emperor Justinian (r. 527–565). Identified as a favorite of Theodora, the emperor’s wife, Narses subsequently commanded the emperor’s eunuch bodyguard and eventually became grand chamberlain.

In 532 Narses played a key role, along with Theodora and Justinian’s then principal general Belisarius, in putting down the great Nika Uprising in Constantinople against the emperor, during which some 30,000 people died. In 535 Narses commanded a military force sent to Alexandria to ensure the installation there of Theodosius and to put down disturbances related to it.

In 538 Narses commanded 7,000 men sent to Italy to assist Belisarius in the Gothic War (535–554), but the two generals did not get along, and their failure to cooperate brought Narses’s return to Constantinople the next year. Little is known of Narses’s activities for the next dozen years, but in 551 Justinian selected Narses to command Byzantine forces in Italy against the Goths, following the death there of Justinian’s nephew Germanicus. Narses assembled an army of 20,000–30,000 men and moved to Italy by land along the Adriatic Sea. His naval forces defeated a Gothic fleet in the autumn of 551 in the Battle of Sena Gallica, destroying 36 of 46 Gothic ships.

Narses arrived in Venetia to discover there a powerful force of 50,000 Goths and Franks under Goth general Teias and Frankish king Theudibald. Not wishing to engage a numerically superior force and believing that the Franks would soon withdraw, Narses employed his ships to leapfrog his army south along the coast to near Ravenna, where he defeated a Goth force at Rimini. In the spring of 552, Narses crossed the Apennines and moved down the Via Flaminia, heading for Rome. Ostrogoth king Totila, commanding perhaps 15,000 men, advanced to intercept him. Battle was joined at Taginae (present-day Gualdo Tadino) in June. Narses was victorious, and Totila was among a reported 6,000 Goths killed.

Narses then marched on Rome, taking it after a short siege. He then moved to secure the Goth treasury at the fortress of Cumae. Following the death of Totila, his son Teias was elected king of the Goths. Assembling in the Po Valley the remnants of Totila’s army, Teias marched to join his brother Aligern in Campania. Narses blockaded the combined Goth force west of Naples. In the ensuing Battle of Monte Lacteria (or Battle of the Samus, near Cumae) in 553, Narses crushed the Goths. Teias was killed, and Aligern was subsequently captured. Narses then divided his forces to take the remaining Goth strongholds in Italy.

With Byzantine Empire forces under Narses scattered, Frankish dukes and brothers Lothaire and Buccelin led some 75,000 Franks over the Alps into Italy. Defeating a much smaller imperial force at Parma, the Franks were joined by the Goth remnants, bringing their total strength to perhaps 90,000 men. As the Franks moved south, Narses hastily assembled as many imperial forces as he could muster.

The Frankish force divided for the winter, and in the spring of 554 Narses and some 18,000 men moved against Buccelin and 30,000 men at Casilinum on the banks of the Volturno River near Capura. Narses arranged his men in a concave formation. Buccelin charged the Byzantine center, and Narses carried out a double envelopment, destroying his opponent. In the north, meanwhile, the other Frankish army under Lothaire was devastated by an epidemic. The long Gothic War was over.

Narses then worked to restore Byzantine authority in Italy until he was recalled by Emperor Justin (r. 565–578) in 567. The circumstances and date of Narses’s death are unclear and are given between 566 and 574.

Intelligent and a great tactician, Narses was one of the greatest Byzantine generals.
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Nelson, Horatio (1758–1805)

British admiral. Born the son of a clergyman at Burnham Thorpe in Norfolk on September 19, 1758, Horatio Nelson went to sea at ge 12 with his maternal uncle Captain Maurice Suckling, who ensured that his nephew had varied training, including service as an ordinary sailor in a merchant ship and on an expedition to the Arctic during 1771–1774. Partly because of his uncle’s influence and partly from his own obvious merit, Nelson rose swiftly in his profession and became a post captain at the early age of 20. During the American Revolutionary War (1775–1783) Nelson saw much active service, mainly in the West Indies.

After five unhappy years ashore following a peacetime commission in the West Indies, on the outbreak of the war with France in 1793, Nelson was appointed to command the ship of the line Agamemnon. He participated in the capture of Corsica in 1794, landing with men and guns to assist with the siege and capture of two key ports, and lost the sight of his right eye in the process.
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British vice admiral Horatio Nelson, 1st Viscount Nelson. The best-known figure in British naval history, Nelson won great victories in the Battles of the Nile (1798), Copenhagen (1801), and Trafalgar (1805), confirming British naval supremacy until the 20th century. (Alison, Archibald, History of Europe from the Commencement of the French Revolution to the Restoration of the Bourbons, 1860)



Nelson commanded a detached squadron off the coast of Italy as a commodore in 1796, hampering the advance of the victorious French armies under the brilliant young general Napoleon Bonaparte. Fame came at last to Nelson when he played a decisive role in the British victory over the Spanish fleet in the Battle of Cape St. Vincent (February 14, 1797), blocking the escape of part of the Spanish fleet and capturing two ships. Promoted to rear admiral and knighted, Nelson suffered a serious setback on July 24 when, ordered to attack the Spanish town of Santa Cruz in Tenerife, one of the Canary Islands, he was repulsed with heavy losses. Badly wounded, he lost his right arm.


NELSON




During the Battle of Copenhagen on April 2, 1801, British commander Admiral Sir Hyde Parker, some four miles distant, observed that things appeared to be going badly for the attacking British ships he commanded, with several of the British ships having grounded. Parker ordered a signal raised to recall his subordinate, who Nelson ignored the order. Indeed, had the order been carried out, it would probably have turned victory into disaster, for the only way for Nelson’s ships to withdraw was up the channel and across the undefeated northern Danish defenses. An angry Nelson reportedly turned to his flag captain and remarked, “You know, Foley, I have only one eye, and I have a right to be blind sometimes.” Placing the telescope to that blind eye, he remarked, “I really do not see the signal.” Nelson’s captains copied their commander and also refused to disengage, resulting in a British victory.



Nelson returned to active service after only a few months of convalescence and received command of a detached squadron in the Mediterranean. He led it to a stunning victory over the French fleet in the Battle of the Nile (Aboukir Bay, August 1, 1798), in which his prebattle planning was crucial. Nelson was showered with praise and rewards, including a peerage from Britain. The adulation went to his head, and he became embroiled in an ugly civil war in Naples, one of Britain’s few remaining allies in the Mediterranean. He also fell very publicly in love with Emma, Lady Hamilton, wife of the British ambassador.

Recalled home in near disgrace in 1800, Nelson was promoted to vice admiral in January 1801 and sent back to sea again as second-in-command of a special fleet assembled to challenge the so-called Armed Neutrality of the North, which was threatening Britain’s trade interests in the Baltic. In the ensuing Battle of Copenhagen (April 2, 1801), Nelson again showed his leadership qualities, winning a very hard-fought victory against a determined and gallant foe.

Nelson’s passionate love affair with Emma Hamilton continued, and when she bore him a daughter, he left his wife and set up home with Emma and her husband during the brief period of peace following the Treaty of Amiens in March 1802. When war began again in May 1803, Nelson received command in the Mediterranean over the heads of more senior admirals.

In this challenging post, Nelson showed that he was far more than just a fighting admiral. He maintained his fleet at sea off the French port of Toulon for nearly two years during June 1803–April 1805 without once going into port, and he patiently trained his men, keeping them healthy and amused. When Admiral Pierre Jean Pierre Baptiste Silvestre, Comte de Villeneuve, and his French fleet escaped from Toulon in April 1805 and sailed to the West Indies, Nelson pursued relentlessly and drove them back into European waters. After a brief spell of leave with Emma and their daughter Horatia, he returned to take command of the British fleet off Cádiz and led it to a decisive victory over the combined French and Spanish fleets in the Battle of Trafalgar (October 21, 1805). At the height of the action, Nelson was struck down by a musket ball while pacing the quarterdeck of his flagship, Victory. Carried below, he died about three hours later. His death was extravagantly mourned, both in his own fleet and at home in England, where his body was given a lavish state funeral and buried in St. Paul’s Cathedral, London.

An affectionate man with an endearing, almost boyish, enthusiasm, Nelson was loved by most of those who served with him. Although physically nondescript, he exuded energy and charisma and inspired his followers with his own extraordinary physical courage. But his administrative ability and his capacity for making meticulous plans were also important components of his success, as was his lifelong experience as a practical seaman. While traditionally Nelson has been portrayed as an isolated genius, it is now recognized that he was in fact a member of one of the most gifted generations of officers the Royal Navy has ever produced. Nonetheless, Nelson still stood out then, and more than 200 years after his death he continues to fascinate and inspire.

Colin White
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Ney, Michel (1769–1815)

Napoleonic marshal. Born at Saarlouis in Alsace, France, on January 10, 1769, Michel Ney was the son of a cooper. Ney enlisted in the 5th Hussars in February 1787. He became a fine horsemen and fencer and was extraordinarily brave in battle. The wars of the French Revolution gave him the opportunity to advance in rank commensurate with his abilities. Ney was promoted to regimental sergeant major in April 1792 and then was commissioned as a sublieutenant in October. He fought at Jemappes (November 6, 1792). Ney became a captain in April 1794 and was wounded in the shoulder in the Siege of Maastricht (December 22).

Reports of Ney’s great bravery led the Directory to promote him to général de brigade in August 1796. He won the Battle of Kirchberg (April 19, 1797) but was taken prisoner by the Austrians at Giessen (April 21, 1797). Soon released in a prisoner exchange, Ney was promoted to général de division in March 1799. In the campaign against the Russians in Switzerland, Ney was wounded three times in the Battle of Winterthur (May 27) while leading cavalry. Transferred to the Rhine front against the Austrians, he distinguished himself in General Jean Moreau’s brilliant victory at Hohenlinden (December 3, 1800). First Consul Napoleon Bonaparte entrusted Ney with the post of inspector general of all French cavalry in January 1801 and then sent him as military commander and political representative to repair French relations with Switzerland in 1802.

In 1803 Bonaparte gave Ney command of VI Corps, which he trained effectively in preparation for Bonaparte’s threatened invasion of England. Appointed a maréchal de l’empire in May 1804, in the subsequent war against Austria Ney commanded VI Corps and personally led a cavalry charge to win at Elchingen (October 14, 1805), which led to the Austrian surrender at Ulm. He then captured Innsbruck in November.

During the war against Prussia, Ney again commanded VI Corps in the French victory in the Battle of Jena (October 14, 1806) and then captured the Prussian fortress of Magdeburg (November 8). In fighting against Russia, he continued in command of VI Corps in the battles at Eylau (February 8, 1807) and Friedland (June 14).

Napoleon created Ney the duke of d’Elchingen in June 1808 and then ordered him to join the French Army of Spain in August. Ney and his VI Corps were then sent to join the French Army of Portugal in April 1810. Ney captured Ciudad Rodrigo (July 10), but his corps suffered heavy casualties at Busaco (September 27). Later in the campaign, Marshal André Masséna dismissed Ney for insubordination on March 23, 1811.

Ney returned to France to command the camp of Boulogne. He commanded III Corps in the June 1812 invasion of Russia, fighting at Smolensk (August 17), where he was wounded. Ney fought with distinction in the great Battle of Borodino outside Moscow (September 7), urging Napoleon, in vain, to commit the Imperial Guard and score a decisive victory. Given command of the rear guard in the retreat from Moscow on November 3, Ney performed brilliantly, undoubtedly saving the lives of thousands of French soldiers, for which Napoleon called him “Bravest of the Brave” and made Ney the prince of Moscow on March 28, 1813.

In 1813 during the War of German Liberation, Ney commanded III Corps in the Battle of Lützen (May 2) and the French left in the Battle of Bautzen (May 20–21), but his delay and lack of cavalry prevented him from trapping the Prussians there. Severely wounded on October 18 during the Battle of Leipzig (October 16–19), Ney returned to France.

Ney led the group of marshals at Fontainebleau who demanded that Napoleon abdicate on April 4, 1814. Given command of the French cavalry by King Louis XVIII on May 20, 1814, Ney was entrusted with command of troops to arrest Napoleon following his escape from Elba. Ney vowed that he would bring Napoleon back to Paris in “an iron cage,” but when Ney’s troops deserted en masse to the former emperor at Auxerre, Ney did likewise on March 12, 1815. During the Hundred Days, Ney fought at Quatre Bras (June 16) and at Waterloo (June 18), where he led the final charge of the Old Guard. Unable to get himself killed at Waterloo, he was subsequently caught in the provinces on August 3 and brought to Paris. Tried by the Court of Peers, he was found guilty and shot by a firing squad near the Luxembourg Gardens in Paris on December 7, 1815, being given the right to issue the order to fire.

Known for his great courage and fiery temper, Ney was an effective trainer and led by example. He was not well suited to high independent command, however.
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Nguyen Hue (1753–1792)

Vietnamese emperor (1788–1792). Nguyen Hue, also known as Emperor Quang Trung, was born in 1753 in the village of Tay Son in present-day Binh Dinh Province, Vietnam. Since the 1630s, Vietnam had been divided across the narrow waist of the country at approximately the 17th Parallel. The Trinh family ruled the north, and the Nguyen family ruled the south; each claimed all of Vietnam in the name of the powerless Le kings at Thang Long (today Hanoi). Widespread corruption in the south led to what became known as the Tay Son Rebellion against the ruling Nguyen family (1773–1802). Nguyen Hue and his brothers Nguyen Nhac and Nguyen Lu assembled an army of 10,000 men to fight the Nguyens. The Tay Son program was “fairness, no corruption, only take from the rich, and help the poor.”

The rebellion enjoyed considerable success, but on the verge of controlling all of southern Vietnam, the Tay Son found themselves caught between the Nguyens and a Trinh army of 30,000 men that invaded from the north in 1775 and captured Phu Xuan (present-day Hue). The Tay Sons survived by reaching accommodation with the Trinhs until the latter withdrew back into the north. In 1776 the Tay Sons captured Sai Con (Saigon, present-day Ho Chi Minh City), and in 1778 Nguyen Nhac proclaimed himself king. Nguyen Hue, however, was the preeminent military leader of the three brothers.

In 1784, however, the last Nguyen prince, Nguyen Anh, having been defeated several times by the Tay Sons, invited in the Siamese. Nguyen Hue then won a great victory by defeating a Siamese army of 20,000–50,000 men with 300 ships in the western Mekong Delta in the Battle of Rach Gam-Xoai Mut (January 19, 1785). The Trinhs were unable to capitalize on the situation because of a successionist struggle in the north, which Nguyen Hue then exploited.

Marching north, in a brilliant campaign in 1786 Nguyen Hue defeated the Trinhs. King Le Hien Tong ceded territory and gave Nguyen Hue his daughter in marriage. Le Hien Tong died in 1787, however, and was succeeded by his grandson, Le Chieu Thong. While Nguyen Hue dominated the north, Nguyen Nhac controlled central Vietnam, and Nguyen Lu held southern Vietnam.

Nguyen Hue then returned to the south to assist his two brothers in dealing with Nguyen Anh, again a threat. Nguyen Hue left his lieutenant Nguyen Hu Chinh in charge in the north, but the latter worked to advance his own interests in league with King Le Chieu Thong. Nguyen Hue then sent a general, Vu Van Nham, north with an army. Nguyen Hu Chinh was killed in the subsequent fighting and the Le king fled north, but Vu Van Nham then seized power himself. Nguyen Hue sent yet another army north, defeating and killing Vu Van Nham.

Meanwhile, King Le Chieu Thong, now in far northern Vietnam, sent emissaries to the Qing Empire to seek its help in reclaiming the throne. Emperor Qianlong agreed with his viceroy in Guangdong (Canton), Sun Shiyi (Sun Shi-yi), that it would be an easy matter for China to establish control over a weakened Vietnam. In November 1788 Sun Shiyi led 200,000 Qing troops south, entered Hanoi, and established Chinese control over northern Vietnam. Vastly outnumbered, the Tay Sons withdrew southward. The Chinese exploitation of the Vietnamese, their intention to stay in northern Vietnam, and a series of weather events and bad harvests all worked to undermine their control, however.

Following a month of careful preparations, Nguyen Hue proclaimed himself emperor as Quang Trung and in a brilliant campaign defeated the Qing with a force half their number in a series of victories during January 25–30, 1789, sometimes known as the First Tet Offensive, that culminated in the Victory of Ngoc Hoi-Dong Da.

Quang Trung was also one of Vietnam’s greatest rulers. Recognizing the need for peace and accommodation with China, he immediately sought normalization of trade relations and pledged fealty to the Qing emperor. Quang Trung traveled to Beijing (Peking) in 1790. Meanwhile, in December 1789 an imperial emissary presented him with confirmation as king of An Nam.

Domestically, Quang Trung did much for Vietnam. Willing to work with capable individuals regardless of their past loyalties, he attracted the best men to his service. Quang Trung reorganized the army and carried out fiscal reforms, and he redistributed unused lands, mainly to the peasants. He advanced crafts and trade, and he promoted education, saying that “to build a country, nothing is more important than educating the people.”

Quang Trung wanted to open trade with the West and introduced a policy of religious toleration toward Christian missionaries. He was also the first Vietnamese leader to stress the importance of science, insisting that it be added to the mandarin examinations. Quang Trung introduced a Vietnamese currency, and he insisted that Nom be used exclusively rather than Chinese in court documents.

Quang Trung’s reign was short. He died of an unknown illness in Phu Xuan on September 16, 1792. His son, Quang Toan, ascended to the throne but was only 10 years old. With the central power again weak, Vietnam relapsed into civil war, and in 1802 the surviving Nguyen lord, Nguyen Anh, took power and established the Nguyen dynasty.

One of Vietnam’s greatest rulers, Quang Trung won two of the most important military victories in his nation’s history. He expelled the Siamese, saved Vietnam from Chinese domination, and reunited Vietnam. Had he lived a decade longer, subsequent Vietnamese history might have developed quite differently.
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Nikolaevich Nikolai the Younger (1856–1929)

Russian general. Born in St. Petersburg on November 18, 1856, Nikolai Nikolaevich was a member of the Romanov royal family as the son of Grand Duke Nikolai Nikolaevich, younger brother of Czar Alexander II. The younger Nikolai Nikolaevich received the customary military education and rapid promotion. He graduated from both the Nikolaevsky Engineering School in 1873 and the General Staff Academy in 1876. Nikolai Nikolaevich saw service in the Russo-Turkish War (1877–1878), first as an aide to the Russian field commander, his father Grand Duke Nikolai Nikolaevich the Elder, and then in the Guards Cavalry. Promoted to major general in 1885, Nikolai Nikolaevich the Younger was the army’s inspector general of cavalry during 1895–1905. He became the grand duke of Russia when his father died in 1891.

During the reign of his first cousin once removed, Czar Nicholas II, Grand Duke Nikolai Nikolaevich was promoted to general of cavalry in 1901. During the 1905 Revolution, he gained a somewhat exaggerated reputation as a political liberal when he refused a request by the czar to suppress the civil unrest. Instead he urged the czar to undertake constitutional reform. The grand duke also pushed for military expansion and some reform following the Russian defeat at the hands of the Japanese in the Russo-Japanese War (1904–1905). During 1905–1908 he chaired the Council of State Defense, which sought to coordinate army and navy operations in order to avoid the mistakes of the lost war. In response to criticism from the Duma that he was preventing necessary modernization of the Russian military, Nikolai Nikolaevich resigned from the Council on State Defense in 1908 and became inspector general of cavalry and commander of the St. Petersburg Military District.

At the beginning of World War I, Czar Nicholas surprised many by yielding to popular opinion and the advice of his ministers to appoint Grand Duke Nikolai Nikolaevich as the commander in chief of the army on August 2, 1914. Although the grand duke lacked significant combat experience, he did possess undoubted administrative skills.

As commander in chief, Nikolai Nikolaevich oversaw the first Russian offensives against both Austria-Hungary and Germany. Although the Russians enjoyed success against the Austrians, they met defeat at the hands of the Germans, and Nikolai Nikolaevich worked hard to rebuild the army following the disasters of the battles at Tannenberg (August 26–31) and the Masurian Lakes (September 8–15). After the success of the German-Austro-Hungarian offensives of April–September 1915 and the grand duke’s criticism of the undue influence in affairs of state of Grigorii Rasputin, Nicholas II dismissed his second cousin on August 21, 1915, and took the army command himself, a disaster for Russia. The grand duke was then assigned to head the Caucasus Military Region on September 24. There he restored morale and rebuilt the Russian military forces. Blessed with able subordinates, Nikolai Nikolaevich enjoyed military success against Ottoman forces.

In the wake of the March Revolution of 1917, Nikolai Nikolaevich urged his nephew to abdicate. Nicholas hoped that his uncle might serve as a bond between the old and new governments and again appointed him commander in chief of the army, but Nikolai Nikolaevich served only 24 hours before he was dismissed by the provisional government in March. He then retired to the Crimea during 1917–1919 before emigrating in March 1919.

Nikolai Nikolaevich lived out his final years in Italy and France. Although he refused to play an active role in efforts to oust the Bolsheviks from power during the Russian Civil War (1917–1922), he remained the pretender to the Russian throne until his death in Antibes, France, on January 5, 1929.

Tall and handsome, Grand Duke Nikolai Nikolaevich possessed undoubted talents. Far more capable than Nicholas II, Nikolai Nikolaevich’s relief in 1915 was only one of a number of serious mistakes committed by the czar.
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Nimitz, Chester William (1885–1966)

U.S. Navy admiral. Born far from the sea in Fredericksburg, Texas, on February 24, 1885, Chester William Nimitz graduated from the U.S. Naval Academy, Annapolis, in 1905. He then served with the U.S. Asiatic Fleet, steadily advancing in rank and position. Promoted to lieutenant in 1910, he assumed command of the submarine Skipjack in 1912. He then studied diesel engine construction in Europe and supervised construction of the U.S. Navy’s first diesel ship engine. Upon U.S. entry into World War I in April 1917, Lieutenant Commander Nimitz served as chief of staff to the commander of submarines in the Atlantic Fleet during 1917–1919.

Following the war, Nimitz was appointed to the Navy Department staff in Washington, D.C., and then transferred to Pearl Harbor in 1920 to oversee the construction of a new submarine base there. During the next 20 years he served in a wide variety of submarine billets as well as aboard battleships and destroyers. He also spent several tours in Washington, D.C., and helped establish the first Naval Reserve Officer Training Corps programs in American universities. Nimitz was promoted to rear admiral in 1938.

At the time of the Japanese attack on Pearl Harbor (December 7, 1941), Nimitz was chief of the Bureau of Navigation. On the recommendation of Secretary of the Navy Frank Knox, President Franklin Roosevelt promoted Nimitz to full admiral on December 31 and appointed him commander of the U.S. Pacific Fleet, replacing Admiral Husband E. Kimmel at Pearl Harbor. Although a single U.S. command in the Pacific would have been far more advantageous, General Douglas MacArthur would not agree to serve under a naval officer. As a result, two commands emerged. As commander in chief, Pacific Ocean Area, Nimitz directed all U.S. military forces in the Central Pacific and provided support to MacArthur and his Southwest Pacific forces. Nimitz left actual tactical command in the hands of able subordinates.

Although the Allies made the war against Japan secondary to their “Europe first” strategy, Nimitz did not delay his plans to halt Japanese expansion, retake their gains, and push the war to the Japanese homeland. Using information provided by American code breakers about Japanese plans, Nimitz orchestrated the halting of the Japanese invasion of Port Moresby in the Battle of the Coral Sea (May 7–8, 1942) and the Japanese effort to take Midway (June 2–6). The latter battle transferred the initiative to the Americans. Nimitz and MacArthur then cooperated in a series of island-hopping campaigns that progressed toward the Japanese home islands. Nimitz’s forces took the Gilbert Islands (November 1943), the Marshall Islands (February 1944), and the Mariana Islands (August 1944). Nimitz’s accomplishments were recognized by his promotion to the newly established five-star rank of fleet admiral in December 1944. In early 1945 Nimitz directed the offensives against Guam, Iwo Jima, and Okinawa. His forces were preparing to invade Japan when the Japanese surrendered. Nimitz signed the formal Japanese surrender aboard the battleship Missouri in Tokyo Bay on September 2.

Nimitz returned to Washington, D.C., in October 1945 and assumed the post of chief of naval operations. For the next two years he supervised the postwar demobilization of men and ships while also providing input into the development of nuclear-powered submarines. Following his retirement in December 1947, he briefly served as adviser to the secretary of the navy and for two years was the United Nations commissioner for Kashmir. Nimitz died near San Francisco on February 20, 1966.

An officer of considerable experience and an exceptional theater commander, Nimitz directed overall strategy while giving wide latitude to his subordinates.
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Nivelle, Robert Georges (1856–1924)

French Army general and commander in chief. Born the son of a Protestant army officer and an English mother in Tulle on October 15, 1856, Robert Georges Nivelle graduated from the École Polytechnique in 1878. Commissioned in the artillery, he saw duty in Indochina and Algeria. By August 1914, he was a colonel commanding the 4th Artillery Regiment.

Nivelle embodied the school of the offensive. Early in World War I during the Battle of the Frontiers (August 14–25, 1914), he earned acclaim by charging a battery of 75mm field guns through retreating French infantry toward the advancing Germans and halting them with rapid short-range artillery fire. Nivelle was promoted to général de brigade in October, and the next month he took command of a division. At the end of November he assumed command of III Corps between the Avre and the Somme. Nivelle was advanced to général de division the next year.

Nivelle won renown during the Battle of Verdun (February 21–December 15, 1916). When General Henri Philippe Pétain was moved up to command Army Group Center, Nivelle replaced him as commander of the Second Army at Verdun on May 1. Nivelle then employed counterbattery fire, the creeping barrage, and aggressive small-unit tactics to recapture Fort Douaumont (October 24) and Fort Vaux (November 2). With these successes to his credit, he appeared to be the brightest star in the French Army. Nivelle’s Protestantism further enhanced his popularity with anticlerical center-left politicians.

On December 12, 1916, Premier Aristide Briand selected Nivelle to replace General Joseph Joffre as French commander in chief over such established generals as the older Ferdinand Foch and the more cautious Pétain. Hoping to convert his local tactical methods into a grand operational success, Nivelle promised that he could win the war with a single great breakthrough if he was given sufficiently large reserves, a masse de maneuvre. Briand’s cabinet, which was deeply concerned by the ever-worsening strain of the war on France’s manpower and international finances, found this argument compelling. Many French officers were afraid that France would be eclipsed by Britain and accordingly wished for France to play the starring role in 1917. The English-speaking Nivelle also appealed to British prime minister David Lloyd George, who deeply distrusted his own commander on the Western Front, Field Marshal Sir Douglas Haig. Nivelle was thus able to persuade the British government to make him the overall commander on the front for the duration of the attack and to extend the lines of the British Expeditionary Force (BEF) in order to release sufficient French troops for his offensive.

New French minister of war Paul Painlevé had little confidence in Nivelle, especially after the Germans withdrew the bulk of their forces in the threatened Aisne region to the heavily fortified Siegfried (Hindenburg) Line in February 1917. In spite of the changed strategic landscape, Nivelle continued with his plans, silencing his doubters by threatening to resign if he was not allowed his way.

The Nivelle Offensive began on April 16, 1917, with a preliminary attack by the BEF in the Arras sector that captured Vimy Ridge but failed to draw off substantial German reserves. Nivelle then launched his main assault with the French Sixth and Tenth Armies on the night of April 15–16. Although the French captured 20,000 German prisoners by May 9, they advanced only four miles and suffered almost 130,000 killed or wounded. Coming in the wake of three years of terrible casualties, this offensive proved to be the last straw for many French soldiers. More than half of all French divisions mutinied during the spring and summer of 1917 in what was for France the nadir of the war. Nivelle was relieved of command on May 16, 1917, leaving it to his successor, General Pétain, to rebuild morale and to implement more cautious and thorough offensive tactics.

In spite of the disaster brought on by Nivelle, a determined attempt was made to rehabilitate his reputation. Nivelle and his supporters attributed his failure to the effects of defeatist propaganda in the rear and to interference from civilians, which he claimed halted his attack just as he was on the verge of success. An official military inquiry actually commended Nivelle for his boldness and thorough preparation. Premier Georges Clemenceau appointed him to command French troops in Algeria in December 1917, but Nivelle never again enjoyed senior command in the field. After serving on the Conseil Supérieur de la Guerre, Nivelle died in Paris on March 23, 1924.

Blessed with great energy and brimming with self-confidence, Nivelle was successful at the corps and army levels but was an absolute failure in supreme command.

Robert K. Hanks
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Nogi Maresuke (1849–1912)

Japanese general. Born into a samurai family in Edo (Tokyo), Japan, on December 25, 1849, Nogi Maresuke followed family tradition and fought as a samurai during the Boshin War (War of the Year of the Dragon, 1868–1869) against the Tokugawa shogunate in order to restore the Meiji to power. Receiving a commission as a major in the new Imperial Army in 1872, Nogi helped defend Kumamoto Castle against rebels during the Satsuma Rebellion (1877), for which action he was promoted to lieutenant colonel. During a battle in Kyushu, his 14th Regiment lost its colors to the rebels, considered a great disgrace at the time.

Promoted to major general in 1885, Nogi studied in Germany during 1885–1886. He commanded the 1st Infantry Brigade in the Sino-Japanese War (1894–1895) and fought in the Siege of Lüshunku (later known as Port Arthur) in Manchuria (October 24–November 19, 1894). Promoted to lieutenant general in 1895, Nogi commanded the 2nd Infantry Brigade in the invasion of Taiwan and commanded the Japanese occupation forces on that island during 1895–1898. He then commanded the 11th Infantry Brigade, based at Kagawa, Japan, in 1899. For his role in the war, Nogi was made a baron.

Nogi was recalled to active service upon the outbreak of the Russo-Japanese War (1904–1905), promoted to full general, and given command of the Third Army. He then directed the Siege of Port Arthur (June 22, 1904–January 2, 1905). The first great siege operation of the 20th century, it claimed 100,000 Japanese casualties, with 56,000 dead, including both of Nogi’s sons. Nogi played a key role in the great Battle of Mukden (present-day Shenyang, February 21–March 10, 1905), turning the Russian right flank. Following the war, Emperor Meiji made Nogi a count. Reporting to the emperor following the war, Nogi apologized for the horrific casualties of Port Arthur and offered to commit suicide. The emperor told him that he was not to blame because he was only following imperial orders and ordered him to remain alive, at least as long as the emperor lived.
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General Nogi Maresuke directed the successful Japanese siege of Port Arthur, then played a key role in the Battle of Mukden (now Shenyang) during the Russo-Japanese War of 1904–1905. (McCarthy, Michael J. F., The Coming Power, 1905)



Nogi headed St. Peter’s School during 1908–1912 and was the mentor of the young Hirohito, future Japanese emperor. Nogi spent much of his personal wealth on monuments around Japan to those who had died at Port Arthur. Nogi and his wife both committed ritual suicide in Tokyo on September 13, 1912, on the death of Emperor Meiji. In his suicide note, Nogi said that he wished to atone for his disgrace at Kyushu and for the many who had died at Port Arthur.

Nogi is regarded as something of a spiritual icon in the Japanese military ethos as a symbol of loyalty and personal sacrifice. His residence, now Nogi Shrine, is a regular pilgrimage site.
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O’Connor, Richard Nugent (1889–1981)

British Army general. Born in Sringar, Kashmir, on August 21, 1889, Richard Nugent O’Connor was educated at Wellington College and the Royal Military College, Sandhurst. He was commissioned in the Scottish Rifles in 1909. During World War I, O’Connor was posted to the 7th Division on the Western Front and took part in some of the major battles of the war, including the First Battle of Ypres (October 30–November 24, 1914), the Battle of Neuve Chapelle (March 10–13, 1915), the Battle of Givenchy (December 18–22), and the Battle of the Somme (July 1–November 19, 1916). In June 1917 O’Connor, now a temporary lieutenant colonel, assumed command of the 1st Battalion of the Honourable Artillery Company and fought in the Third Battle of Ypres (Passchendaele, July 21–November 10, 1917). The 7th Division then moved to Italy, where his battalion served with distinction.

O’Connor reverted to captain at the end of the war. Postwar service included attendance and an instructor assignment at the British Army Staff College, Camberley. In 1936 he was again promoted to lieutenant colonel and commanded the 1st Cameronians. O’Connor was almost immediately again promoted and assumed command of the Peshawar Brigade on the northwest frontier in India. After two years there he was advanced to major general and took charge of the 7th Division in Palestine, which also made him military governor of Jerusalem.

In June 1940 O’Connor moved his division to Egypt and, as a lieutenant general, assumed command of the small Western Desert Force in Egypt. When Italian forces under Marshal Rodolfo Graziani invaded in September, O’Connor skillfully led his vastly outnumbered troops in Operation COMPASS (December 9, 1940–February 9, 1941) to destroy an Italian Army, capture vast numbers of prisoners and quantities of equipment and supplies, and secure the port of Tobruk (January 21–22, 1941). In only 10 weeks, at a cost of fewer than 2,000 casualties, his forces inflicted casualties of 12,000 killed or missing and 138,000 prisoners, including 5 generals, and also captured 400 tanks and 850 guns.

Following the arrival of the German Afrika Korps in North Africa in February 1941, Lieutenant General Erwin Rommel launched a counterattack in March that enjoyed success in large part because much of the Western Desert Force had been sent to fight in Greece. O’Connor was then commanding British troops in Egypt, but British Army lieutenant general Sir Archibald Percival Wavell ordered him to the front to serve as adviser to his successor, Lieutenant General Philip Neame. O’Connor and Neame were captured by a German patrol on April 6. In September 1943 both men escaped from a prisoner-of-war camp in Italy and managed to reach Britain.

O’Connor returned to duty in January 1944 and commanded VIII Corps from the Normandy Invasion but was posted to India in November 1944 to head first the Eastern Command and then the Northwestern Command. He was promoted to full general in April 1945. O’Connor later served as adjutant general to the forces during 1946–1947. He retired in 1948. O’Connor died in London on June 17, 1981.

A superb field commander, O’Connor achieved one of the most lopsided campaign victories in history. In a sense this proved his undoing, for it led Adolf Hitler to dispatch German troops to North Africa, but O’Connor was then shorn of many of his best units.
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Oda Nobunaga (1534–1582)

Japanese military leader. Born in June 1534 into a minor daimyo (feudal baron) family in Owari Province around Nagoya, Oda Nobunaga was determined to become a powerful leader in Japan. He waged war on his neighbors and drove his popular older brother from power. In order to prevent rival leader Imagawa Yoshimoto from establishing ties with the emperor and Shogun, Oda led an army of 2,000 men in a surprise attack on Imagawa and his army of 25,000 men at Okehazama in 1560, killing Imagawa and defeating his army. Oda also attacked the Saito clan, destroying their hilltop castle of Inabayama in 1567.

Oda concluded a series of alliances with neighboring daimyos, then marched on Kyoto with 30,000 men and restored Ashikaga Yoshiaki as shogun on November 9, 1568. Oda was ambivalent toward religion. Irreligious himself, he opposed the Buddhist warrior monks for political reasons. He was open to Christianity, but this was a tactic in order to secure firearms brought to Japan by the Roman Catholic Portuguese.

Oda went to war with two rivals, the Asais and the Asakuras, but the ensuing Battle of Anegawa (July 22, 1570) ended in a draw. Oda then sent his men to attack the Buddhist warrior monk stronghold on Mount Hiei near Kyoto. They killed the monks and destroyed their temples. Oda distributed the land among his lieutenants. However, this action brought forth a powerful enemy in devout Buddhist daimyo Takeda Shingen, leader of the Takeda clan, who died shortly thereafter in 1573. Oda deposed Yoshiaki for plotting with his enemy, Shingen.

The first Japanese military commander to employ large numbers of firearms, Oda used the massed firepower of some 3,000 musketeers to wipe out cavalry belonging to Shingen’s son in the Battle of Nagashino in 1575. The Takeda commander, Takeda Katsyori, escaped. In a final battle against the Takedas, Oda defeated Takeda Katsyori in the Battle of Temmoku San in 1582.

Oda was at the Nichiren Temple for a tea ceremony when he was attacked on June 21, 1582, by a vassal he had slighted, Akechi Mitsuhide. Unable to defend himself or escape, Oda committed suicide.

The first of the great Japanese leaders who set out to unify the country, at the time of his death Oda controlled approximately one-third of Japan. Ruthless and ambitious, he was a brilliant general who created the finest samurai army of Japanese history, winning many battles although often outnumbered. A military innovator, he excelled at siege warfare and the use of advanced Western weaponry. Oda began the process of unifying Japan under a military government.
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Otto I the Great (912–973)

Saxon and Holy Roman emperor. Born in Saxony on October 23, 912, Otto was the son of Henry (later Saxon emperor Henry I “the Fowler”) and his wife Matilda. Otto married Eadgyth, daughter of English king Edgar the Elder, in 929. Otto was elected Saxon emperor by the leading German nobles at Aachen on August 7, 936, but was then forced to spend 936–939 establishing his authority and fighting his half brother Thankmar for the throne. No sooner had Otto crushed this revolt than another erupted during 939–941, this one involving his younger brother Henry and supported by French king Louis IV. Otto won victories over the rebels at Xanten (940) and Andernach (941). Henry submitted to Otto’s authority but then was involved in a murder plot against him. Otto pardoned Henry, who then remained loyal to him. Otto next invaded France in 942 to punish Louis IV for aiding the rebels but soon made peace with the French king.

Duke Bertold of Bavaria revolted against Otto and defeated him at the Battle of Wels (944), but Otto employed both diplomacy and military means to regain control over Bavaria by 947. Otto then again invaded France, this time to support Louis IV against Count Hugh of Paris who had revolted against the French king. Otto forced Hugh to surrender, restoring Louis to his throne in 948. Otto then invaded Bohemia in 950, establishing his suzerainty there.

When Princess Adelade of Burgundy, imprisoned by Margrave Berengar of Ivrea, appealed to him for assistance, Otto raised an army, claimed the title “king of Italy” for himself, and invaded Italy. Rescuing Adelade in 951, Otto crowned himself king of the Lombards and then in 952 married Adelade. He was then forced to return to Germany to crush a revolt involving his son Ludolf and a number of nobles and ecclesiastical princes during 952–953. At first himself defeated and captured, Otto escaped. Although Otto was unable to capture the rebel strongholds of Mainz and Augsburg during 953–954, the rebels were seriously weakened when the Magyars, long a foe of Saxony, invaded southern Germany.

Ludolf surrendered Regensburg to Otto in 955, and Otto then moved against Augsburg, to which the Magyars had laid siege on August 8, 954. In one of the most important battles in European history, Otto defeated the Magyars at Lechfeld near Augsburg (August 10), ending the Magyar threat to Germany.

Otto also campaigned against the Slavs, establishing his control over the peoples between the Middle Elbe and Middle Oder Rivers in 960. Otto then returned to Italy in 961 and campaigned against Margrave Berengar, who was threatening papal lands. Victorious over Berenger, Otto reestablished his own authority over northern Italy. Proceeding to Rome, Otto secured his coronation by Pope John XII as Holy Roman emperor on February 2, 962. John XIII refused, however, to grant Otto’s demand that he be able to name future popes, and Otto removed him and installed a new pope, Leo VIII. This action was highly unpopular in Italy and led to a revolt against Leo VIII in Rome. Otto returned to Rome and suppressed that revolt in 964. Another revolt in Rome in 965 against his handpicked successor to Leo, Pope John XIII, forced Otto to return to Italy again in 966. He put down this revolt and then proceeded into Byzantine southern Italy. This action led to protracted negotiations and the eventual marriage of Otto’s son and chosen successor Otto II to Byzantine princess Theophano in 972. Returning to Germany, Otto died at Memleben in Thuringia on May 7, 973.

One of the greatest of medieval rulers and almost constantly at war, Otto I both unified Germany and expanded its territory. He also revived the Holy Roman Empire, established his control over northern Italy, and ended the Magyar threat to Germany. Otto’s reign led to a period of peace in Germany and a flowing of the arts known as the Ottonian Renaissance.
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Pappenheim, Gottfried Heinrich, Graf zu (1594–1632)

German mercenary and cavalry commander who fought on the imperial side in the Thirty Years’ War (1618–1648). Gottfried Heinrich, Graf zu Pappenheim, was born into a prominent family at Treuchtlingen on May 29, 1594. He studied law at the universities in Altdorf and Tübingen, intending to become a diplomat. Born a Lutheran, Pappenheim traveled in Southern and Central Europe and converted to Catholicism in 1614. In 1618 with the beginning of the Thirty Years’ War, he decided to pursue a military career.

Pappenheim saw action in the forces of the Catholic League serving under Count Johan Tserckaes Tilly. Soon advanced to lieutenant colonel, Pappenheim distinguished himself in the Battle of White Mountain (November 8, 1620) near Prague, where he was severely wounded and left for dead on the field. Recovering from his wounds, the next year Pappenheim fought against the Protestant general Ernst von Mansfeld in western Germany. In 1622 Pappenheim became colonel of a regiment of cuirassiers. Clad in black armor, his regiment established a fearsome reputation. The next year he and his men joined the imperial forces and fought alongside the Spaniards in Lombardy and the Grisons (Graubünden) during 1624–1626. Pappenheim’s heroic defense of Riva on Lake Garda won him renown.

In 1626 Duke Maximilian I of Bavaria, head of the Catholic League, recalled Pappenheim to Germany and ordered him to put down a peasant rebellion in Upper Austria. Although encountering stout resistance, Pappenheim carried out this charge successfully and with considerable ferocity, defeating the peasants at Wolfsegg near Lambach, at Gmunden, and at Vocklabrück (November 15–30, 1626).

During the Danish period (1625–1629) of the Thirty Years’ War, Pappenheim again served under Tilly against Danish king Christian IV, besieging and capturing Wolfenbüttel, but was unsuccessful in his effort to be given the title and territory of the evicted prince of Brunswick-Wolfenbüttel. In 1628, however, Pappenheim was made a count of the empire.

Pappenheim is perhaps best remembered for his work with Tilly in the Swedish period of the war (1630–1635), most notably the successful siege and storming (May 27, 1631) and then the sack of the great Protestant city of Magdeburg, for which Pappenheim has been roundly condemned.

Pappenheim then fought Swedish forces under King Gustavus II Adolphus in the Battle of Breitenfeld (September 13, 1631), where Pappenheim’s impetuous cavalry charge contributed to the imperial defeat. He then ably covered the withdrawal. Pappenheim subsequently won praise for his wide-ranging operations on the lower Rhine and Weser Rivers in the Swedish rear, where with only a small force he delayed much-needed reinforcements from reaching the Swedish king.
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The sack of Magdeburg in May 1631 following its siege by Catholic forces outraged all of Protestant Europe. The city was virtually destroyed, with great loss of life. Of some 30,000 inhabitants, reportedly only 5,000 survived. Pappenheim was unapologetic, writing of the event that “I believe that over twenty thousand souls were lost. It is certain that no more terrible work and divine punishment has been seen since the Destruction of Jerusalem. All of our soldiers became rich. God with us.”

Source: Hans Medick and Pamela Selwyn, “Historical Event and Contemporary Experience: The Capture and Destruction of Magdeburg in 1631,” History Workshop Journal 52 (Autumn 2001): 23–48.



Raised to field marshal, Pappenheim was recalled after the death of Tilly in April 1632 to join Albrecht Eusebius von Wallenstein, another mercenary captain, in Saxony against the Swedes. Arriving at the end of September, Pappenheim was shortly thereafter dispatched to Halle with a large number of cavalry, but when it became clear that Gustavus intended to attack and that a major battle was imminent, Pappenheim was hurriedly recalled to join Wallenstein. Pappenheim arrived with his cavalrymen in the midst of the great Battle of Lützen (November 16, 1632) and immediately plunged into the fray. His furious attack was momentarily successful, but at about the same time that Gustavus was killed in another part of the field, Pappenheim was hit by a cannonball and mortally wounded. His men then withdrew. Pappenheim died that same day or early the next morning en route to Leipzig.

A difficult subordinate who often pursued his own ends, Pappenheim was nonetheless the most illustrious mercenary cavalry commander of the Thirty Years’ War. As a general, he was known for his conspicuous bravery in battle and for leading often rash cavalry charges in person. Pappenheim is also remembered for his great cruelty and bloodthirstiness in what was already a very cruel and bloody war.
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Parma, Alessandro Farnese, Duke of (1545–1592)

Spanish general. Born in Rome on August 27, 1545, Alessandro Farnese was the son of Ottavio Farnese (the duke of Parma in 1547) and Margaret of Austria, the illegitimate daughter of Holy Roman emperor Charles V. In 1556 at age 11 Alessandro Farnese was sent to the court of King Philip II in Brussels and then went with the court to Spain in 1559, becoming friends with Philip’s half brother Don Juan of Austria. Farnese went to the Netherlands where his mother was regent in 1565, marrying there Infanta Maria of Portugal. He then went on to Rome. Farnese distinguished himself in fighting with Holy League forces commanded by Don Juan of Austria against the Turks in the naval Battle of Lepanto (October 7, 1571). He then served in the fleet in the Mediterranean during 1571–1574.

Don Juan, now governor of the Spanish Netherlands, called Farnese there to help quell the revolt of the Dutch against Spain. Farnese played a key role in Don Juan’s victory over the Dutch at Gembloux (January 31, 1578). On the death of Don Juan on November 1, Philip II appointed Farnese in his place as commander of the Spanish forces in the Netherlands. Farnese held that post for the next 14 years (1578–1592), until his death.

Don Juan combined military ability and diplomatic finesse, negotiating with leaders of the southern provinces of the Netherlands while at the same time fighting the Protestant Union of Utrecht in the north, ably led by William the Silent. Farnese negotiated the Treaty of Arras in April 1579 that saw the southern provinces return to Spanish allegiance. He then captured the important cities of Maastricht (June 1579) and Tournai (December 1581).

Thanks to a steady infusion of funds and troops from Spain, during 1581–1587 Farnese besieged and captured more than 30 Dutch towns and cities, including Ghent, Ypres, and Bruges. He also laid siege to Antwerp. Farnese ordered a bridge of boats built across the Scheldt River downstream, starving the city into submission (August 17, 1585).

On the death of his father, Farnese succeeded as the duke of Parma in 1586, but he never returned to Italy. As it appeared that the Dutch might be willing to negotiate surrender, English queen Elizabeth I sent assistance under the Duke of Leicester, which turned King Philip II’s attention to England. Although Parma took Sluys (August 1587), Philip ordered that Parma’s ships be concentrated for a descent on England, which would be protected by an armada of galleys sailing from Spain. The Spanish Armada met defeat in the English Channel during July–August 1588, however, and successive crop failures in the Netherlands negatively impacted the Spanish army there.

Parma was never able to refocus his attention on the Netherlands, for when the religious wars resumed in France in 1588, Philip II ordered him to intervene with his army there, rejecting Parma’s suggestion of a negotiated peace with the Dutch. But while Parma campaigned with his army in France, the Dutch took the offensive, capturing Breda in 1590. Parma and 15,000 Spanish troops relieved the Siege of Paris by the Protestant champion King Henri IV in August 1590 and then went into winter quarters. Dutch successes in the Netherlands led Parma to refocus on the Netherlands in the spring of 1591, angering Philip and causing the Spanish king to withhold resources from him. Parma was able, however, to defeat Maurice’s offensive during June–December. Ordered by Philip to relieve the Siege of Rouen by Henri IV in December, Parma was wounded in operations there and died at the Saint Vaast monastery near Arras on the night of December 2–3, 1592.

A brilliant strategist and diplomat and an able military commander who was respected by his men and known for his careful planning and speed of execution, Parma understood the art of the possible, which Philip never did. Never again was Spain in position to triumph in the Netherlands.
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Patton, George S., Jr. (1885–1945)

U.S. Army general. Born on November 11, 1885, in San Gabriel, California, George S. Patton Jr. attended the Virginia Military Institute for a year before graduating from the U.S. Military Academy, West Point, in 1909. An accomplished horseman, he competed in the 1912 Stockholm Olympic Games. Patton also participated in the 1916–1917 Punitive Expedition into Mexico.

On U.S. entry into World War I, Patton deployed to France as an aide to American Expeditionary Forces (AEF) commander General John J. Pershing but transferred to the Tank Corps and, as a major, commanded the first U.S. Army tank school at Langres, France. Patton then commanded the 304th Tank Brigade as a lieutenant colonel. Wounded in the Saint-Mihiel Offensive (September 12–16, 1918), he was promoted to colonel and took part in the Meuse-Argonne Offensive (September 26–November 11).

After the war, Patton remained an ardent champion of tank warfare. He graduated from the Cavalry School in 1923, the Command and General Staff School in 1924, and the Army War College in 1932. Returning to armor, Patton was promoted to brigadier general in October 1940 and to major general in April 1941, when he took command of the newly formed 2nd Armored Division. Known as “Old Blood and Guts” for the colorful speeches he gave to inspire the men, Patton had charge of I Corps and the Desert Training Center, where he prepared U.S. forces for the invasion of North Africa.

In November 1942, Patton commanded the Western Task Force in the landing at Casablanca, Morocco, in Operation TORCH. Following the U.S. defeat in the Battle of the Kasserine Pass (February 19–25, 1943), in March 1943 he was promoted to lieutenant general and assumed command of II Corps. Patton quickly restored order and morale and then took the offensive against the Axis forces.

In April, Patton received command of the Seventh Army for the invasion of Sicily (July 9–August 17, 1943). He employed a series of costly flanking maneuvers along the northern coast of the island to reach Messina just ahead of the British Eighth Army on the eastern side. Patton, however, ran afoul of the press and his superiors when he struck two soldiers suffering from battle fatigue. Relieved of his command, Patton was then used to disguise the location of the attack of Operation OVERLORD, the cross-channel invasion of France. The Germans assumed that Patton would command any such invasion, but he actually remained in Britain in command of the Third Army, the fictional 1st U.S. Army Group, in a successful ruse to deceive the Germans into believing that the invasion would occur in the Pas-de-Calais area. Simultaneously, he commanded and trained the U.S. Third Army, scheduled to land in France after the initial invasion had established the beachhead.
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George S. Patton, Jr. was one of the more controversial generals in American history. Flamboyant and swaggering, he was also a hard-driving professional whose 1944 campaign across France remains one of the most brilliant in U.S. military annals. (Library of Congress)



The Third Army became operational on August 1, 1944. Patton’s forces poured through the gap created by the Saint-Lô breakout (July 25–31) and then turned west to clear the Brittany peninsula. The Third Army then swung back to the east toward Le Mans and Orleans. During the drive across France, Patton was frustrated by the refusal of General Omar Bradley and supreme Allied commander General Dwight D. Eisenhower to recognize the importance of sealing the Falaise-Argentan gap. Patton’s forces crossed the Meuse River in late August to confront German defenses at Metz, where they were held until December. During the German Ardennes Offensive (Battle of the Bulge, December 16, 1944–January 16, 1945), Patton executed a brilliant 90-degree turn and counterattack into the German southern flank to relieve the hard-pressed American forces defending Bastogne.

By the end of January, Patton began another offensive. The Third Army pierced the Siegfried Line between Saarlautern and St. Vith and crossed the Rhine at Oppenheim (March 22). Patton continued his drive into Germany and by the end of the war had entered Czechoslovakia. His men had covered more ground (600 miles) and liberated more territory (nearly 82,000 square miles) than any other Allied force.

Promoted to temporary general in April 1945, Patton became military governor of Bavaria. He soon found himself again in trouble for remarks in which he criticized the denazification program and argued that the Soviet Union was the real enemy. Relieved of command of the Third Army, Patton assumed command of the Fifteenth Army, a headquarters that existed mostly on paper with the mission of writing the official U.S. Army history of the war. Patton suffered a broken neck in an automobile accident near Mannheim and died at Heidelberg on December 21, 1945.

A brilliant field commander who drove his men hard, Patton was also flamboyant, outspoken, and a difficult subordinate with a penchant for getting into trouble.
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Peng Dehuai (1898–1974)

People’s Republic of China (PRC) general and commander of the Chinese People’s Volunteer Army (CPVA) during the Korean War. Peng Dehuai (Peng Te Huai) was born in Wushi Village, Xiangtan County, Hunan Province, on October 24, 1898. He ran away from home as a child and became a manual laborer. In 1919 Peng joined the army and then in 1920 became a lieutenant. He was arrested following his involvement in an assassination attempt on Fu Liangzao, governor of Hunan Province. Nothing is known of the terms of Peng’s imprisonment.

In 1926 Peng joined the Guomindang (GMD, Kouomintang, Nationalist) Army as a major and took part in the Northern Expedition. In 1927 or 1928 he joined the Chinese Communist Party (CCP), and he helped found the Hunan Soviet. He later joined Mao Zedong and Zhu De in the Jinggangshan Revolutionary Base Area. During the Long March (1935) Peng commanded the leading units and was soon one of Mao’s most trusted lieutenants, second only to Lin Biao. Peng was appointed vice commander of communist forces under Zhu De in April 1937.

Following the Japanese invasion of China in 1937, Peng was named deputy commander of the Eighth Route Army. By the end of the Anti-Japanese War in 1945, he was deputy commander of the People’s Liberation Army (PLA) and commander of the First Field War. Peng’s record as a military commander up until the end of the Chinese Civil War (1945–1949) was spotty. Of 29 battles he personally directed, he had 15 victories and 14 defeats. He fought best when on the defensive but proved to be an effective tactician and campaigner.

Peng commanded the Chinese forces intervening in Korea from October 8, 1950, to September 5, 1954. From October 1950 to June 1951 the Chinese fought five major “counterattacks” under Peng’s direction, albeit with detailed guidance from the General Staff, Zhou Enlai, and Mao in Beijing. Zhou provided detailed guidance of all logistics operations and daily operations.

On July 27, 1953, Peng signed the armistice agreement worked out at Panmunjom. Kim Il Sung, leader of the Democratic People’s Republic of Korea (North Korea), awarded him the National Flag Order of Merit, First Class, and conferred on him the title “Hero of the Korean Democratic People’s Republic” on July 31, 1953. Peng left North Korea on August 11, 1953, returning to a hero’s welcome in Beijing. He resigned as the CPVA commander on September 5, 1954.

The Korean War convinced Peng that the PLA needed to modernize its forces by stressing improved technology and weapons and emphasizing training over politics. Appointed minister of defense on September 28, 1954, on October 1 Peng initiated his modernization program with Order No. 1. It required the PLA to study Soviet models, grasp modern warfare, obey orders, and honor discipline. Peng initiated further reforms (the Four Great Systems) in 1955. On September 27, 1955, he was named PLA marshal, as were nine others.

Mao Zedong dismissed Peng from all posts on September 17, 1959, accusing him of leading an “anti-Party clique.” At the beginning of the Cultural Revolution (1966–1976), Peng was arrested and brought to Beijing, where he was publicly criticized between January and February 1967. He was imprisoned in April 1967 and later tortured. In 1974 when Peng fell seriously ill, Mao ordered that he receive no medical care. Peng died on November 29, 1974. He was posthumously rehabilitated as “a great revolutionary fighter and loyal member of the Party” at the Third Plenum of the Eleventh CCP in 1978.

One of the major PRC military figures, Peng fought best when on the defensive, but he proved to be an effective tactician and campaigner.

Susan M. Puska
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Pericles (ca. 495–429 BCE)

Pericles, leader of Athens at the beginning of the Peloponnesian Wars, was born in Athens, where his father was a prominent political figure. Pericles was one of the leading figures behind renunciation of the Spartan alliance and the new league with Argos and Thessaly in 461 BCE that led to the First Peloponnesian War (461–451). Shortly thereafter on the assassination of Ephialtes, Pericles became the most important individual in the Athenian government. On several occasions, and certainly during 444–429, he held the office of strategos (commanding general) and to the end of his life was acknowledged as the most influential Speaker in the popular assembly (ecclesia).

Known as an Athenian imperialist, Pericles pushed the expansion of the city-state’s power overseas. In 459 BCE he sent 200 triremes to support Egypt against Persia. In Greece, Athens also waged war against Corinth. In 457 Pericles distinguished himself in battle against the Spartans at Tanagra in Boeotia. The Spartans won but did not press their advantage, and shortly thereafter Athens secured the submission of all Boeotia except for Thebes, Phocia, and Locris. In 454 Pericles led a force to Oeniadae at the mouth of the Gulf of Corinth.

In 447 BCE an Athenian army was defeated in Boeotia and forced to surrender at Coroneia. The price of their ransom was Athenian evacuation of all Boeotia. In 446 Pericles supported the Thirty Years’ Peace with Sparta. From that point on he seems to have abandoned foreign adventure, and his chief preoccupation became the maintenance of a powerful Athenian fleet, which he only occasionally projected overseas, as in the case of the Black Sea after 445. When Samos revolted in 440, however, Pericles himself led a fleet out against it. He won one engagement but then unwisely divided his fleet, allowing one portion of it to be defeated before then taking Samos itself.

First and foremost, Pericles sought to expand Athenian power. He endeavored to turn the city’s Delian League allies into subjects but generally did not follow oppressive policies toward them. Within Athens his policy was to introduce full democracy, and under his rule the city experienced its greatest commercial prosperity.

In his last years, Pericles sought to resume western expansion by maintaining a strong fleet and securing alliances with states on the trade routes to Sicily and Italy. By 433 BCE, he was convinced that a renewal of the Peloponnesian War was inevitable, and soon troops from Athens and Corinth came to blows. In 431 the Second Peloponnesian War began, lasting until 404.

Pericles now went over to virtually an entirely defensive policy. For the most part sound given limited Athenian manpower, it failed to take into account the threat of joint land and sea forces operating against Attica. Pericles failed to recognize the importance of securing Cythera. Had this island been taken, the Peloponnesian armies could have been kept out of Attica.

In order to safeguard Athens against attack, Pericles evacuated Attica and moved the inhabitants into the city itself and the protection of its Long Walls connecting Athens with the port of Piraeus and the sea. With these walls and as long as Athens controlled the seas, the city was assured of adequate food. This policy was very unpopular with landowning citizens, however, who saw their holdings destroyed by invaders.
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Athenian general and statesman Pericles was one of the most significant figures of Greece during the fifth century BCE. He sought to expand both Athenian power and democracy, and was one of the principal figures in the First Peloponnesian War (461–451 BCE). (Library of Congress)



In early 430 BCE, Pericles made a moving appeal to the pride of the people of Athens in his famed funeral oration. A great plague erupted in the crowded city that summer, ultimately killing off more than a quarter of the population. Pericles led a naval expedition to the Peloponnese the same year but met with little success. On his return, the Athenian people voted for peace, relieving Pericles of his post of the magistracy and fining him. Soon returned to office with extraordinary powers, Pericles could do little to affect the war effort and was himself carried off by the plague in 429 BCE. His death produced a leadership void that his successors were unable to fill, and Athens was finally defeated in 404.

The charismatic Pericles was one of the greatest leaders of ancient Greece. A skillful politician and brilliant strategist, he also proved to be a capable military commander. Pericles was also a major patron of the arts.

Spencer C. Tucker
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Perry, Matthew Calbraith (1794–1858)

U.S. Navy officer and diplomat. Born in South Kingston, Rhode Island, on April 10, 1794, into a seafaring family, Matthew Calbraith Perry followed his older brother, Oliver Hazard Perry, to sea, securing a midshipman’s warrant in January 1809. The two brothers sailed in the schooner Revenge during 1809–1811, and Matthew Perry then served in the frigate President under Commodore John Rodgers (1810–1812) during the engagement with HMS Little Belt (May 17, 1811) and early in the War of 1812. Perry then served in the frigate United States under Commodore Stephen Decatur during 1813–1815.

Perry was promoted to lieutenant in July 1813. He spent the balance of the war blockaded at New London, Connecticut. After the war he commanded the brig Chippewa in Commodore William Bainbridge’s squadron during the brief U.S. naval war with Algiers (1815).

During the next 30 years, Perry fulfilled numerous and far-ranging naval and diplomatic activities. He was promoted to commander in March 1826 and to captain in February 1837. Perry hunted slave ships off the African coast in the corvette Cyane during 1819–1820 and then chased down pirates in the West Indies. He commanded the schooner Shark during 1821–1824 and assisted in the founding of Liberia. Perry was the first lieutenant in the ship of the line North Carolina in the Mediterranean Squadron (1824–1828), and he then commanded the Boston Navy Yard. He next commanded the sloop Concord (1830–1833) and then the Brooklyn Navy Yard (1833–1842), where he established his reputation as a naval reformer.

Perry was active in the education movement for seamen. He also established the first U.S. naval testing laboratory and outfitted the U.S. Exploring Expedition led by Charles Wilkes. However, Perry’s biggest contribution to the service was his forceful advocacy of steam power. He helped design the steamer Fulton II in 1837 and then commanded it during 1838–1840. Perry subsequently supervised construction of the steam frigates Mississippi (1841) and Missouri (1842). He then took command of the African Squadron, where he had a conspicuous role in suppressing the slave trade during 1843–1845.

Perry’s only command experience in war came during the Mexican-American War (1846–1848). Originally posted to Commodore David Conner’s Gulf Squadron as second-in-command, he captained the frigate Mississippi. Perry captured the port of Frontera, demonstrated against Tabasco, and participated in the Tampico expedition (November 14, 1846). He then returned in the Mississippi to the Norfolk Navy Yard for repairs and thus missed the Veracruz landing (March 9, 1847) but returned with orders relieving Conner of command of the squadron on March 20. Perry then supported the Siege of Veracruz (March 22–29) and operated up the Tuxpan River (April 18–22) and the Tabasco River (June 14–22), where he was the first ashore and led a land operation against Tabasco (June 16). After the war he was general superintendent of mail steamers during 1848–1852.

Having wrested the Pacific coast from Mexico, the United States looked for markets in Asia. A major stumbling block was Japan, which had sealed itself off from the outside world for nearly two and a half centuries. President Millard Fillmore authorized Perry to open diplomatic relations with that country, and Perry’s squadron of four so-called Black Ships (as Western vessels arriving in Japan in the 16th and 19th centuries were known) arrived at Japan on July 8, 1853. Perry parleyed with reluctant local officials and promised to return the following year. When he did so with an even larger force in February 1854, the Tokugawa shogunate reluctantly signed the Treaty of Kanagawa (March 31, 1854), which established an American consulate and opened two ports. However, that government’s inability to control the influx of foreigners into Japan contributed to its overthrow by the Meiji emperor in 1868.

Perry returned to the United States in January 1855 and concluded his seafaring career. After several years with the Naval Efficiency Board and having prepared his three-volume Narrative of the Expedition of an American Squadron to the China Seas and Japan, he died in New York City on March 4, 1858.

Known as “Old Bruin,” Perry was an ardent champion of naval reform and modernization and the most important U.S. naval officer of his generation.

John C. Fredriksen and Spencer C. Tucker
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Perry, Oliver Hazard (1785–1819)

U.S. naval officer. Born in South Kingston, Rhode Island, on August 2, 1785, Oliver Hazard Perry joined the navy as a midshipman in 1799 and sailed under his father, Captain Christopher R. Perry, in the frigate General Greene during the Quasi-War with France (1798–1800). A capable sailor and master of his profession, during the Tripolitan War (1801–1805) Oliver Perry served with Commodore John Rodgers in the Mediterranean during 1802–1803. Perry commanded the schooner Nautilus (12 guns) during 1804–1806, then spent four years supervising gunboat construction at Newport, Rhode Island. He was promoted to lieutenant in 1807, and his next sea command was the schooner Revenge, which was lost when it struck a reef in fog while surveying Newport Harbor (February 2, 1811). Perry was cleared of responsibility by a court of inquiry.


OLIVER H. PERRY




Commodore Perry’s laconic report to Secretary of the Navy William Jones announcing his victory in the Battle of Lake Erie (September 10, 1813) was as follows: “We have met the enemy and they are ours. Two ships, two brigs, one schooner, one sloop.”



When the War of 1812 began in June 1812, Perry was in command of the gunboat flotilla at Newport but petitioned the Navy Department for a more important command. Advanced to commander in August, he was transferred to Lake Ontario under Commodore Isaac Chauncey in the spring of 1813. Shortly after, Chauncey ordered Perry to Presque Isle (Erie), Pennsylvania, with orders to construct a fleet on Lake Erie. Throughout the spring and summer Perry accomplished that task, despite the remoteness of his station. He alienated his second-in-command, Jesse Duncan Elliott, who had been in charge before Perry’s arrival. As his fleet neared completion, Perry consulted closely with Major General William Henry Harrison, commander of U.S. western forces. Control of Lake Erie was essential to American reconquest of the frontier.

The long-anticipated Battle of Lake Erie occurred when Perry’s fleet fell in with a British squadron under Captain Robert H. Barclay (September 10, 1813). During the initial phases of the battle, Perry impetuously allowed his flagship, the brig Lawrence, to outdistance the fleet and engage the entire British force alone. Elliott, with the second brig, Niagara, offered no support. The Lawrence was forced to strike, but not before Perry transferred to the Niagara and led it into the fray. This new infusion of firepower forced the entire British squadron to capitulate. The battle secured control of Lake Erie for the United States and made Perry a national hero.

Perry then transported Harrison’s army into Canada, where it won the Battle of the Thames (October 5, 1813), with Perry serving ashore and leading a charge. Voted the Thanks of Congress and promoted to captain in January 1814, Perry took part in efforts to harass the British as they withdrew down the Potomac River following their attack on Washington.

After the war, Perry supervised the fitting out of the frigate Java and then commanded it in the Mediterranean (1816–1817). During an argument at sea he struck Captain John Heath, commander of marines on the frigate. Perry reported the action immediately. A court of inquiry censured Heath and reprimanded Perry. Heath demanded satisfaction, and the two fought a duel (October 19, 1818). Perry refused to fire, and Heath missed. Continuing friction with Elliott resulted in a challenge from that officer as well, but Perry refused a duel and instead pressed charges against him in August 1818. For political reasons no trial was ever held, but the affair poisoned the officer corps for years thereafter.

In 1819 Perry commanded the corvette John Adams on a successful diplomatic mission to Venezuela. Perry died of yellow fever on August 23, 1819, at the mouth of the Orinoco River during the return trip.

Perry was a capable, resourceful, and brave officer who was victorious in one of the most decisive battles in U.S. naval history. His death at only age 34 cut short a promising career.

John C. Fredriksen and Spencer C. Tucker
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Pershing, John Joseph (1860–1948)

General of the armies of the United States and commander of U.S. forces in France during World War I. Born in Laclede, Missouri, on September 13, 1860, John Joseph “Black Jack” Pershing worked odd jobs and taught school to support his family until receiving an appointment to the U.S. Military Academy, West Point, in 1882. Commissioned a second lieutenant on graduation in 1886, he joined the 6th Cavalry Regiment in New Mexico and saw limited action in the final subjugation of the Apache Indians. Pershing also participated in the campaign to quiet the Sioux in 1891 following the tragic confrontation at Wounded Knee.

Pershing became a professor of military science at the University of Nebraska in 1891, where he also studied law. He completed a law degree in 1893 and, frustrated by the lack of military advancement, considered a legal career. Pershing returned to the field in 1895 with the 10th Cavalry, an African American unit. Pershing joined the staff of Commanding General Nelson A. Miles in Washington in 1896 and then was an instructor of tactics at West Point in 1897. Here, cadets unhappy with Pershing’s dark demeanor and rigid style labeled him “Black Jack,” a derogatory reference to Pershing’s 10th Cavalry posting.

During the Spanish-American War (1898), Pershing rejoined the 10th Cavalry for the Cuba campaign. His men performed well during the fight for the San Juan Heights (July 1–3), and he drew praise for his own coolness and bravery under fire. Returning to the United States, Pershing oversaw the War Department’s new Bureau of Insular Affairs. He was then assigned to the Philippines in September 1899 during the Philippine-American War (1899–1902). As a captain, Pershing successfully campaigned against the Moros in 1901, attracting further recognition.
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General of the Armies of the United States John J. “Black Jack” Pershing won recognition during the Philippine-American War (1899–1902). During World War I he commanded the American Expeditionary Forces in France, then was chief of staff of the army (1921–1924). (Library of Congress)



Pershing returned to the United States for General Staff service and to attend the Army War College in 1903. As military attaché to Japan during 1905–1906, he became an official military observer of the Russo-Japanese War (1904–1905). Impressed with Pershing, President Theodore Roosevelt nominated him for direct promotion from captain to brigadier general in September 1906, vaulting him ahead of 862 more senior officers. Pershing spent most of the next eight years in the Philippines, where he continued to display superior leadership as military commander of Moro Province. Returning to the United States, he commanded briefly at the Presidio, San Francisco, before moving to Fort Bliss near El Paso, Texas, in 1914 to confront problems associated with the Mexican Revolution. His wife Frances Warren and their three daughters, who remained at the Presidio, died in a house fire in 1915.

Following the raid by Mexican revolutionary leader Francisco “Pancho” Villa on the small border town of Columbus, New Mexico (March 9, 1916), Pershing took charge of the Punitive Expedition of 10,000 men into Mexico, with orders to capture or kill Villa and his followers while avoiding conflict with Mexican forces. The incursion lasted 10 months, cut deep into northern Mexico, and threatened all-out war. Although Villa escaped, Pershing tested new technologies, including the machine gun, aircraft, motorized transport, and the radio.

Following the U.S. declaration of war on Germany of April 6, 1917, President Woodrow Wilson named Pershing, promoted to major general only in September 1916, to command the American Expeditionary Forces (AEF) in France on May 12, 1917. Promoted to full general in October 1917, Pershing refused to have his forces broken up in smaller units as fillers for British and French forces. However, during the crisis occasioned by Germany’s Spring (Ludendorff) Offensives (March 21–July 18, 1918), Pershing offered individual U.S. divisions to the Allied command, and the Americans quickly proved their worth.

Pershing directed American forces in the Aisne-Marne Offensive (July 25–August 2, 1918) and the Saint-Mihiel Offensive (September 12–16). He hoped to follow up this latter victory with a drive on Metz and beyond, but Allied commander General Ferdinand Foch favored a broad-front strategy and refused. Pershing then redirected American efforts into the massive Allied Meuse-Argonne Offensive (September 26–November 11). He opposed the armistice of November 11, preferring to fight until Germany surrendered, but was overruled.

After overseeing the demobilization of American forces, Pershing returned to the United States a hero in 1919. Congress confirmed him as general of the armies in September. After service as army chief of staff (1921–1924), Pershing retired. Active in public life thereafter, he received the Pulitzer Prize for his memoir My Experiences in the World War (1931). Pershing died in Washington, D.C., on July 15, 1948.

A stern disciplinarian with high standards and a superb administrator with an ability to pick able subordinates, Pershing was also a military diplomat of high order and was among the most significant leaders in American military history.

David Coffey
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Pétain, Henri-Philippe (1856–1951)

French Army marshal. Born into a farming family at Cauchy-à-la-Tour in the Pas-de-Calais on April 24, 1856, Henri-Philippe Pétain graduated from the French military academy of Saint-Cyr and entered the Chasseurs Alpins in 1876. Routine assignments followed, during which he managed to alienate sufficient numbers of people to limit his advancement to regimental command. In 1900 as a major, Pétain was assigned as an instructor at the Firing School for Instructors at Châlons, where he stressed aimed individual fire by infantrymen as opposed to the prevailing notion of high-volume group firing. In 1901 he was assigned as an instructor in infantry tactics at the École de Guerre. Here his belief that the new machine weapons gave the defense superiority over the offensive attracted modest notice but was at sharp variance with the doctrine of the attack in all circumstances then prevailing in the French Army, earning him further disapprobation from key superiors. In 1914 Pétain was a colonel commanding the 33rd Infantry Regiment and would have retired at that rank had it not been for World War I.

When World War I began, Pétain saw at once that it would be a struggle of attrition. He argued for wearing out the attacking German Army along the entire front and only then mounting a “decisive effort.” On mobilization, he was assigned command of the 4th Infantry Brigade. Pétain’s leadership of his regiment won him promotion to général de brigade in late August 1914, and his role in the First Battle of the Marne (September 5–12) brought promotion to général de division. He received command of XXXIII Corps in Alsace on October 15.

Pétain’s corps performed well in the Second Battle of Artois (May 9–June 18, 1915), almost securing the critical terrain feature of Vimy Ridge. He received command of the Second Army in Champagne in June 1915. Pétain’s army failed in its effort to crack the German defenses in depth in the Second Champagne Offensive (September 15–October 6).

With the start of the German offensive at Verdun, Pétain, now regarded as the preeminent expert on defensive warfare in the army, received command of its defense on February 25, 1916. He reorganized the defense of Verdun and transformed logistics so that supplies ran smoothly to the beleaguered fortress along the supply route from Bar le Duc that became known as La Voie Sacrée (the Sacred Way). He also arranged for rotation of units in and out of Verdun before they had lost combat effectiveness. Pétain’s stolid leadership at Verdun made him a national hero. Concerned that Pétain was too defensive-oriented, French Army commander General Joseph J. C. Joffre moved him up to the command of Army Group Center on May 1, 1916. While Pétain still had control of Verdun, command of the Second Army went to the aggressive General Robert Nivelle.

Following Nivelle’s elevation to command of the French Army and the failure of the Nivelle Offensive (April 16–May 9, 1917), Pétain was called in as his replacement on May 15 to deal with the collapse of morale and widespread mutinies in the French Army. Pétain punished the ringleaders in the mutinies but generally exercised restraint and visited the troops and improved conditions and morale, promising the men that he would not waste their lives needlessly (“I am waiting for the Americans and the tanks,” he said). A series of limited French offensives that autumn showed that morale and fighting ability had been restored, but Pétain’s perceived lack of aggressive spirit alienated many French officers.

Pétain worked to build a defense in depth. He played an important role in the final offensives of the war, although his pessimism over the outcome during the punishing German Spring (Ludendorff) Offensive (March 21–July 18, 1918) was not known to the French public. Pétain was rewarded for his role in the final victory with promotion to marshal on November 21, 1918.

Pétain remained commander of the French Army until his retirement in January 1931. He supported construction of the Maginot Line and served as minister of war during February–November 1934. Appointed ambassador to Spain in March 1939 and recalled to France following the May 10, 1940, German invasion of France, Pétain was appointed to serve as the last premier of the Third Republic on June 16 and negotiated the surrender to Germany on June 22.

Following the granting of emergency powers, Pétain set up an authoritarian government in southern unoccupied France. In his right-wing National Revolution, he endeavored to replace the traditional republican principles of “Liberty, Equality, Fraternity” with the conservative values of “Work, Family, Fatherland.” His Vichy government accepted collaboration with Nazi Germany.

Tried as a war criminal after the war, Pétain was convicted and sentenced to death on August 15, 1945, which provisional French president Charles de Gaulle commuted to life in prison on the Îsle de Yeu. Pétain died there at Port Joinville on June 23, 1951.

An ardent patriot, Pétain was imperturbable and solid as a commander. A careful and even meticulous planner, he was sparing of his men and, as a consequence, enjoyed their support.

Spencer C. Tucker
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Peter I the Great (1672–1725)

Russian czar. Peter Alekseyevich (Pyotr Alekseyevich) was born in Moscow on June 9, 1672, the son of Czar Alexis and his second wife Natalia Kirillovna. Peter became czar on the death of his half brother Feodor III in 1682, but a revolt of the Streltsy, the imperial guard, forced him into a corulership with his incapable half brother Ivan V. Following a coup d’état, Peter became sole czar as Peter I in August 1689. After consolidating his power during 1689–1695, he went to war against the Ottoman Empire in 1695, when the first of his expeditions against Azov, by land only, failed. A second effort to control this important fortress on the mouth of the Don River that commanded the Sea of Azov and entrance to the Black Sea, this time accompanied by a naval force, was successful (July 1696). It was the first major Russian victory against the Ottomans.

Made aware of the military backwardness of his country in the fighting with the Ottoman Empire, Peter traveled in the West during 1697–1698, the first Russian sovereign to go abroad. His travels in Germany, Austria, and especially England and the Netherlands convinced him of the backwardness of Russia and the need to Westernize it. Peter visited factories and dockyards and studied shipbuilding, and he even worked for a time as a ship carpenter in the Netherlands.

Peter was forced to cut short his travels because of the Streltsy Uprising in the summer of 1698; many of the Streltsy troops opposed his Westernization policies. Peter put down the revolt, destroying the guardsmen and lopping off a number of their heads himself. Crushing the Streltsy made it possible for Peter to modernize the Russian Army. At the same time, he brought to Russia experts from the West. His goal was to create a state and a military that could stand against the Poles, Swedes, and Turks, all of whom had sought to intervene in Russian affairs. But Peter also desired that Russia control the Baltic and Black coasts so that Russia might take to the sea.

Peter’s chief antagonist was Swedish king Charles XII in the Great Northern War (1700–1721). Confronted by an alliance of Russia, Poland, and Denmark again him on his accession as king, Charles forced Denmark from the war in 1700 and then invaded Russia, routing a much larger Russian army in the Battle of Narva (November 30, 1700). Fortunately for Peter, Charles then busied himself with affairs in Poland, and Peter was able to rebuild his army with heavy assistance from Western officers and technicians. When Charles again invaded Russia in 1708, Peter drew the Swedes deep into Russia and utterly defeated Charles in the decisive Battle of Poltava (July 8, 1709). Charles fled to the Ottoman Empire, inducing its leaders to go to war against Russia in 1711. Peter’s forces were defeated, and he was forced to cede Azov in the resulting Treaty of Pruth on July 21, 1711.

Fighting continued with Sweden, however. There Peter enjoyed success. He built a Baltic fleet and then saw it defeat Swedish naval forces in the Battle of Hangö (July 7, 1714). On land his forces conquered Livonia, Estonia, and part of eastern Finland and even threatened Stockholm. Russian troops reached almost to the Elbe. Even while the war was in progress, Peter had secured his “window on the Baltic,” founding in former Swedish territory the city of St. Petersburg, which he had made his new capital in 1703. Located at the head of the Gulf of Finland, the city faced toward the west.

Peter sought to force the modernization of Russia. A mercantilist, he encouraged mining, metallurgy, and textile manufacturing and established more than 200 new factories in Russia. An autocrat, Peter reorganized the Russian administrative system, placing a senate dependent on himself at the top. He also brought the Russian Orthodox Church entirely under state control. Peter reformed the calendar, fostered education, simplified the Russian alphabet, edited the first Russian newspaper, and, despite his own failings in that regard, ordered the preparation of a book of etiquette.

A number of traditionalists rallied around Peter’s son Alexis, who let it be known that he would reverse Peter’s changes. Peter finally put Alexis to death in 1718. Peter died in St. Petersburg on February 8, 1725.

Russia would have become a great power without Peter, but he made it a revolutionary process. Intelligent and a giant of a man physically who exuded energy, Peter was probably Russia’s greatest ruler. Not a great general, for the most part he let others command for him. Known as the “Czar Transformer,” Peter also fastened aristocracy, serfdom, and bureaucracy more firmly on his country, thus helping to make revolutionary upheaval inevitable.

Spencer C. Tucker
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Petraeus, David Howell (1952– )

U.S. Army general and director of the Central Intelligence Agency (CIA). Born at Cornwall-on-Hudson, New York, on November 7, 1952, David Howell Petraeus graduated from the U.S. Military Academy, West Point, in 1974. Commissioned a second lieutenant of infantry, he attended Ranger School and served as a platoon leader in the 1st Battalion, 509th Airborne Infantry, in Italy. As a first lieutenant Petraeus served as assistant battalion operations officer, and as a captain he served as company commander, battalion operations officer, and then commanding general’s aide-de-camp, all in the 24th Infantry Division (Mechanized).

From 1982 to 1995, Petraeus served in a progression of command and staff assignments, with alternating assignments for both professional military and civilian academic education. He graduated from the Army Command and General Staff College in 1983, after which he attended Princeton University’s Woodrow Wilson School of Public Affairs, where he earned a master’s degree in public administration in 1985 and a doctorate in international relations in 1987. His doctoral dissertation dealt with the U.S. Army in Vietnam and the lessons learned there.

Petraeus returned to West Point as an assistant professor of international relations and then was a military fellow at Georgetown University’s School of Foreign Service. In 1995 he was assigned as the chief operations officer of the United Nations (UN) mission during Operation UPHOLD DEMOCRACY in Haiti.

Petraeus’s commanded assignments included the 3rd Battalion, 187th Infantry Regiment, 101st Airborne Division, during 1991–1993 and the 1st Brigade, 82nd Airborne Division, during 1995–1997. He was promoted to brigadier general in 1999.

Petraeus’s first combat assignment, now at the rank of major general, came as commander of the 101st Airborne Division (Air Assault) in Operation IRAQI FREEDOM in March 2003. The division engaged in the Battle of Karbala and the Battle of Najar as well as in the feint at Hilla. Petraeus later oversaw the administration and rebuilding of Mosul and Nineveh Provinces. Subsequently, he commanded the Multinational Security Transition Command–Iraq and North Atlantic Treaty Organization (NATO) Training Mission–Iraq between June 2004 and September 2005. Petraeus’s next assignment was as commanding general of Fort Leavenworth, Kansas, and the U.S. Army Combined Arms Center, where he exercised direct responsibility for the doctrinal changes to prepare the army for its continued efforts in Afghanistan and Iraq and also coauthored Field Manual 3-24, Counterinsurgency.

On January 5, 2007, Petraeus, now a lieutenant general, was selected by President George W. Bush and later unanimously confirmed by the U.S. Senate to command the Multinational Force–Iraq. Petraeus took formal command on February 10, 2007, replacing Lieutenant General George Casey. The Petraeus appointment was the keystone in Bush’s troop surge strategy in Iraq that was designed to end the mounting violence there and to bring about peace in Iraq. Petraeus was promoted to four-star rank in December 2007.

By the spring of 2008, Petraeus could point to a significant reduction in sectarian- and insurgency-based violence in Iraq. Iraqi forces also took over more security and police tasks. As a result, U.S. and coalition troop withdrawals accelerated throughout 2008, and violence in Iraq hit four-year lows. Petraeus was largely hailed in the United States for the success in undermining the Iraqi insurgency, and because of this President Bush tapped him to command the U.S. Central Command (CENTCOM). Petraeus took command on October 1, 2008, with General Raymond Odierno succeeding him as commander of the Multinational Force–Iraq. As the head of CENTCOM, Petraeus became responsible for U.S. military operations in 20 nations from Egypt to Pakistan, including the ongoing conflicts in Afghanistan and Iraq.

In July 2010, Petraeus took command in Afghanistan after a magazine article prompted the relief of then-commander General Stanley McChrystal. There Petraeus sought to institute a comprehensive approach, what he termed a “civil-military campaign.” On July 18, 2011, he handed over his responsibilities to General John Allen and then on August 31 retired from the army to become head of the CIA, having been nominated for that post by President Barack Obama. Petraeus assumed his new position on September 6. On November 8, 2012, Petreaus, who had been married for 37 years, submitted his letter of resignation with the admission that he had engaged in an extramarital affair.
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Philip II, King of Macedonia (382–336 BCE)

Philip II, known as Philip of Macedon, was born in Macedonia in 382 BCE. As a youth Philip was a hostage in Thebes during 367–364, and while there he gained a knowledge of Greece and its people. On his return to Macedonia he became the regent for the young son of his brother Perdiccas, but in 359 Philip seized the throne of Macedonia for himself and ruthlessly crushed all opposition.

Philip ruled Macedonia from 359 to 336 BCE, during which time he reorganized and trained its army into a superb fighting instrument, indeed the finest fighting force the world had yet seen. The Macedonian Army became a highly skilled, truly national force, certainly one of the most disciplined and best organized in all history. Men, weapons, and equipment were all carefully organized in a combined-arms concept. Under Philip, the Macedonian infantrymen were armed with pikes and shields (pelta) and organized in the traditional Greek phalanx formation but in deeper ranks of 16 men. Philip also made the chief weapon the 13-foot pike, as opposed to the 6-foot Greek spear. Cavalry rode on the flanks. The Macedonian Army became a highly trained military machine capable of any kind of action, including complicated siege warfare.

Having built the army, Philip entered into an ambitious program of expansion by both conquest and diplomacy. An aggressive and bold commander, he moved first to the north and to the east, bringing Paeonia and Thrace under his control. During 355–353 BCE he seized Thessaly in war with the Thessalians, Phocians, and Athenians, losing an eye in battle at Methone (354).

The coasts of northeastern Greece had long been an Athenian preserve. Leader of Athens and famed orator Demosthenes became Philip’s chief antagonist, delivering the first of his many orations of warning (the Philippics) about Macedon in 351 BCE. Philip continued to push Macedonian influence, and by 348 he was involved in a struggle over control of the Delphic Oracle. By the terms of a settlement in 346, Philip became a member of the Delphic Council with a recognized position in Greece.

Demosthenes continued to attack Philip’s aggressive policies, and after Philip absorbed the European side of the Bosporus Straits and the Dardanelles in 344–343 BCE, Athens and Thebes went to war against him in 339 in the Fourth Sacred War (339–338). Philip was victorious over the allied Greeks in the Battle of Chaeronea (338), becoming the recognized master of all Greece. He established a federal system that united the city-states and ended the struggles that had distracted them for so long.


[image: image]

Coin bearing the image of Philip II of Macedon, father of Alexander III (the Great). Philip succeeded to the throne of Macedonia in 359 BCE, reorganized the army and defeated an alliance of Greek city-states in the First Battle of Chaeronea in 338 BCE. Having secured control of Greece, he was planning to invade Persia when he was assassinated in 336 BCE. Philip certainly laid the foundation for Alexander’s success. (Library of Congress)



Philip was making preparations for an attack on Persia when he was assassinated by a Macedonian youth in 336. Philip’s wife Olympias was for a time accused of complicity in the crime. Their son, Alexander, was also suspected of involvement.

Philip’s consolidation of his kingdom and reduction of all Greece to comparative quiet were the essential backgrounds to the campaigns of his son Alexander. Most important, Philip built the Macedonian Army and trained many of Alexander’s most capable generals.
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Philip II, King of Spain (1527–1598)

King of Spain. Born in Valladolid, Spain, on May 21, 1527, Philip was the only son to survive childhood of Holy Roman emperor Charles V (King Charles I of Spain) and Isabella, daughter of King Manuel I of Portugal. Worn out from 35 years of trying to preserve religious unity in Germany, Charles abdicated his many thrones and retired to a monastery in 1556. Although Charles’s brother Ferdinand received the Habsburg lands in Central Europe and was elected Holy Roman emperor as Ferdinand I in 1558, Philip received the bulk of his father’s empire. Charles had already given Philip the Duchy of Milan and the Kingdom on Naples in 1554 and the Netherlands in 1555. Upon his father’s abdication, Philip received Spain, Spain’s possessions in the New World, Tunis, the islands of Sicily and Sardinia, and Franche-Comté. Philip married Mary Tudor of England and was also titular king of England during 1553–1558. He also acquired the Philippine Islands in 1565 and inherited Portugal in 1580, controlling the entire Iberian Peninsula.

When Philip became king, Spain was at war with France in the last of the Habsburg-Valois Wars (1521–1559). With French troops involved in northern Italy, Philip sent a large army into northern France, winning the Battle of St.-Quentin (August 10, 1557) and the Battle of Gravelines (July 13, 1558), enabling him to conclude a favorable peace in the Treaty of Cateau-Cambrésis on April 3, 1559.

A fervent Catholic who thought in terms of religion rather than nationality, Philip was determined to restore the power of the universal Catholic Church. He now took upon himself the leadership of a great Catholic counteroffensive against the Protestants and Turks. Into this effort he was prepared to commit all his financial and human resources.

Philip initially enjoyed success. He dispatched the Duke of Alva and significant Spanish military reinforcements to the Netherlands to put down a revolt there in 1566. Philip also crushed a revolt of the Moriscos (Muslims who had supposedly converted to Catholicism in Spain) during 1569–1571, and naval forces of the Holy League under his half brother Don Juan of Austria defeated the Ottoman Turks in the great naval Battle of Lepanto (October 7, 1571).

Success did not last. The Ottomans rebuilt their naval power and went on to retake Tunis (1572). French Protestantism was not stamped out, and indeed the Huguenot leader succeeded to the throne of France as Henri IV in 1589. Things also did not go well in the Netherlands, the focal point of Philip’s military efforts.

The revolt in the Netherlands was both religious and political; many Dutch resented growing Spanish influence there. The Duke of Alva had initial success in 1567, but his execution of thousands of Dutch citizens and other brutal measures only fed the rebellion, and representatives of all 17 Netherlands provinces formed a union in November 1576 to drive out the Spanish. Philip replaced Alva with Don Juan in 1577, hoping to be able to use the Netherlands as a secure base for a Spanish invasion of England to re-Catholicize that country, but Queen Elizabeth sent secret aid to the Dutch. On Don Juan’s death in 1578, Philip named as his replacement the able soldier and diplomat Alessandro Farnese. Farnese broke the solid front and held on to the 10 southern provinces, but it was too late for the 7 northern provinces, which proclaimed themselves the United Provinces of the Netherlands in 1581.

Although Farnese, now the duke of Parma, successfully besieged Antwerp in August 1585, England entered the war openly on the side of the Dutch Protestants when Elizabeth sent troops to the Netherlands under the Earl of Leicester. Philip then prepared to invade England, with Parma’s troops to be escorted across the English Channel by a great armada dispatched from Spain. In one of the decisive battles of history, the Spanish Armada met defeat in the channel at the hands of the English and the weather (July–August 1588).

The defeat did not deter Philip, who continued his efforts with grim persistence, even ordering Parma’s troops into France to take part in a renewal of the religious wars there in 1588. When Philip died at his palace of El Escorial outside Madrid on September 13, 1598, it was clear that his grand design had failed. English power was on the rise, while that of Spain was receding.

While Philip’s goal was a lofty one, even he lacked the means to realize it. The result was that he set Spain on the path to ruin.
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Philippe II Auguste, King of France (1165–1223)

King of France. Born in Gonesse in the Val-d’Oise on August 21, 1165, Philippe of the House of Capet was the son of French king Louis VII and his third wife Adèle of Champagne. In declining health, Louis had his son crowned king at Rheims on November 1, 1179, before dying on September 18, 1180. The goals of King Philippe II Auguste (Philip II Augustus) were first to protect his royal domains and then to expand them. Not known as a warrior, Philippe for the most part accomplished his aims by governmental reforms, adroit diplomacy, and manipulation of the feudal system. An example of this was his marriage in 1180 to Isabella, daughter of Count Baldwin V of Hainault. Philippe defeated a major revolt against him in Champagne and Flanders (1181–1185) and then supported a revolt by the sons of English king Henry II against their father (1187–1189).



PHILIPPE II




King Philippe was also a great builder. Among his projects was the construction of a wall around the city of Paris before his departure on the Third Crusade. He also ordered that the main streets of the city be paved. In addition, he ordered the central market of Les Halles to be built, continued the construction of Notre Dame, and constructed the Louvre as a fortress.



Philippe joined King Richard I of England (Richard the Lionheart) in the Third Crusade in the Holy Land and took part in the Siege of Acre (August 28, 1189–July 12, 1191), where Philippe was noted for skillful employment of the siege engines. On the fall of Acre and in poor health, Philippe returned to France. He took advantage of Richard’s presence in the Holy Land and subsequent captivity in Austria (1191–1194) to seize some of Richard’s territory in France.

Philippe remarried following the death of Isabella in 1190. This second marriage, to Injeborg, sister of the king of Denmark, ended in the king’s repudiation of her and conflict with the Papacy in 1195. A protracted war with Richard I along the Epie River (1192–1199) ended poorly for Philippe, who suffered defeats at Fréteval (July 1194) and Courcelles (September 1198). When Richard was killed in 1199, Philippe was able to take advantage of the succession of John I to expand his realm, confirmed in the Treaty of Le Goulet in May 1200. Philippe then fought John in a protracted campaign (1202–1206), ravaging Angevin holdings in France and capturing the important fortress of Château Gaillard (March 6, 1204) and taking Normandy, Maine, Touraine, Anjou, and most of Poitou.

John then allied with Holy Roman emperor Otto IV to attack Philippe. John invaded southern France but was beaten there by a French army under Philippe’s son Louis at La Roche-aux-Moines (July 2, 1214). Meanwhile, Philippe personally led French forces against an allied force under Otto IV that had invaded from the north. In one of the most decisive battles of the medieval period, Philippe defeated the combined English, German, and Flemish army in the great Battle of Bouvines (July 27, 1214). During the fighting, Philippe was at one point pulled to the ground from his horse by enemy soldiers but was rescued by his bodyguards. Among the French prisoners were Count Ferrand of Flanders and the Earl of Salisbury. Otto IV barely escaped but soon lost his throne.

Philippe spent most of the remainder of his reign at peace, strengthening his territory through administrative reforms. He greatly improved the city of Paris and extended a charter to the University of Paris in 1200. Philippe died in Nantes, France, on July 14, 1223.

A ruler of great ability, Philippe II Auguste achieved remarkable success in the expansion of his realm, doubling its size and making France the mot powerful country in Europe.
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Philopoemen (ca. 252–182 BCE)

Greek general. Born in Megalopolis in Arcadia in the central part of the Peloponnese around 252 BCE, Philopoemen led a well-executed evacuation of the city when it was attacked by Cleomenes III of Sparta in 223. Philopoemen fought against Sparta during 223–221 and distinguished himself in the defeat of Cleomenes in the Battle of Sellasia (222), after which he gained valuable experience in a decade of service as commander of mercenary troops in Crete.

Returning to Achaea in 210 BCE, Philopoemen became the principal military commander for the Achaean League, the goal of which was to unite the Peloponnese. Sparta opposed such a step and had continually prevented its realization. First appointed commander of the Achaean cavalry, Philopoemen reorganized it and used it to defeat the Aetolians in 209. Named strategus (general) of the Achaean League, he introduced new Macedonian weaponry and armor and retrained the army, then used it to defeat Spartan tyrant Machanidas at Mantinea (207). He then fought and defeated the Spartans under Nabis on land at Messene (202) and on the seas at Tegea (201).

Philopoemen refused to take part in the Second Macedonian War against Rome and returned to Crete during 200–197 BCE. Returning to Achaea, he was again named strategus of the Achaean League and led it to a decisive victory over the Spartans, again under command of Nabis, at Gythium in 193. Prevented by the Romans from taking Sparta, Philopoemen annexed Sparta, Messene, and Elis in 192 following the assassination of Nabis. His severity in dealing with Sparta earned him censure by Rome, which claimed a protectorate over that city-state. Philopoemen was killed in a skirmish with rebels from Messene in 182.

Philopoemen was a resourceful and capable general whose two chief goals were to bring Sparta into the Achaean League and maintain the independence of the Peloponnese from Rome. He was probably the ablest Greek general after Alexander the Great. Greek historian Polybius called Philopoemen “the last of the Greeks.”
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Piłsudski, Jósef Klemens (1867–1935)

Marshal of Poland and statesman. Jósef Klemens Piłsudski was born on December 5, 1867, on the family manor in the village of Zulovo (Zulów), then part of the Russian Empire. He was educated at the local Russian gymnasium and at the University of Kharkov (today Kharkiv, Ukraine). His father had fought against the Russians in the 1863–1864 Second Polish Revolution, and young Jósef shared the family hatred of the czarist Russification policies.

Early involved in anti-Russian activity, Piłsudski was sentenced to five years of exile in Siberia, where he almost died. Released in 1892, he joined the Polish Socialist Party in 1893. Rearrested by the authorities in 1900, he escaped from prison the next year by feinting mental illness. During the Russo-Japanese War of 1904–1905, Piłsudski traveled to Japan to try to secure Japanese aid against the Russians. During the Russian Revolution of 1905, he played a leading role in events in Poland, helping to organize a massive two-month-long general strike against the Russians.

Anticipating the coming of World War I, Piłsudski believed that the only way Poland could achieve independence was by the defeat of Russia. Toward that end, he secured Austro-Hungarian aid in organizing paramilitary units within Poland and, when the war began, urged Polish collaboration with the Central Powers.

In mid-August Piłsudski formed under Austrian protection the Supreme National Council in Cracow (Kraków) and, with Austrian approval, organized Polish Legions to fight on the side of the Central Powers against Russia. Although he was minister of war in the provisional Polish government, Piłsudski resigned in July 1916 to protest the refusal of the Central Powers to establish a Polish kingdom. His Polish Legions were then incorporated into the Austro-Hungarian Army. On November 5, 1916, however, when Germany and the Dual Monarchy proclaimed an “independent” Polish kingdom and set up a council of state, Piłsudski rejoined the government. Continued German domination of Polish affairs again led him to resign on July 2, 1917, whereupon he was imprisoned in the Magdeburg Fortress until freed at the end of the war on November 2, 1918.

On November 3, 1918, the Polish republic was proclaimed at Warsaw, and Piłsudski became the dominant figure in the new government. On November 10 the council of state conferred on him full powers, and Piłsudski assumed direction of the war against first Ukraine and then Germany in an effort to secure Posen. At the same time, he reached accord with the rival Polish governments headed by Ignace Daszynski at Cracow and Roman Dmowski and Ignace Jan Paderewski in Paris. In January 1919 Piłsudski became provisional president. That December when Paderewski resigned as premier, Piłsudski, now marshal of Poland, continued as head of state.

About to be attacked by Soviet Russia, Poland struck first in April 1920. Piłsudski commanded the Polish army in the field. Rejecting the advice of French général de division Maxime Weygand, Piłsudski crafted the strategic plan that brought the defeat of the Russians in the decisive Battle of Warsaw (August 16–25, 1920).

Following great political turbulence and factionalism in Poland that led to near governmental paralysis, on March 12, 1925, Piłsudski led a military revolt against the government with a march on Warsaw. In all, 371 people died and 918 were wounded over the next several days as some military units fought for the government. Both the premier and the president resigned, and Piłsudski became premier in October. The constitution was then amended in order to strengthen executive control. In the ensuing years, Piłsudski largely dictated Polish policies. Working in isolation and intolerant of opposition, he made all important decisions himself.

Poland was particularly hard hit by the worldwide economic depression. Piłsudski and his followers wanted a further reform of the constitution in order to establish a presidential dictatorship. Finally in 1934, using methods that the opposition characterized as illegal, a new constitution was adopted and went into effect in April 1935, giving the president virtual dictatorial powers. On May 12, 1935, less than three weeks after the promulgation of the new constitution, Piłsudski died. He was followed by a succession of largely inept military leaders who lacked both his ability and his motivation.

A sincere patriot who was selflessly dedicated to Poland’s regeneration, Piłsudski hoped to revitalize Polish democracy, but his rule brought authoritarianism instead.
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Pitt, William (1708–1778)

British statesman. Born in London on November 15, 1708, William Pitt was educated at Eton and spent one year at Oxford University before briefly studying law at the University of Utrecht. Pitt secured a commission as a cornet in the King’s Own Regiment of Horse in 1731 and was elected to Parliament from the notorious pocket borough of Old Sarum in 1735. He joined the opposition Whigs and became known as a brilliant orator. King George II appointed Pitt to the potentially lucrative post of paymaster of the army in April 1746, but Pitt accepted only his salary, earning thereby a well-deserved reputation for honesty.

A strong supporter of the English colonists in North America, Pitt urged the Crown to supply aid to enable the British to triumph over the French in the French and Indian War (1754–1763). Dismissed from his paymaster post in 1755 for attacking a rival, Pitt became secretary of state and leader of the House of Commons in December 1756 under the Duke of Devonshire as prime minister shortly after the beginning of fighting in Europe (the Seven Years’ War of 1756–1763).

In April 1757, Pitt was dismissed from office because of his opposition to the king’s continental policy. By the end of 1757, however, wide support in Britain for Pitt, now known as “The Great Commoner,” led to a coalition government in which the Duke of Newcastle became prime minister. Pitt, however, had full charge of the war effort.

Pitt’s accomplishments in running the war were extraordinary. He identified France as the real enemy, and he also energized the war effort, providing extensive subsidies to Prussia in order to allow Britain to focus its major military effort in North America. Not only was the alliance with Prussia successful in defending Britain’s sole continental possession of Hanover, but Britain triumphed in the West Indies, and Robert Clive secured India. Pitt also insisted on new more talented and aggressive generals in the North American theater and provided the requisite men and supplies for victory there.

Despite his accomplishments, new British king George III forced Pitt’s resignation because of the high costs of the war and the entry of Spain into the conflict in October 1761. Pitt remained in the House of Commons and there protested the Treaty of Paris of 1763 that ended the war as too lenient to the French. George III persuaded Pitt to form a new ministry in 1766 for the purposes of tamping down unrest in British North America and named him the first earl of Chatham that same year, but Pitt resigned his post in 1768 over the king’s support for Chancellor of the Exchequer Charles Townshend’s policies of taxing the colonists. Pitt strongly opposed both the Crown’s efforts to introduce new taxes in North America and the subsequent decision to bring the colonies to heel by armed might. Pitt died at Hayes in Kent on May 11, 1778.

Pitt is often identified as William Pitt the Elder to differentiate him from his son William Pitt the Younger, prime minister during the French Revolutionary War and the Napoleonic Wars. One of the greatest of England’s war leaders, William Pitt the Elder led England to victory over the French in North America, ironically setting in motion the forces that would lead the colonists to seek to separate from Britain. Energetic and a gifted administrator, Pitt also possessed a keen sense of grand strategy.
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Pizarro González, Francisco (ca. 1471–1541)

Spanish conquistador who secured for Spain the Inca Empire of Peru. Born in Trujillo, Spain, around 1471, Francisco Pizarro González was the illegitimate son of Spanish Army colonel Gonzalo Pizarro and Francisca González, a woman of poor means. Francisco Pizarro grew up illiterate.

Pizarro participated in the early Spanish voyages of discovery to the New World. In 1509 he sailed with Alonzo de Ojeda to Cartagena and then in 1513 was with Vasco Núñez de Balboa when the latter discovered the Pacific Ocean. During 1519–1523 Pizzaro was the mayor and magistrate in Panama City. Aware of the success of Hernán Cortés in conquering the Aztec Empire in Mexico and lured by stories of the wealth of another empire to the south, Pizzaro was determined to strike out on his own. He formed a partnership with Diego de Almagro, a soldier; Fernando de Luque, vicar of Panama; and Pedrarias Dávila, governor of Panama. Together they contracted with a ship captain for an expedition along the west coast of South America.

Two efforts during 1524 and 1526 were a failure owing to native opposition, bad weather, and lack of provisions. Pedro de los Ríos, the new governor of Panama, attempted to recall Pizarro, but he refused to obey and in the spring of 1528 was able to confirm the presence of an interior empire possessing vast amounts of gold and silver. When Ríos refused him permission for a third expedition, Pizzaro returned to Spain and secured the approval of King Charles I, who also granted him considerable authority over any conquered territory.

Joined by his three brothers and a cousin, Pizzaro and a small expeditionary force arrived in Panama in December 1531. The next spring he landed with 180 men and 30 horses at Tumbez on the Peruvian coast. Joined by 100 men and 50 horses under Hernando de Soto, Pizarro established the coastal settlement of San Miguel as his base. Beyond the high Andes mountains to the east lay the Inca Empire. With its capital at Cuzco, it extended some 2,700 miles from present-day Ecuador to Santiago, Chile.

Pizarro moved inland in September 1532 to begin the ascent of the Andes with the ridiculously small force of 168 men (62 of them horsemen) and two small cannon. While the difficulties facing Pizarro were staggering, he was fortunate that his operation occurred during a successionist struggle within the Inca Empire, in which Atahualpa triumphed in the spring of 1532. He then executed all would-be rivals except for the legitimate heir, Huáscar, whom he imprisoned.

On November 15, 1532, Pizarro’s men arrived at the Inca city of Cajamarca to find it deserted and Atahualpa and some 6,000 warriors camped nearby. Pizzaro occupied Cajamarca and then sent horsemen under his brother Hernando and de Soto to the Inca camp to meet with Atahualpa. Horses were then unknown to the Incas and may have induced them to believe that the men mounted on them were emissaries from the gods. Pizzaro’s envoys invited Atahualpa to meet with Pizarro in Cajamarca. With only some 100 infantry and 67 cavalry, the Spaniards were outnumbered at least 35 to 1.

Pizzaro hid his men around the central square and enticed Atahualpa to enter Cajamarca on the afternoon of November 16, 1532. Pizarro then employed his horse cavalry, firearms, and cannon to overwhelm the warrior escort, killing all the Incas except Atahualpa. Pizarro was the sole Spanish casualty, mistakenly cut by a sword wielded by one of his own men. Surprisingly, the thousands of warriors outside the city made no effort to rescue Atahualpa, who then agreed to Pizzaro’s terms to fill a room with gold and two rooms with silver for his release, but Pizarro then refused to free his captive. The next year he brought Atahualpa to trial for the death of Huáscar and for plotting against the Spaniards. Atahualpa was executed on August 29, 1533.

Pizarro proved adept at exploiting the Inca factions and occupied Cuzco in March 1534 with a force of indigenous troops, completing the conquest of the Inca Empire. In 1535 Pizarro founded the city of Lima, which he regarded as his greatest accomplishment. The next year he crushed the remaining Inca opposition, brutally putting down a rebellion led by Manco Capac.

The Spaniards then turned on one another. Almagro, who believed that he had not been adequately recognized, seized Cuzco. Hernando and Gonzalo Pizzaro defeated Almagro in the Battle of Las Salinas (April 26, 1538) and retook Cuzco. Almagro was executed in July, but his son had his revenge three years later. On June 26, 1541, assassins hired by him broke into the palace at Lima and stabbed Pizzaro to death while he was dining with friends. Pizarro reportedly died making the sign of the cross in his own blood. In 1539 the Spanish government ended the turmoil in Peru by imposing royal authority there.

The success of the Spaniards in the Americas was due in large measure to the audacity of a few individuals. This is especially evident in the case of Pizarro. Audacious and capable, he was also extraordinarily brutal.
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Plumer, Sir Herbert Charles Onslow (1857–1932)

British Army general. Born at Torquay, England, on March 13, 1857, Herbert Charles Onslow Plumer was educated at Eton. Scoring a high grade on the entrance examination to the Royal Military College, Sandhurst, he was commissioned directly to the 65th Foot in 1876. Promoted to captain in 1882, Plumer served in the Sudan campaign (1884–1885) and, as a brevet lieutenant colonel, in the Matabele campaign (1896). During the South African War (Second Boer War) of 1899–1902, Plumer commanded a mounted infantry regiment in the relief of Mafeking (May 1900) and a column during antiguerrilla operations.

Breveted to colonel in 1900 and promoted to major general in 1902, Plumer commanded a brigade and then was quartermaster general to the forces during 1904–1905. He then received command of the 5th Division in Ireland in 1906 and was promoted to lieutenant general in 1908. He next took over the Northern Command in 1911.

During World War I, Plumer was ordered to France to take command of the newly formed V Corps in early 1915. He fought in the Second Battle of Ypres (April 22–May 25) and was appointed to command the Second Army in place of General Horace Smith-Dorrien in May. Plumer was subsequently promoted to full general in June. Through 1915 and 1916, Plumer’s army held portions of the line but was not involved in the major offensives or battles.

After meticulous preparation, Plumer achieved a limited but complete victory at the Battle of Messines (June 7, 1917). The attack made heavy use of mining, artillery, tanks, and gas to support the attack of nine infantry divisions against Messines Ridge. The objectives of the attack were all achieved by midafternoon with far fewer casualties than had been expected. The British continued their attacks for a further week, by which time the entire Messines salient had been occupied.

In the Third Battle of Ypres (July 31–November 10, 1917), Plumer attacked in support of the main British effort carried out by General Sir Hubert Gough’s Fifth Army. After Gough suffered heavy casualties and had made only limited progress, British Expeditionary Force commander Field Marshal Sir Douglas Haig shifted the main effort in the offensive to Plumer’s army. Plumer chose to launch a series of carefully planned small-scale attacks and made gains in the battles at Menin Road, Polygon Wood, and Broodseinde during September–October. However, further attacks later in October at Poelcappelle and at Passchendaele were costly failures that did not achieve their objectives.

Shortly before the Passchendaele offensive ended, Plumer was ordered to Italy in November 1917 to command an Allied force assisting Italian forces in restoring the situation following their disastrous defeat in the Battle of Caporetto (October 24–November 9). However, the front was stabilized by the Italians at the Piave River before Plumer arrived. Plumer’s force of six French and five British divisions took over a sector of the Italian front on December 3. Plumer established excellent relations with the Italian generals, working to steady their resolve as they rebuilt the Italian Army.

Prime Minister David Lloyd George offered the position of chief of the Imperial General Staff to Plumer in place of General Sir William Robertson in February 1918, but Plumer declined, primarily out of loyalty to Robertson. Plumer returned to France in March and resumed command of the Second Army. The brunt of the first of the German Spring (Ludendorff) Offensives (March 21–July 18) fell on the British Third and Fifth Armies. Plumer was called upon to release several divisions to reinforce the embattled portions of the British lines. The second German attack, the Lys Offensive (April 9–29), was directed against the front held by Plumer’s forces. Although severely pressed by the Germans, Plumer maintained a steady grip on the situation and only grudgingly gave ground.

Despite being Haig’s most experienced and reliable army commander, Plumer played only a subsidiary role in the Allied offensives of the autumn of 1918. His army operated outside of British command under Belgian king Albert’s army group. As part of the Allied army group, Plumer served in the Courtrai Offensive (October 14–20). After the armistice, Plumer’s army was tasked with crossing the German frontier and establishing the British zone of occupation in Germany.

Promoted to field marshal and appointed governor and commander in chief of Malta in 1919, Plumer was appointed high commissioner for Palestine in 1925, serving there until his retirement in 1928. Created Baron Plumer of Messines and Bilton in 1919, he was subsequently raised to viscount in 1929. Plumer died in London on July 16, 1932.

Plumer was certainly one of the best British generals of World War I. A careful planner, unlike many other British generals of the war he attempted to achieve only what was realistically feasible and never undertook blindly optimistic operations.

Bradley P. Tolppanen
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Pompeius Magnus, Gnaeus (106–48 BCE)

Roman general and political leader. Born in 106 BCE, Gnaeus Pompeius (Pompey) fought under his father in the Social War (91–88). During the Civil War of 88–82 between Gaius Marius and Lucius Sulla, Pompey switched sides early to Sulla, raising three legions to support Sulla’s march on Rome in 83. Pompey married Sulla’s daughter Amelia and then secured Sicily and North Africa for Sulla. Returning to Rome, while still in his 20s Pompey celebrated a triumph and was accorded the title of magnus (great) in March 79.

Following Sulla’s death, Pompey received from the Senate a commission to suppress a rebellion led by M. Aemilius Lepidus during 78–77 BCE. Successful at this, Pompey then received from the Senate authority to campaign in Spain, where he defeated forces under Quintus Sertonius (77–72). Returning to Italy in 71, Pompey took part in putting down the great slave revolt led by Spartacus (the Third Servile War) in 73–71 and was elected consul in 70.

In 67 Pompey received from the Senate a grant of extraordinary powers for a three-year period to end piracy in the Mediterranean. Accomplishing this feat in only six months and with a large fleet at his disposal, Pompey secured command against King Mithridates VI of Pontus who had invaded Asia Minor in 66. Pompey defeated Mithridates, forcing him to commit suicide in 63. Pompey then went on to subdue Asia Minor and annex Syria and Judea to the Roman Empire during 66–62.
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Roman general Pompey the Great, first a colleague then a rival to Julius Caesar, rose to power through military success, political maneuvering, and administrative genius in the first century BCE but was defeated by Caesar in the Battle of Pharsalus in 48 BCE, then assassinated in Egypt. (De Agostini/Getty Images)



Returning to Rome in 61 BCE, Pompey celebrated yet another triumph and requested land for his soldiers. When the Senate resisted this, he joined the First Triumvirate with Julius Caesar and Marcus Licinius Crassus in 60, securing land for his soldiers. At first Pompey was the most powerful figure in the combination, but with the death of Crassus in Syria in 53, Caesar became the more powerful. Pompey, jealous of his rival, had received command in Spain and governed it through legates and remained in Rome during 61–50. Following the death of his fourth wife, Caesar’s daughter Julia, in 54, Pompey became more inclined to side with the Senate aristocrats against Caesar, securing his own illegal election as sole consul in 52.

Caesar refused to obey senatorial decrees and invaded Italy in 49. Defeated in Italy, Pompey relocated to Illyria while Caesar campaigned in Spain during 49–48. Caesar then took up the pursuit of his opponent and, evading Pompey’s command of the sea, landed forces in Illyria. Pompey and his allied Senate forces outmaneuvered Caesar’s smaller army near Dyrrachium but failed to capitalize on it in the spring of 48. Finally the two sides met in the decisive encounter near Pharsalus, where, against his better judgement, Pompey allowed himself to be talked into utilizing his larger army to fight there, and Caesar was victorious in the Battle of Pharsalus (August 3, 48). Pompey then fled to Egypt, only to be murdered on his arrival by one of his lieutenants on September 28, 48 BCE.

A superb commander and trainer of legionnaires, Pompey was in his early years a brilliant general and secured the eastern Mediterranean for Rome. In his later years a defender of the status quo, Pompey proved to be an ineffective campaigner and no match for Julius Caesar as general or strategist.

Spencer C. Tucker
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Pontiac (ca. 1720–1769)

North American Ottawa Indian leader. Little is known about the early life of Pontiac (also known as Obwandiyng). Dates of his birth vary widely from 1703 to 1725. Many sources believe that his father was an Ottawa and his mother an Ojibwa. Pontiac’s birthplace also is unknown but most likely was near present-day Detroit, Michigan, or Defiance, Ohio.

As a young man, Pontiac probably participated in the fighting between the French and the British. He fought for the French against the English in 1745 in King George’s War (1744–1748) and probably participated as an Ottawa war chief during the French and Indian War (1754–1763) in the ambush of British forces under Major General Edward Braddock advancing against Fort Duquesne (July 9, 1755). British frontier officer Robert Rogers claimed to have met with Pontiac in 1760, and Rogers’s subsequent play Pontieach: Or the Savages of America (1765) began the myth of the Indian leader.
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Ottawa chief Pontiac shown passing a pipe to British major Robert Rogers in 1760 during the French and Indian War. In 1763 Pontiac led a coalition of tribes in a great revolt against British rule. (Library of Congress)



Pontiac rose to prominence following the English victory in the French and Indian War. Lieutenant General Sir Jeffery Amherst, British commander in chief in North America, failed to understand the need to alleviate Indian fears and cultivate their friendship. Despite advice from British Indian agents, he raised prices on Indian trade goods and curtailed the French practice of gift giving. At the same time, Delaware prophet Neolin influenced many of the Indians of the Old Northwest Territory, including Pontiac, when he called for a return to the “old ways” and the ousting of Europeans from Indian territory.

Pontiac convened a meeting of the tribes of the Old Northwest near Detroit on the Ecorse River in April 1763 and restated Neolin’s message to the assembled Indians but insisted that the French were Indian allies and should be left alone. Only the English were to be attacked. The subsequent Pontiac’s Rebellion in 1763 was a series of coordinated attacks against English forts in the Old Northwest. The centerpiece of the Native American strategy was to be an attack led by Pontiac in person against Fort Detroit, which miscarried when the defenders were forewarned on May 7. Pontiac then initiated a siege of that place, the longest such sustained military operation in Native American history, during May 7–October 30, but that effort failed. Pontiac then withdrew to the Illinois Country. It is by no means clear how much he was able to influence Native American operations. Probably he was more an inspiration for the uprising than an actual field commander.

Although the Native American attacks overwhelmed a number of garrisons, the British rushed reinforcements to the region. One by one the tribes reached accommodation with the British. Pontiac himself then made peace in October 1763.

In July 1766 Pontiac and other chiefs met with British superintendent of Indian affairs Sir William Johnson at Fort Ontario to negotiate a formal peace treaty in which the British negotiated with him as if he held authority as leader of a broad Native American coalition. Despite custom, Pontiac sought to speak for all the Indians of the Old Northwest, both assembled and absent. This action alienated him from many Native Americans, including a number of Ottawas.

Pontiac’s decision to treat with the British may have led to his death. Forced to quit his Ottawa village on the Maumee River in 1768, he returned to Illinois Country and on April 20, 1769, was murdered in the village of Cahokia, across the Mississippi River from St. Louis, Missouri, stabbed in the back and left to die in the street by a Peoria Indian. The French supposedly buried his body, but the location is unknown.

An intelligent, resourceful commander, Pontiac put together a coalition of Native Americans to lead one of the more successful Indian uprisings against the British.

Sarah E. Miller
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Portal, Charles Frederick Algernon (1893–1971)

Royal Air Force (RAF) marshal, chief of the RAF Air Staff (1940–1945), and member of the Combined Chiefs of Staff. Born on May 21, 1893, in Hungerford, England, Charles Frederick Algernon Portal joined the Royal Engineers as a dispatch rider during World War I. In 1915 he was commissioned in the Royal Flying Corps, qualifying as an observer and then a pilot. He flew some 900 sorties—primarily reconnaissance and artillery fire direction—but he also shot down several German aircraft and won the Distinguished Flying Cross.

Between the wars, Portal’s posts in the RAF included commander of British forces at Aden during 1934–1935 and the Imperial Defence College in 1937. Promoted to air vice marshal in July 1937, he became director of organization and was responsible for developing 30 new RAF bases around Britain. Portal also served as air member for personnel at the Air Ministry.

Portal became chief of Bomber Command in April 1940, initiating the first RAF raids against Germany. He was knighted that July. On October 25, 1940, Portal was named chief of the air staff and air chief marshal (the highest RAF post, and he was the youngest staff chief). In addition to his Air Ministry duties directing the policy and operations of the RAF, Portal participated in all the summit conferences as a member of the Chiefs of Staff Committee. He supported Sir Arthur Harris’s controversial stewardship of Bomber Command and the policy of area bombing. Portal saw the role of the RAF and its U.S. Army Air Forces ally as destroying Germany’s ability to resist invasion. Portal was made a baron (Lord Portal of Hungerford) in August and served as RAF chief until December 31, 1945.

From 1946 (when he was raised to viscount) to 1951, Lord Portal was responsible for administering the atomic research facilities at Harwell. He served as chairman of the British Aircraft Corporation during 1960–1968. Portal died in Chichester, England, on April 23, 1971. He was one of the few senior wartime leaders to leave no memoirs.

Portal was a strong advocate of airpower. Winston Churchill called him the “accepted star of the Air Force.”

Christopher H. Sterling
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Porter, David (1780–1843)

U.S. Navy officer. Born in Boston, Massachusetts, on February 1, 1780, into a maritime family (his father commanded sloops during the American Revolutionary War), David Porter went to sea with his father to the West Indies in 1796. On a later voyage the young Porter was impressed by the Royal Navy but managed to escape. He entered the U.S. Navy as a midshipman in January 1798 aboard the frigate Constellation commanded by Captain Thomas Truxtun, who befriended Porter and was a role model. Porter earned recognition during the Quasi-War with France (1798–1800) during the victory of the Constellation over the French frigate Insurgent (February 9, 1799). Porter took command of the prize ship and was promoted to lieutenant in October.

Ordered to sail the schooner Enterprise to the Mediterranean, Porter won praise for his handling of the ship. During the Tripolitan War (1801–1805), he was first assigned to the frigate New York and then served on the frigate Philadelphia. He was aboard the latter ship when it ran aground off Tripoli and was captured (October 31, 1803). Porter remained a prisoner at Tripoli until the end of the war. After his release, he was promoted to master commandant (commander) in April 1806. Porter was then captain of the frigate Constitution and later the Enterprise before returning to the United States to oversee the New Orleans Naval Station during 1808–1810.

Porter then took command of the frigate Essex (32 guns) in July 1811 and was promoted to captain in July 1812. During the War of 1812 (1812–1815), he raided British commerce in the South Atlantic, taking nine prizes, including the sloop of war Alert (16 guns) on August 13, 1812, the first British warship taken in the conflict. After a brief return to Philadelphia with his prizes, Porter sailed again in October, making the first voyage by a U.S. Navy ship around Cape Horn and largely destroying the British whaling fleet in the Galapagos Islands. While in the Pacific, he also claimed the Marquesas Islands for the United States on November 19, 1813, although Washington refused to recognize this action.

The Essex was off Valparaiso, Chile, on March 28, 1814, when it engaged and was defeated by the British frigate Phoebe (36 guns) and sloop Cherub (20 guns). Porter was handicapped by the fact that while his ship had 46 guns, 40 were short-range carronades, while the British ships were armed primarily with long guns. The Phoebe alone mounted 30 long guns able to fire beyond the ability of the Essex to respond. In the battle, the Essex suffered 60 percent casualties before Porter struck.

Following the war, Porter served as a member of the new Board of Naval Commissioners until 1822, when he assumed command of the West India Squadron charged with suppressing Caribbean piracy. While he was generally successful, his inflated sense of honor led to a court of inquiry in 1824 for his invasion of Fajardo, Puerto Rico, after the Spanish governor there had insulted one of Porter’s officers. The court found Porter guilty, but the sentence was light—a six-month suspension from duty. Porter nonetheless believed that he had been betrayed and resigned his commission.

Porter accepted command of the Mexican Navy during 1826–1829. President Andrew Jackson appointed him consul to Algiers in 1830, then chargé d’affaires and minister to the Ottoman Empire in 1831. Porter died in Istanbul (Constantinople) on March 3, 1843. His body was returned to the United States to be buried in Philadelphia. Porter’s son, David Dixon Porter, and his foster son, David G. Farragut, both became admirals during the American Civil War.

A superb seaman, David Porter was an energetic, aggressive ship commander and a splendid strategist and tactician.

Spencer C. Tucker

Further Reading

Long, David F. Nothing Too Daring: A Biography of Commodore David Porter. Annapolis, MD: Naval Institute Press, 1970.

Turnbull, Archibald Douglas. Commodore David Porter, 1780–1843. New York: Century, 1929.

Porter, David Dixon (1813–1891)

U.S. Navy admiral. Born in Chester, Pennsylvania, on June 8, 1813, David Dixon Porter was the third of 10 children of Commodore David Porter, who had distinguished himself in the War of 1812. Porter’s adopted brother was David G. Farragut. The younger Porter first went to sea with his father at age 10. After brief service as a midshipman in the Mexican Navy serving under his father in 1826–1828, during which time the younger Porter was wounded and was briefly a prisoner of the Spanish, he joined the U.S. Navy as a midshipman in February 1829. Porter became a passed midshipman in July 1835 and was promoted to lieutenant in February 1841. Routine assignments followed, including service in the Mediterranean. Porter distinguished himself during the Mexican-American War (1846–1848), especially in operations against Tabasco on June 14–22, 1847, but, frustrated by the slow rate of advancement in the U.S. Navy, he took a leave of absence to captain merchant vessels.

Returning to duty with the navy in 1855, Porter assumed command of the steamer Supply and then served ashore at the Portsmouth Navy Yard during 1857–1860. Porter was on the verge of a second leave of absence from the navy when the secessionist crisis occurred. He then secured command of the powerful sidewheel frigate Powhatan on April 1, 1861. Porter circumvented both Secretary of the Navy Gideon Welles and commander of the Brooklyn Navy Yard Captain Andrew H. Foote in carrying out Secretary of War William H. Seward’s plan to relieve Fort Pickens in Florida. This removed the Powhatan from participation in the effort to relieve Fort Sumter but probably did not in itself ensure the failure of that operation. Despite having disobeyed orders, Porter received promotion to commander on April 22.

Porter then conducted operations with the Powhatan in the Gulf of Mexico. He returned to Washington, D.C., in early 1862 and convinced Welles and Assistant Secretary of the Navy Gustavus V. Fox that bombardment of the two Confederate forts on the lower Mississippi River by a flotilla of mortar boats would be essential to the success of a plan to capture New Orleans. Porter pledged that both forts would be rendered ineffective within 48 hours by shelling from 13-inch mortars. Receiving command of the mortar flotilla of the West Gulf Coast Blockading Squadron, under the overall command of Flag Officer Farragut, Porter carried out a six-day bombardment of Forts Jackson and St. Philip that failed to reduce the forts. Farragut then ran past the forts with the ships of his squadron on April 27, while Porter supplied gunfire support. With the two forts cut off by the Union ships and troops, Porter took their surrender on April 28.

As an acting rear admiral, Porter assumed command of the Mississippi Flotilla, now designated the Mississippi Squadron, on October 15, 1862. Naval activity then sharply increased with the initiation of joint operations against Vicksburg. Porter helped secure Arkansas Post on January 1863 and then worked closely with Major General Ulysses S. Grant and Brigadier General William T. Sherman. Porter was rewarded for his role in the surrender of Vicksburg on July 4 with advancement to permanent rear admiral, with date of rank being over that of many other more senior officers.

Porter commanded the naval phase of the Red River Expedition (March 12–May 13, 1864), supporting army troops ashore under Major General Nathaniel P. Banks in an effort to capture Shreveport. Banks and Porter did not get along, and low water levels in the Red, in part caused by the Confederates, plagued Porter’s operations. Despite myriad problems, Porter succeeded in extraditing his ships and was not blamed for the expedition’s failure, one of the great military blunders of the war.

Porter assumed command of the North Atlantic Blockading Squadron in September 1864, assembling in December the most powerful naval force to that point in U.S. history—61 warships, including 5 ironclads, mounting a total of 635 guns—for an attack on Fort Fisher in an effort to close off the port of Wilmington to Confederate blockade-runners. The initial assault on December 24–25 went poorly, thanks to ineffective cooperation on the part of Union ground force commander Major General Benjamin Butler. General Grant then sacked Butler and appointed Brigadier General Alfred H. Terry, who established an excellent working relationship with Porter. In a textbook amphibious operation, Fort Fisher fell to Union army and navy contingents (January 13–15, 1865). Porter then operated on the James River in April, forcing the Confederate commander to scuttle his squadron there and conducting President Abraham Lincoln on a tour of Richmond.

Following the war, Porter assumed the superintendency of the Naval Academy during 1865–1869, where he introduced extensive reforms. Promoted to vice admiral in July 1866, he was then advanced to admiral in August 1870. Porter then served as head of the Board of Inspection until his death in Washington on February 13, 189l.

A bold and energetic commander who did not hesitate to speak his mind, Porter proved especially effective in combined operations and played a key role in the Union victory in the American Civil War.

Spencer C. Tucker
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Potemkin, Grigori Aleksandrovich (1739–1791)

Russian field marshal and statesman. Grigori Alexandrovich Potemkin was born into a family of the lesser nobility on September 24, 1739, in Chizevo, a village in Byelorussia (now Belarus) in western Russia. Taken to Moscow as a boy, Potemkin did well in his preparatory studies, but while he was a student at the University of Moscow he lost interest in academics and was expelled in 1760. He then moved to St. Petersburg and joined the Horse Guards Regiment. Potemkin took part in the 1762 coup d’état that saw the murder of Czar Peter III and brought Catherine II to the throne. For his services, Potemkin was rewarded with a small estate. Taken with the young soldier, Catherine made him an officer in her personal bodyguard.

Potemkin distinguished himself in the first of Catherine’s wars with the Ottoman Empire, the Russo-Turkish War of 1768–1774, advancing to lieutenant general by its conclusion. Catherine ennobled Potemkin and took him as her fifth lover (March 1774). Their affair lasted three years, during which time Catherine lavished on him vast estates and high honors. Potemkin helped organize the suppression of Pugachev’s Rebellion (1773–1774).

In 1776, Catherine replaced Potemkin as her lover but kept him as her close confidant and adviser. She respected his capabilities and trusted his judgment, even in the selection of her lovers. According to one contemporary, Potemkin was “the only man Catherine stands in awe of.”

Potemkin’s vision of a Russian empire stretching east toward India and south toward Istanbul (Constantinople) guided Russian diplomacy and military plans. As a result, Russia continued to wage war periodically against the Ottoman Turks.

Catherine named Potemkin as governor-general and military head of New Russia, the region recently taken from the Ottomans north of the Black Sea that included Novorossiysk, Azov, and Astrakhan. Charged with securing that area militarily and strengthening its economy, Potemkin sponsored various colonization projects, including granting plantations to Russian landholders and settling German Mennonites with a pledge of religious and cultural freedom. He also oversaw the construction of new cities, including Sebastopol, Kherson, Nikolaev, and Yekaterinoslav, and he established a major arsenal at Kherson (1778). In 1783, Potemkin realized his ambition of annexing the Crimea.

Recognizing the importance of controlling the Black Sea, Potemkin caused the construction of a new Black Sea flotilla of 15 ships of the line and 25 smaller warships. He also oversaw the construction of facilities at Sebastopol to service the fleet, and he encouraged the development of merchant shipping. In 1784, Catherine promoted Potemkin to field marshal. In addition to his work in the south, Potemkin traveled frequently to St. Petersburg to advise Catherine, serve on the State Council, help reorganize the army (including simplifying its dress), and participate in diplomatic negotiations.



POTEMKIN




When Potemkin’s enemies attacked his accomplishments, Catherine embarked on an inspection of New Russia in 1787. This turned into a personal triumph for Potemkin, whose settlement policies had failed but who caused the construction of sham villages, which from a distance appeared to be thriving communities. An impressed Catherine invested Potemkin with the title of tauride (prince), but the term “Potemkin village” entered the language as a byword for a facade designed to conceal an undesirable fact or condition.



Potemkin, now a tauride (prince), continued to push Russian expansion in the south at the expense of the Ottomans. He established a network of agents throughout the Balkans and revived the idea of a Byzantine imperial throne to be held by Catherine’s grandsons. Potemkin’s activities contributed to war with the Ottomans in 1787, in which he commanded the Russian forces. The Second Russo-Turkish War did not begin well. Early defeats nearly caused Potemkin’s resignation, but Catherine’s support revived his determination. The achievements of the capable Russian generals Aleksandr Suvorov and Mikhail Kutuzov enabled Potemkin to mount an invasion of Moldavia in 1788, taking the fortresses of Ochakov (December 17) and Bendery (early 1789) before conducting operations on the Dniester River.

Potemkin took leave from the war to return to St. Petersburg to oust Catherine’s last lover, Platon Zubov. With the French Revolution demanding Russian attention by 1791, Catherine decided to conclude peace with the Ottomans and ordered Potemkin to conduct the negotiations. He died on the steppe just outside Jassy on October 16, 1791, of malaria complicated by exhaustion.

Colorful, flamboyant, loyal, and generous to his friends, Potemkin possessed great energy. As a soldier he displayed ability and bravery, but as a commander he was fortunate in having able subordinates. As a civil administrator Potemkin had grand ideas that sparked the ambitions of Empress Catherine, but he could not always carry them off.

Tim Watts and Spencer C. Tucker
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Powell, Colin Luther (1937– )

U.S. Army general and secretary of state. Born to an immigrant Jamaican family in Harlem in New York City on April 5, 1937, Colin Luther Powell graduated from City College of New York with a degree in geology in 1958 and was commissioned a second lieutenant of infantry through the Reserve Officers’ Training Corps (ROTC). Powell served in Germany as a platoon leader and a company commander during 1959–1962.
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U.S. Army general Colin L. Powell was the first African-American chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff (1989–1993). One of the architects of the 1991 Persian Gulf War, Powell later served as secretary of state (2001–2005). (AP Photo/Joe Marquette)



Powell served two tours in Vietnam (1962–1963 and 1968–1970). On his first tour, he was an adviser to an Army of the Republic of Vietnam (South Vietnamese Army) infantry battalion and was wounded when he stepped into a punji pit booby trap in a rice paddy. During his second tour, Powell, promoted to major in May 1966, was an assistant operations officer in the 23rd (Americal) Division. He was again injured, in a helicopter crash. During the second tour he drafted a response to rumors of a massacre involving members of his division at My Lai several months before he arrived in Vietnam. Powell reported that the rumors were untrue. Later he was charged with having participated in the cover-up of the My Lai Massacre, but he strongly maintained that he had no knowledge of it or any attempt to conceal it.

Powell earned an MBA from George Washington University in 1971 and was selected as a White House fellow during 1972–1973. Promoted to lieutenant colonel, he commanded an infantry battalion in the Republic of Korea (South Korea) during 1973–1975. Graduating from the Army War College in 1976 and promoted to colonel that February, he commanded a brigade of the 101st Airborne Division at Fort Campbell, Kentucky. Powell then served in the Office of the Secretary of Defense and in the Department of Defense during 1977–1981. Promoted to brigadier general in June 1979, Powell became assistant division commander of the 4th Mechanized Infantry Division at Fort Carson, Colorado, during 1981–1983 and was advanced to major general in February 1983.

Powell was the senior military assistant to Secretary of Defense Caspar Weinberger during 1983–1985, before commanding V Corps in Germany during 1986–1987 as a lieutenant general (promoted July 1986). Powell returned to Washington in 1987 first as an assistant and then as national security adviser to President Ronald Reagan and President George H. W. Bush during December 1987–October 1989.

Promoted to full general in April 1989, Powell was named by President Bush as chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff in October 1989, the first African American to hold that post. In this position, Powell developed the U.S. military response to the Iraqi invasion of Kuwait in 1990. Bush put together a coalition of nations, and Powell carried out Operation DESERT SHIELD, the U.S. and coalition buildup in Saudi Arabia. Heavily influenced by the Vietnam War, Powell was determined that this time there be no slow, graduated application of military force and that overwhelming power be used at the beginning to ensure a speedy and, in the long run, less costly military victory. The ensuing Operation DESERT STORM (January 17–February 28, 1991) fully vindicated this so-called Powell Doctrine, with the ground war completed within 100 hours. Powell was subsequently criticized, however, for concurring with Bush’s decision to halt the war without a U.S. invasion of Iraq and the toppling of Iraqi dictator Saddam Hussein. Powell referred to the shedding of additional blood as “un-American.”

Powell retired as chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff and from the U.S. Army in September 1993. He considered but declined a run for president on the Republican ticket in 1996. Powell then founded America’s Promise in 1997, an organization devoted to assisting children.

Powell served as a foreign policy adviser to Republican candidate for president George W. Bush and was appointed secretary of state by President Bush in January 2001. Powell was widely understood to be a moderate on the issue of war with Iraq, aggressively pushed by others within the administration. The administration war plan for a much smaller invasion force than originally envisioned was in sharp variance with the Powell Doctrine. Because of his position as a known moderate and the high regard in which he was held both nationally and internationally, his speech to the United Nations Security Council (February 5, 2003), in which he stated that there were indeed weapons of mass destruction (WMDs) in Iraq, was a watershed event in winning support for the administration’s decision to go to war. Before resigning as secretary of state in January 2005, Powell warned Bush of the serious dangers posed by spreading sectarian violence in Iraq and the threat to presidential authority posed by divisions within the Bush administration. Powell refused to go public with his doubts over administration policy, however, believing that this would betray the soldier ethos to which he felt bound.

Upon retirement, Powell joined a venture capital firm and made frequent public speeches. He rejected a call to run for president on the Republican ticket and created something of a firestorm in the Republican Party when he supported the election of Democrat Barack Obama in the 2008 presidential election.

A highly effective chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff, Powell has provided a notable example of selfless public service.

Spencer C. Tucker
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Pułaski, Kazimierz (1747–1779)

Polish patriot and Continental Army officer. Kazimierz (Casimir) Pułaski was born in Masovia, Poland, on March 4, 1747, a son of Count Jozef Pułaski, a noted jurist and Polish patriot who sought to limit encroachments by Prussia, Austria, and Russia. Kazimierz Pułaski was well educated. He and his two brothers were raised in a military environment and decided to follow in their father’s footsteps. Angered by the cruelty of Russian occupation and the duplicity of Polish king Stanislaw II, Pułaski led a heroic, if ill-fated, uprising. He staged a successful defense of Berdichev in the spring of 1768 and subsequently undertook guerrilla operations against Russian units near the border with the Ottoman Empire.

Pułaski’s defense of the fortified monastery at Czestochowa (1770) won him renown throughout Western Europe. However, in May 1772 armies from Prussia, Russia, and Austria invaded simultaneously and began partitioning Poland. Pułaski fled first to Saxony and then to the Ottoman Empire, where he tried without success to instigate a war between it and Russia. Learning that his Polish estates had been confiscated, Pułaski immigrated to France in 1776, penniless and broken.

In Paris, Pułaski was introduced to Silas Deane and Benjamin Franklin, representing the Continental Congress during the American Revolutionary War (1775–1783). The United States was in dire need of experienced, professional soldiers, and Franklin prevailed on Pułaski to join the cause. Pułaski sailed to Boston in the spring of 1777, and Continental Army commander General George Washington took Pułaski on as a volunteer aide.

Pułaski fought well in the Battle of Brandywine (September 11, 1777), and on Washington’s advice Congress elevated him to brigadier general and chief of the Continental cavalry. He was only marginally engaged at the Battle of Germantown (October 4, 1777) but thereafter caused considerable dissent by agitating for higher rank.

Pułaski remained with the army during the winter at Valley Forge (1777–1778), although he bickered constantly with Brigadier General Anthony Wayne and subsequently refused to serve under him. At length, Pułaski resigned as chief of cavalry and in March 1778 petitioned Congress to raise an independent body of cavalry and infantry known as Pułaski’s Legion. This force, consisting of 66 lancers and 200 soldiers, was recruited primarily from German deserters at Baltimore and was almost completely staffed by foreigners. Pułaski tried hard but failed to make it an elite strike force. In its first battle, outside of Little Egg Harbor, New Jersey (October 4, 1778), the unit was roughly handled by a British regiment and lost 50 men. Afterward, the legion was deployed in a quiet sector along the upper Delaware River. Pułaski grew disillusioned by garrison duty, argued with superiors, and was ready to resign his commission and return to Poland when he was ordered south in February 1779.

Pułaski arrived at Charleston just as British forces under Major General Augustin Prévost were about to attack. Pułaski’s unit was defeated in its second battle (May 11, 1779), but Pułaski bought the Americans sufficient time to reinforce the city and hold it. Soon afterward, Major General Benjamin Lincoln arrived to take charge of Continental forces and prepare for joint operations with the French against British-held Savannah. Pułaski took command of both French and American cavalry units throughout that siege (September–October 1779). Running low on supplies, Lincoln gambled everything on an all-out assault against British lines (October 9), in which Pułaski was mortally wounded by grapeshot. Carried aboard the brig Wasp, he died at sea en route to Charleston on October 11, 1779.

Pułaski was a brave soldier whose record in Poland was far more distinguished than that in America. However, despite his often quarrelsome and arrogant disposition, Pułaski fought fearlessly for the American cause. Fort Pulaski in Georgia was named in his honor.

John C. Fredriksen
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Puller, Lewis Burwell (1898–1971)

Iconic U.S. Marine Corps general. Born on June 26, 1898, in West Point, Virginia, Lewis Burwell “Chesty” Puller enrolled in the Virginia Military Institute in 1917 but, impatient to participate in World War I, left to enlist in the U.S. Marine Corps in August 1918. Although his formal education was spotty, Puller read widely throughout his life and had a passion for the American Civil War, especially the exploits of Confederate lieutenant general Thomas J. “Stonewall” Jackson.

Disappointed not to see World War I service, Puller attended officer candidate school and was commissioned in the marine reserves in June 1919. Caught in the reduction of the U.S. Marine Corps after the war, he was soon on the inactive list. Puller then reenlisted in the corps as a corporal. From 1919 to 1924, he served in the Haitian gendarmerie as an acting first lieutenant. There he demonstrated the rapid marching, aggressive tactics, and leading from the front that became his hallmarks.

In 1924 on his return to the United States, Puller was commissioned a second lieutenant. During the next seven years he was stationed in Philadelphia; Quantico, Virginia; Pensacola, Florida (where he took aviation training but did not earn a pilot’s wings); Hawaii; and Nicaragua. He served twice as commander of the marine detachment on the cruiser Augusta, served a second time in Nicaragua, and then served in Beijing (Peking), China, as commander of the marine detachment at the U.S. legation. Between 1936 and 1939 he was an instructor at the Marine Basic School in Philadelphia, and during 1940–1941 he was with the 4th Marine Regiment in Shanghai, China, where he was promoted to major and battalion commander. Puller was next with the 7th Marines at Camp Lejeune, North Carolina, where he became a pioneer in jungle warfare training.

In September 1942 the 7th Marines landed on Guadalcanal, and Puller distinguished himself in the defense of Henderson Field (October 24–25). His half-strength battalion held off an entire Japanese regiment, killing more than 1,400 attackers. Promoted to lieutenant colonel, Puller commanded two battalions at Cape Gloucester, New Britain, when their regular commanders were wounded. In February 1944 he commanded the 1st Marine Regiment and landed with it on Peleliu in September. In November, Puller returned to the United States for training duty at Camp Lejeune and was shortly thereafter promoted to colonel.

When the Korean War began, Puller actively sought a combat command. In August 1950 he returned to the 1st Marine Regiment at Camp Pendleton, California. Sent to Korea, Puller led the regiment in the landing at Inchon (September 15) and in the subsequent recapture of Seoul. He then took part in the Changjin (Chosin) Reservoir Campaign, for which he was awarded his fifth Navy Cross, the most in U.S. Marine Corps history, for inspirational leadership during the marine withdrawal. Promoted to brigadier general in January 1951, Puller was for a short time assistant divisional commander of the 1st Marine Division.

In May 1951 Puller returned to the United States to command the 3rd Marine Brigade, later redesignated the 3rd Marine Division, at Camp Pendleton. Promoted to major general in September 1953, he returned to Camp Lejeune as commander of the 2nd Marine Division and was later deputy camp commander until his retirement for disability in November 1955 with the rank of lieutenant general. Puller died in Hampton, Virginia, on October 11, 1971.

Although Puller was a competent staff officer, he was first and foremost a warrior. During his long career he won 53 decorations, probably the most in U.S. Marine Corps history. Chesty Puller was also perhaps the most colorful figure in U.S. Marine Corps history. Most comfortable when commanding troops in battle, he had only contempt for what he believed were bloated military staffs and their excess creature comforts.

Spencer C. Tucker
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Putnik, Radomir (1847–1917)

Serbian Army field marshal. Born on January 24, 1847, at Kragujevac, Serbia, Radomir Putnik was educated at the Serbian Artillery School in Belgrade and was commissioned in the Serbian Army in 1866. He led a brigade in fighting against the Ottoman Empire in 1876 and in 1877–1878, and he was chief of staff of a division in the war against Bulgaria in 1885. In 1889 Putnik was promoted to colonel and appointed deputy army chief of staff. He also taught tactics at the Serbian military academy but came into conflict with Serbian king Milan I for refusing to allow a royal protégé to pass an examination. Forced into early retirement in 1895, Putnik left Serbia in fear of retaliation after an assassination attempt on the king in 1899.

Following the military coup of 1903 that removed King Alexander I from the Serbian throne, Putnik was recalled and promoted to general. He was army chief of staff from 1903 to 1917 except for three brief periods when he was minister of war (1904–1905, 1906–1908, and 1912). Putnik modernized the Serbian Army by introducing new rifles and heavy artillery. He also retired old and ineffective officers and promoted new capable ones in their place. In addition, he instituted a rigorous training program. Putnik then led the rebuilt army in the First and Second Balkan Wars (1912–1913), defeating the Ottomans in the Battle of Kumanovo (October 23, 1912), for which he was promoted to voivode (field marshal). He was also victorious over the Ottomans at Monastir (November 16–19, 1912). Putnik defeated the Bulgarians in the Second Balkan War at Bregalnica (June 30–July 8, 1913).

In poor health, Putnik was recovering at an Austrian spa when World War I began, but Austrian emperor Franz Joseph ordered his release and return to Serbia. Putnik subsequently led the Serbs to stunning victories over Austro-Hungarian forces at the Battle of the Drina River (September 8–24) and the Battle of Kolumbara River (December 3–9, 1914). Overwhelmed by the three-sided attack of the Germans, Austro-Hungarians, and Bulgarians during October–November 1915, Putnik was forced to order a difficult winter retreat through Albania.

Too ill to walk, Putnik was carried by his soldiers over the mountains in a sedan chair. No longer able to command, he was evacuated to France, where he died at Nice on May 17, 1917.

Certainly Serbia’s greatest soldier of modern times, Putnik was perhaps the best field commander on either side in the Balkans during World War I. He demonstrated outstanding strategic and tactical competence as well as the ability to inspire his troops and lead them to victory against great odds.

Charles R. Shrader
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Pyrrhus (319–272 BCE)

King of Epirus, located in northwestern Greece. Born in Epirus in 319 BCE, Pyrrhus was related to Alexander the Great. Pyrrhus became king of Epirus in 307 at age 12 and allied with Demetrius I Poliorcetes of Macedon. Dethroned in a revolt, Pyrrhus fled to Asia, where he joined Demetrius and fought with the Macedonians in the Battle of Ipsus (301). Sent to Alexandria as a hostage, Pyrrhus became friends with Egyptian ruler Ptolemy I, who assisted him in regaining his kingdom in 297. In 296 Pyrrhus caused the assassination of his kinsman Neoptolemus II with whom he was to share the throne.

Pyrrhus then sought to exploit the weakness of neighboring states to expand his realm, fighting in Greece and Macedon against Demetrius during 295–285 BCE. Pyrrhus then began a struggle with Rome during 281–275. Rome had come into conflict with Greek city-states in southern Italy, the most important of which was Tarentum (Taranto). Alarmed by Roman pressure, the leaders of Tarentum called Pyrrhus to their assistance.


PYRRHUS




In the two-day Battle of Asculum in 279 BCE, each side numbered about 40,000 infantry and cavalry, although Pyrrhus had 20 war elephants and the Romans under Publius Decius Mus had none. Pyrrhus won the battle but lost some 3,500 men, including many of his best officers killed (the Romans reportedly lost 6,000 men). Pyrrhus considered the cost of victory to have been so high that he reportedly exclaimed afterward, “Another such victory and we are lost.” This is the origin of the term “Pyrrhic victory.”



This was the first time the Romans had come up against an army trained on the principles of Alexander the Great, and Pyrrhus defeated them at the head of 20,000 men and 20 Indian war elephants in a hard-fought battle in southern Italy at Heraclea (280 BCE). Pyrrhus returned the next year with a larger force and won another inconclusive but costly battle over the Romans at Asculum (279). Pyrrhus sought peace, demanding little more than freedom for Tarentum, but the Romans refused.

Pyrrhus then crossed over to Sicily, where Syracuse sought his assistance against Carthage in 278 BCE. From there, after several brilliant campaigns during 277–276 but the usual dissension between Greek cities, he returned to Italy. Rome had concluded a treaty with Carthage, and Pyrrhus found himself no match for the combined strength of both. After returning to Italy, he was beaten by the Romans in the Battle of Beneventum (275) and returned to Epirus. On leaving Sicily, Pyrrhus remarked that he was leaving it to be the battleground between Rome and Carthage. His prophecy was fulfilled within a decade. Pyrrhus was killed in a minor skirmish in Argos in 272.

An inspirational leader and a fine general and tactician, Pyrrhus lacked persistence and long-range policies and was thus not as successful as a strategist.

Spencer C. Tucker
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Qin Shi Huang (259–210 BCE)

Chinese emperor who unified the feudal states of China’s Central Plain and Yangzi Valley. Ying Zheng (Ch’in Shih-hung), born in Handan in 259 BCE, was nominally the son of the king of Qin but may actually have been the son of the king’s powerful chancellor, Lü Buwei. On the death of the king, Ying Zheng succeeded to the throne in 245 at age 13 and assumed his personal rule at age 22 in 237 when he dismissed Lü Buwei, who had been acting as regent.

As the ruler of Qin, Ying Zheng put down a number of rebellions. He also built up the army, emphasizing cavalry. Ying Zheng also carried out a number of domestic reforms, especially in agriculture. Determined to expand his power, he conquered the other remaining feudal states of the Yellow River and the lower and middle Changjiang (Yangzi River) Valleys in a series of campaigns from 228 to 212 BCE. Qin expansion in the north eliminated the buffer zone between the Chinese states and the nomadic peoples of modern Inner and Outer Mongolia, creating the need for the system of defensive fortifications known as the Qin Great Wall. Qin conquests included Han (223), Zhao (228), Wei (225), Chu (223), Yan (222), and finally Qi (221). Qin subsequently expanded to the south—that is, south of the Changjiang (Yangzi River)—around 212.

Establishing the Qin dynasty in 221 BCE, Ying Zheng assumed the throne name of Qin Shi Huang (“First Emperor of China”) and immediately launched into a strong, autocratic rule. A reformer but also a tyrant, he and his chief adviser Li Si pushed through a series of changes designed to solidify the unification. To diminish the threat of rebellion, Qin Shi Huang required members of the former royal families to live in the capital of Xianyang in Shaanxi Province.

Qin Shi Huang abolished feudalism and divided his territory into 36 prefectures and then further into counties and townships, all of which were ruled directly by the emperor through his appointees. A uniform law code was established, and Qin Shi Huang decreed a standardized system of Chinese characters in writing. A new tax system was put in place that exacted a heavy financial toll on the Chinese people. Qin Shi Huang also established a uniform system of laws, weights and measures, and coinage.

In 213 BCE in order to silence criticism of his rule, Qin Shi Huang decided to burn all the books in the empire and the records of all other dynasties and to execute those scholars who opposed him along with their families. Stories that he ordered some 460 Confucian scholars buried alive in Xianyang are probably not true, however.


QIN SHI HUANG




Emperor Qin Shi Huang is now well known for having ordered the construction of his large mausoleum guarded by life-sized terra-cotta warriors and horses in Xian. The mausoleum was discovered in 1974 and opened to the public in 1979. The 800 warriors and their horses guarding the emperor’s tomb are regarded as one of the greatest archaeological finds of all time.



Qin Shi Huang and Li Si also undertook a series of mammoth construction projects, including setting hundreds of thousands of men to work building a great defensive wall that incorporated older walls. This wall served as a precedent when later regimes, most notably the Ming, also built systems of fortified walls as a means of defense against nomadic peoples to the north. Qin Shi Huang also oversaw construction of a system of new roads designed to unify China economically and facilitate the passage of goods and troops radiating from the capital of Xianyang.

Seeking to extend his life, Qin Shi Huang began taking a medicine prescribed by his doctors that contained a small amount of mercury. Qin Shi Huang died, apparently of mercury poisoning, while on a tour of eastern China in Shaqiu Province in 210 BCE. In short order there was a strong reaction to his autocratic regime. His second son and successor, Hu Hai (Qin Er Shi), proved to be an inept ruler, and a great peasant rebellion, led by Chen Sheng and Wu Guang, soon began. This sparked a series of rebellions that, combined with infighting at court, brought the Qin to an end in 206.

Energetic, resourceful, and ruthless, Qin Shi Huang founded the Chinese imperial system. As the first emperor of China, he had an enormous impact on China and its people.

Spencer C. Tucker

Further Reading

Clements, Jonathan. The First Emperor of China. Stroud, Gloucestershire, UK: Sutton, 2006.

Tianchou, Fu, ed. The Underground Terracotta Army of Emperor Qin Shi Huang. Beijing: New World, 1988.

Wood, Francis. The First Emperor of China. London: Profile Books, 2007.

Zilin Wu. Qin Shi Huang, the First Emperor of China. Hong Kong: Man Hei Language Publication, 1989.

Quesada, Elwood Richard (1904–1993)

U.S. Army Air Forces general and innovator of tactical air support. Born in Washington, D.C., on April 13, 1904, Elwood Richard “Pete” Quesada attended the University of Maryland and Georgetown University. He enlisted in the U.S. Army Air Corps in September 1924 as a flying cadet and earned his wings and a commission in the Air Reserve in 1925. He briefly played professional baseball before going on active duty in September 1927. Quesada flew as a crew member of the Question Mark, a modified Fokker C-2A trimotor monoplane that set a world record for airborne endurance with Ira C. Eaker and Carl Spaatz (January 1–7, 1929).

Promoted to first lieutenant in 1932 and to captain in 1935, Quesada served in the 1930s as assistant military attaché to Cuba, personal pilot to the assistant secretary of war for air (1932–1933), and technical adviser to the Argentine Air Force. Stints at the Air Corps Tactical School and the Army’s Command and General Staff College (1937) led him to consider the problem of air-to-ground coordination.

Promoted to major in 1941, Quesada commanded the 33rd Pursuit Group at Mitchel Field, New York (1941–1942). Promoted to lieutenant colonel in 1942, he commanded the Philadelphia Region, 1st Fighter Command. Quesada was promoted to brigadier general in December 1942. He commanded the 1st Air Defense Wing (1942–1943) and the 9th Fighter Command (1943–1944) and deployed to North Africa. Taking charge of 12th Fighter Command, he served as deputy commanding general of the Northwest African Coastal Air Force. Here he learned the tactical air doctrine developed by British air marshal Sir Arthur Coningham. This featured air liaison officers to coordinate air-to-ground operations, colocated air and army command centers, and streamlined command-and-control procedures between ground units and supporting tactical air. All of these Quesada adopted and enhanced in 1944.

Promoted to major general in April 1944, Quesada commanded the Ninth Tactical Air Command in Europe (1944–1945) for Operation OVERLORD. His support of Major General J. Lawton Collins’s VII Corps demonstrated brilliant innovative skills. Recognizing that close air support was a key Allied force multiplier, Quesada installed VHF (very high-frequency) radios in tanks to enable air liaison officers in armored assaults to talk directly to pilots overhead. Deviating from accepted doctrine that air units sacrificed effectiveness if distributed in “penny packets,” he allocated fighter-bombers in four-ship formations to provide constant reconnaissance and close air support to Collins’s armored columns. German panzer commanders learned that to concentrate in daylight meant death from the sky. Yet in dispersing to survive, the Germans sacrificed much of their combat power. Quesada’s tactics proved crucial to the success of the Allied breakout in July.

Throughout 1944, Quesada continued to innovate. During the Battle of the Ardennes (Battle of the Bulge, December 16, 1944–January 16, 1945), he used radar to provide close air support in poor weather. Employing modified Norden bombsights combined with radar, he enhanced navigation and bombing accuracy.

During 1946–1947 Quesada commanded the Third Air Force, and during 1947–1948 he was the first commander of the Tactical Air Command. He was, however, marginalized within the newly independent U.S. Air Force, which stressed strategic nuclear bombing. After commanding Joint Task Force 3 at Eniwetok (1948–1951), Quesada retired from the air force in October 1951 as a lieutenant general. He then entered private industry and later became the first head of the Federal Aviation Agency from 1958 to 1961. Quesada died in Washington, D.C., on February 9, 1993.

A brilliant tactical commander and innovator, Quesada played an important role in the Allied victory in Europe in World War II.

William J. Astore
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Rabin, Yitzhak (1922–1995)

Israeli Army general, diplomat, leader of the Labor Party, and prime minister of Israel (1974–1977 and 1992–1995). Born in Jerusalem of Russian immigrant parents on March 1, 1922, Yitzhak Rabin moved with his family to Tel Aviv the following year. He attended the Kadoori Agricultural High School, graduating in 1940. Rabin then worked at the Kibbutz Ramat Yochanan, where in 1941 he joined the Haganah, the Jewish self-defense organization that ultimately became the Israeli Defense Forces (IDF). In 1943 he became a member of its elite strike force, the Palmach.

From 1944 second-in-command of a Palmach battalion fighting against the British mandate authorities, Rabin was arrested by the British in June 1946 and spent six months in prison. He became chief operations officer of the Palmach in 1947.
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Yitzhak Rabin, Israeli army general, diplomat, leader of the Labor Party, and prime minister of Israel (1974–1977 and 1992–1995). Rabin’s assassination in 1995 by a Jewish right-wing extremist was a major blow to the peace process. (Israel Government Press Office)



Rabin spent the next 20 years fighting for Israel as a member of the IDF. During the Israeli War of Independence (1948–1949), he commanded the “Harel” Brigade in the Battle for Jerusalem (April 1948–January 1949) and participated in the armistice talks. Rabin attended the British Army Staff College, Camberley (1953). Heading the Northern Command during 1956–1969, he did not see combat during the 1956 Suez Campaign. He was then IDF chief of operations (1959–1961) and deputy chief of staff (1961–1964). On January 1, 1964, he became IDF chief of staff and was partly responsible for the brilliant Israeli strategy of the Six-Day War, especially the Sinai operations of June 5–10, 1967.

Retiring from the army on January 1, 1968, Rabin was Israeli ambassador to the United States (1968–1973). Returning to Israel, he joined the Labor Party and was elected to the Knesset (Israeli parliament) in December 1973. Prime Minister Golda Meir appointed Rabin to her cabinet as minister of labor in April 1974. Meir retired as prime minister in May 1974, and Rabin took her place on June 2, the first native-born Israeli to hold that post.

As prime minister, Rabin concentrated on improving the economy, solving social problems, and strengthening the IDF. He also sought to improve relations with the United States, which played a key role in mediating disengagement agreements with Israel, Egypt, and Syria in 1974. Egypt and Israel signed an interim agreement in 1975. That same year Israel and the United States concluded their first Memorandum of Understanding. During his tenure, Israeli forces rescued the hostages of Air France Flight 139 held at Entebbe, Uganda (July 3–4, 1976).

In March 1977, Rabin was forced to resign as prime minister following the revelation that his wife Leah held bank accounts in the United States, at that time against Israeli law. Menachem Begin replaced him, and Rabin was praised for his integrity and honesty in resigning.

Between 1977 and 1984, Rabin served in the Knesset as a member of the Labor Party and sat on the Foreign Affairs and Defense Committee. He published his memoirs, Service Notebook, in 1979. Rabin then served as minister of defense in the National Unity Governments (1984–1990). In 1985 he proposed that IDF forces withdraw from Lebanon and establish a security zone to protect the settlements along the northern border of Israel.

Elected chairman of the Labor Party in its first nationwide primary (February 1992), Rabin led the party to victory in the elections that June. He became prime minister for the second time that July. In an effort to achieve peace in the Middle East, he signed a joint Declaration of Principles with Palestine Liberation Organization chairman Yasser Arafat, shaking hands with him on September 13, 1993, during the Oslo Peace Accords. This agreement created the Palestinian Authority and gave it some control over the West Bank and the Gaza Strip. Rabin, Arafat, and Shimon Peres shared the 1994 Nobel Peace Prize. In 1995 Rabin continued his negotiations, signing an agreement with Arafat that expanded Palestinian autonomy in the West Bank.

A number of ultraconservative Israelis believed that Rabin had betrayed the nation by negotiating with the Palestinians and giving away land they considered rightfully theirs. On November 4, 1995, right-wing extremist Yigal Amir shot Rabin after a peace rally in Kings of Israel Square in Tel Aviv, afterward renamed Yitzhak Rabin Square. Rabin died of his wounds soon afterward. November 4 has since become a national memorial day for Israelis.

A staunch Israeli patriot and a highly effective military commander at all levels, Rabin is revered by many for his efforts on behalf of peace.

Amy Hackney Blackwell
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Radetzky, Joseph Wenceslas (1766–1858)

Austrian general and chief of the General Staff. Born into a noble family in Trebnice, south of Prague in Bohemia, on November 2, 1766, Joseph Wenceslas Radetzky enlisted in the Austrian Army as a cadet in 1784 and was commissioned a lieutenant in 1787. He first saw action and also distinguished himself in the war with the Ottoman Empire of 1788–1792. Radetzky then fought in the French Revolutionary War and the Napoleonic Wars beginning in 1792. Radetzky led a cavalry charge in the Battle of Fleurus in the Austrian Netherlands (June 26, 1794). Promoted to captain, he was then a staff officer during Austrian fighting against General Napoleon Bonaparte’s French Army of Italy in 1796.

Promoted to colonel, Radetzky saw action in the Battle of Trebbia (June 19, 1799); the Battle of Novi (August 15); the Battle of Marengo (June 14, 1800), where he was wounded; and the Battle of Hohenlinden (December 3). Promoted to major general in 1805, he served under Archduke Charles in Italy. With the renewal of war between Austria and France in 1809, Radetzky saw action at Aspern-Essling (May 21–22), and he commanded the Austrian rear guard in the Battle of Wagram (July 5–6). For his services, he was promoted to field marshal lieutenant and made chief of the General Staff in 1809.

Radetzky accomplished a great deal as chief of the General Staff during 1809–1812, including the establishment of training schools, more thorough training, and the organization of militia, but many other reforms failed because of conservative opposition and lack of funding. Still, his reforms meant that Austria was able to field against Napoleon a force of 200,000 men to be commanded by Field Marshal Prince Karl Philipp of Schwarzenberg, for whom Radetzky served as chief of staff in 1813. Radetzky fully supported the Trachtenberg Plan, whereby the Allied commanders would seek to avoid direct battle with Napoleon himself while concentrating on attacks against his lines of communication and isolated smaller detached French units. Radetzky helped plan the campaign that saw Napoleon defeated at Leipzig (October 16–19) and the French expelled from Germany.

Following the defeat of Napoleon, Radetzky was one of the Austrian representatives to the Congress of Vienna during 1814–1815. He then held a number of minor posts and wrote. Semiretired, Radetzky was advanced to general of cavalry in 1829. Recalled to troop command, he put down the revolutions against Austrian control in Lombardy and Venetia. Promoted to full field marshal in 1836, Radetzky was again called upon during the Revolutions of 1848. Following five days of fighting in Milan (March 18–23), he withdrew his troops from the city back into the easily defended so-called Quadrilateral (fortresses at Legnano, Mantua, Presciera, and Verona). Both Lombardy and Venetia temporarily freed themselves from Austrian control, but Radetzky, once reinforced, led Austrian forces in the defeat of the Kingdom of Sardinia-Piedmont in the Battle of Custozza (July 24–25, 1848). He recaptured Milan and then invaded Piedmont and defeated, this time decisively, the army of King Charles Albert of Sardinia-Piedmont at Novara (March 23, 1849), forcing the king’s abdication.

As Austrian governor of Lombardy-Venetia during 1850–1857, Radetzky did all he could to repress Italian nationalism. He died in Milan on January 5, 1858.

Intelligent, brave, and imaginative, Radetzky was a highly effective commander of troops and was well respected by his men, who called him “Father Radetzky.” He also carried out a number of military reforms. Radetzky’s successes late in his career delayed the disintegration of the Austrian Empire.

Spencer C. Tucker
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Raeder, Erich (1876–1960)

German Navy grand admiral and commander in chief. Born in Wandsbek on April 24, 1876, Erich Raeder joined the Imperial Navy in 1894. His abilities and ambition brought him into close contact with state secretary of the Imperial Naval Office Admiral Alfred von Tirpitz and Kaiser Wilhelm II and the unique ideology that characterized German navalism. As Admiral Franz von Hipper’s chief of staff, Raeder participated with the German battle cruisers in the major operations of the High Seas Fleet during World War I, including the Battle of Jutland (May 31–June 1, 1916).

In 1918 Raeder experienced the trauma of the naval mutinies and revolution, which left him resolved never to see these repeated. His role in the naval command’s support of the abortive right-wing Kapp Putsch in 1920 threatened the future of the navy and his own career. Assigned to the naval archives, he wrote a three-volume study of Germany’s cruiser warfare in World War I (Der Kreuzerkrieg in den ausländischen Gewässern, 1922–1937), which defined his conception of naval strategy.

In 1925 Raeder was promoted to Vizeadmiral (U.S. equiv. rear admiral) and appointed chief of the Baltic Naval Station in Kiel. He attempted to keep the navy “above politics” against charges that he and the navy were engaged in antirepublican activities. In 1928 Raeder was promoted to Admiral (U.S. equiv. vice admiral) and chief of the Naval Command. In 1935 he became commander in chief of the Kriegsmarine (German Navy) and a Generaladmiral (U.S. equiv. full admiral). In 1939 Chancellor Adolf Hitler raised Raeder to the rank of grossadmiral (U.S. equiv. fleet admiral).

To ensure support for the navy’s rebuilding, Raeder established a firm, autocratic administration, demanding obedience and discipline. Initially skeptical about Hitler’s support for an expanded navy, Raeder found the Führer receptive to building a fleet as an instrument of power for a “greater Germany.” Given Hitler’s support for a powerful navy, Raeder was willing to accept the criminal excesses of the Führer and his regime. Raeder pressed hard for a greater share of resources in building a navy that after 1938 was directed at Britain, but he soon found that an impatient Hitler was unwilling to delay the building of battleships over U-boats and other ships more suited for a war against merchant shipping.

Although the German Navy was unprepared for war in 1939 (Hitler had assured Raeder war would not occur before 1944), Raeder called for a concentration of forces against Britain as the primary enemy and advocated a massive buildup of U-boat forces and intensification of the naval war, even if this meant war with the United States. After the defeat of France, Raeder opposed the invasion of the Soviet Union until Britain was defeated and argued vigorously for an alternative Mediterranean strategy. Following the loss of the battleship Bismarck (May 27, 1941) and the failure of the German Army in the Soviet Union, Raeder and the fate of his capital ships became increasingly irrelevant to Hitler. Raeder resigned in January 1943 in favor of commander of U-boats Admiral Karl Dönitz.

Arrested at the end of the war, Raeder was sentenced to life imprisonment at Nuremberg as a war criminal, but he was released in September 1955. He spent his remaining years crafting his memoirs, which sought to justify his own actions and those of the German Navy in serving the Third Reich. Raeder died in Lippstadt on November 6, 1960.

An effective naval administrator, Raeder presided over the expansion of the German Navy before World War II. Although he strongly supported Hitler, Raeder often disagreed with his strategies.

Keith W. Bird

Further Reading

Dülffer, Jost. Weimar, Hitler und die Marine: Reichspolitik und Flottenbau 1920 bis 1939. Düsseldorf, Germany: Droste Verlag, 1973.

Gemzell, Carl-Axel. Raeder, Hitler und Skandinavien: Der Kampf für einen maritimen Operationsplan. Lund: C. W. Gleerup, 1965.

Raeder, Erich. My Life. Translated by Henry W. Drexel. Annapolis, MD: Naval Institute Press, 1960.

Raeder, Erich. Struggle for the Sea. London: William Kimber, 1959.

Thomas, Charles S. The German Navy in the Nazi Era. Annapolis, MD: Naval Institute Press, 1990.

Rawlinson, Sir Henry Seymour (1864–1925)

British Army general. Born on February 20, 1864, at Trent Manor, Dorset, Henry Seymour Rawlinson was educated at Eton and the Royal Military College, Sandhurst. He joined the King’s Royal Rifle Corps in 1884 and served in the Burma Campaign (1886–1887), the Sudan Campaign (1898), and the South African or Second Boer War (1899–1902). In 1903 he was appointed commandant of the British Army Staff College, Camberley, as a brigadier general. Promoted to major general in 1909, Rawlinson received command of the 3rd Division in 1910.

With the beginning of World War I, Rawlinson briefly served at the War Office before being appointed to command the 4th Division in France. In October 1914 he was sent to Antwerp to command IV Corps with the task of holding the city. However, Antwerp fell before he arrived, and he was then ordered to cover the flank of the Belgian army as it retreated to the southwest.

As a corps commander in France in 1915, Rawlinson fought in the Battle of Neuve Chapelle/Aubers Ridge (March 10–13), the Battle of Festubert (May 15–25), and the Third Battle of Artois (September 25–October 25). In early 1916 he was promoted to lieutenant general and given command of the newly formed Fourth Army. British Expeditionary Force commander General Sir Douglas Haig assigned Rawlinson’s army the leading role in the Somme Offensive (July 1–November 19, 1916). Rawlinson envisioned a limited attack but was overruled by Haig, who hoped for a breakthrough and complete victory. On July 1, the opening day of the Battle of the Somme, Rawlinson’s men absorbed 57,470 casualties in what was the bloodiest single day in British military history. Haig continued the offensive with enormous cost of life until November.

Despite being promoted to full general in January 1917, Rawlinson was relegated to a secondary role for that year. During the Passchendaele Offensive (Third Battle of Ypres, July 31–November 10, 1917), he was tasked with planning a combined naval-army landing on the Belgian coast that was never executed. In November 1917, Rawlinson assumed command of the Second Army. In February 1918 the British command structure was reorganized, and Rawlinson was appointed British military representative to the Supreme War Council at Versailles. In March 1918 he was recalled to army command, taking over the remnants of the Fifth Army, later renamed the Fourth Army.

On July 4, 1918, Rawlinson carried out a successful limited attack at Le Hamel. He then launched a much larger attack at Amiens (August 8). An immense success, it was described by German Army de facto chief of staff General der Infanterie (U.S. equiv. lieutenant general) General Erich Ludendorff as “the black day of the German Army in the history of this war.”

Rawlinson’s army, which had a strength of 24 Allied divisions and 450 tanks, spearheaded the autumn 1918 British offensives. The Fourth Army defeated the Germans at the Second Battle of Albert (August 21–22), captured Peronne (August 31), stormed the Saint-Quentin Canal (September 29–October 10), drove the Germans from the Hindenburg Line, and participated in the Battle of the Selle (October 17) and the Sambre Offensive (November 4–11). Between August 8 and November 11, Rawlinson’s army had advanced 60 miles, captured 80,000 German prisoners, and taken 1,100 artillery pieces.

In 1919 Rawlinson directed the evacuation of the Allied forces from Murmansk and Arkhangelsk (Archangel) in northern Russia. After briefly commanding Aldershot Home Forces during 1919–1920, Rawlinson was appointed commander in chief of India in 1920. Created a baron in 1919, Rawlinson died in Delhi on March 28, 1925.

Rawlinson was certainly one of the finest British Army commanders of World War I.
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Richard I, King of England (1157–1199)

King of England. Richard, the third child of King Henry II of England and Eleanor of Aquitaine, was born at Oxford, England, on September 8, 1157. He received the duchy of Aquitaine in 1168 and Poitiers in 1172 but joined his brothers Henry and John in rebellion against their father during 1173–1174. Richard soon acquired a reputation as a formidable military commander during fighting in France. On the sudden death of his older brother Henry in 1183, Richard became heir to the throne. In 1189 on the death of Henry II, Richard became king of England as Richard I and also inherited his father’s lands in France.

Almost immediately on ascending to the throne, Richard left to campaign in the Holy Land on the Third Crusade (1187–1192), there to join French king Philippe II. Betrothed to Philippe’s sister and wishing to marry another, Richard secured release from the engagement by a large cash payment and the transfer of some lands in France.

On his way to the Holy Land, Richard seized Cyprus from the Byzantine Empire. Arriving in Palestine in June 1191, he planned to recapture Jerusalem, held by the brilliant Muslim leader Saladin. Richard first besieged and then captured Acre (July 12, 1191), sharing the honor with Philippe II. When Philippe returned to France shortly thereafter, Richard was sole commander of the Christian forces in the Holy Land. After rebuilding Acre, Richard launched a carefully planned movement down the coast against Jaffa (today Tel Aviv, Israel). Ships with provisions accompanied the army along the shore. Saladin sought to attack Richard’s 8,500-man army en route but in the Battle of Arsuf (September 7, 1191) was driven off at a cost of 700 crusader casualties against 7,000 Muslims. Arriving at Jaffa a few days later, the crusaders restored the city’s defenses, which Saladin had earlier destroyed.

Richard then sought to negotiate a truce with Saladin that would secure joint control of the Holy Land. In the meantime, he strengthened the cities that would protect his supply lines in a possible campaign against Jerusalem. Saladin, however, mounted numerous smaller attacks along Richard’s supply lines to wear down Richard’s forces. With dissension mounting among his subordinate commanders, Richard also faced treason against him in England on the part of his young brother John in league with Philippe II. Finally Richard and Saladin reached an agreement that would allow Muslims and Christians free access throughout the Holy Land and would permit continued Christian control of the coastal strongholds.

Richard departed the Holy Land on October 9, 1192, to return to England. His ship was wrecked in the Adriatic and driven ashore near Venice. Traveling in disguise, Richard was recognized and taken prisoner in Vienna in December by Duke Leopold of Austria, who was allied to Philippe II. Richard was held captive and then turned over to Emperor Henry VI until the payment of a large ransom in February 1194. Returning to England, Richard reclaimed his throne and was there crowned a second time on April 7. Almost immediately, in May he again departed for France, where he waged an intermittent campaign against Philippe II. During the next five years, Richard regained all the fortresses and lands taken by the French king earlier. Richard also ordered the strengthening of many castles and the building of others. Richard was struck in the shoulder by an arrow in the Siege of Châlus in the Limousin. The wound became infected, and he died there on April 6, 1199.

Known as Richard Coeur de Lion (Richard the Lionheart), King Richard was a brave and skillful commander of undoubted ability. A careful planner, he well understood the importance of logistics. As king, Richard was, however, largely indifferent to the situation of his people, and he had little impact on English history.
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Richard III, King of England (1452–1485)

King of England. Born at Fotheringhay Castle, Northamptonshire, England, on October 2, 1452, Richard Duke of Gloucester was the fourth son of Richard Duke of York and his wife Cecily Neville, whose older son was King Edward IV. During the Wars of the Roses (1455–1485), the younger Richard, now himself Duke of York, fled with Edward IV to France in September 1470 but returned to England in March 1471. Richard commanded the Yorkish right in the Battle of Barnet (April 13, 1471) and the Battle of Tewksbury (May 4), showing great courage and, at Tewksbury, helping to penetrate the Lancastrian line and win the battle.
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By deposing and then perhaps murdering his nephew Edward V and his younger brother Richard, Duke of York, Richard III revived the Wars of the Roses, thereby destroying himself and his dynasty and making possible the rule of the House of Tudor under King Henry VII. (Corel)



Richard was implicated in the subsequent murder of King Henry VI of the House of Lancaster and his son Edward on the night of May 21–22, 1471. Appointed lord lieutenant of the North in May 1480, Richard invaded Scotland in 1482 in order to replace Scottish king James III with the Duke of Albany. James was soon killed by the Scots themselves, and Richard encountered little opposition. However, his conquests were lost in the peace settlement.

On the death of Edward IV on April 9, 1483, Richard became protector of England with the presumed role of assisting his young nephew and the new king, Edward V. Richard’s real aim, however, was to secure the throne for himself. Alleging that Edward IV’s marriage to the unpopular queen dowager, Elizabeth Woodville, was invalid, Richard had both Edward V and his younger brother declared illegitimate by Parliament on June 26. Richard then secured the Crown for himself on July 6. Both the deposed Edward and his younger brother were murdered in the Tower of London soon thereafter, undoubtedly on Richard’s orders.

Richard then crushed a revolt in northern England against his rule and had its leaders executed in November 1483. Despite generally sound policies, Richard soon lost support in England, especially after the landing of Henry Tudor at Milford Haven. Henry, a member of the extended royal family, claimed the throne himself and soon gathered significant support. Richard raised a large army and met Henry’s forces at Bosworth Field in Leicestershire (August 22, 1485). Richard lost the battle largely through the defection of part of his force and the neutrality of the Earl of Northumberland. Richard was slain in hand-to-hand combat, and Henry went on to become king as Henry VII, beginning the Tudor line.

Despite the popular perception, Richard was not a hunchback and was also not overly cruel for the day. He was a highly effective field commander whose earlier successes were overshadowed by defeat at Bosworth Field.
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Richelieu, Armand Jean du Plessis de (1585–1642)

French statesman, first minister of France, and founder of the French Navy. Armand Jean du Plessis de Richelieu was born in Paris into an impoverished noble family on September 9, 1585. His family originally intended him for a military career, but the death of an older brother led to Richelieu’s hasty ordination so that the family might retain control of the small bishopric of Luçon. Nominated for the position by King Henri IV in 1606, Richelieu was consecrated in Rome in 1607 and took up his duties in 1608. Elected by the clergy as a delegate to the States General of 1614–1615, he was more interested in statecraft than in religion and remained in Paris thereafter as a secretary of state in 1616.

At first closely identified with the queen mother Marie de Medici, Richelieu temporarily retired to his estates following her disgrace in 1617. After her reconciliation with King Louis XIII, Richelieu returned to Paris. Marie de Medici’s influence led to Richelieu’s elevation as cardinal in 1622 and appointment to the king’s council in 1624. Richelieu’s proven abilities caused Louis XIII, a weak monarch with little inclination for exercising a personal rule, to make Richelieu his chief minister.

One of the great practitioners of power politics and the virtual ruler of France, Richelieu dominated European affairs for much of the next 18 years (1624–1642). Doing all he could to build up and centralize authority in the Crown, Richelieu continued the effort begun by Henri IV to curtail noble power. Richelieu also established the modern French Navy, the need for which was made painfully clear in the course of besieging the Protestant stronghold of La Rochelle during 1628–1629. Richelieu’s decision to do away with the right of the Huguenots to fortify certain of their towns, a right granted by the Edict of Nantes in 1598, caused them to rebel. La Rochelle was the center of the revolt and received English support. Lacking naval strength, Richelieu caused a great dike to be built across the roadstead, cutting off the city from the sea and starving it into submission. Under the terms of the Peace of Alès (September 27, 1629) the Protestants lost their political rights, although they retained full religious freedom until the revocation of the Edict of Nantes under Louis XIV in 1685.

Already Richelieu had made himself superintendent of navigation and maritime commerce in 1626, and in this capacity he issued a naval ordinance that gave the Crown full authority over France’s coastal regions, ports, and ships. Richelieu established bases and arsenals for the new royal navy and launched a shipbuilding program that led to a fleet of three dozen warships for the Atlantic and a dozen galleys in the Mediterranean. He also founded the French Marine Corps in 1635. Richelieu saw the navy as largely a defensive force only. During the Thirty Years’ War (1618–1648), the new navy recaptured the Lérins Islands off Cannes from the Spanish in 1637 and destroyed a Spanish fleet off Fuentarrabia in the Bay of Biscay in 1638.

In order to weaken Habsburg power and prevent the formation of a strong state in Germany, Richelieu skillfully guided France through the Thirty Years’ War. At first this took the form of subsidies to the Protestant forces. Such policies were anathema to Marie de Medici and devout Catholics at court, and they tried to remove Richelieu from power in 1630. However, he was saved by the loyalty of the king. Created a duke in 1631, Richelieu finally brought France openly into the conflict on the Protestant side in 1635. The war did not end until after Richelieu’s death, but it saw his objectives realized. France secured all of Alsace as well as gains in Lorraine and, as a guarantor of the peace, had the legal right to intervene in German affairs.

Richelieu handpicked and schooled his successor, Cardinal Jules Mazarin, who took over after Richelieu’s death in Paris on December 4, 1642. The uprising against the Crown known as the Fronde (1648–1652) that followed the accession of Louis XIV in 1643 undid much of Richelieu’s work with the navy, which had to be rebuilt by Louis XIV’s chief minister, Jean-Baptiste Colbert.

A master practitioner of power politics and one of the founders of modern France, Richelieu was also a patron of the arts who established the French Academy.
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Richthofen, Manfred Albrecht von (1892–1918)

German Air Service officer and ace of aces, the leading ace of any nation in World War I. Born into a wealthy titled family at Breslau, Germany (today Wrocław, Poland), on May 2, 1892, Manfred Albrecht von Richthofen graduated from Wahlstatt Cadet School and the Royal Prussian Military Academy in Berlin-Lichterfelde and then joined the 1st Uhlans, a cavalry regiment, in 1911. After attending the War Academy in Danzig, he was commissioned a lieutenant in 1912. An accomplished equestrian, Richthofen took part in the Kaiser’s Prize Event in 1913. When World War I began, Richthofen was serving in East Prussia.

Following combat against the Russians as an infantry officer in the autumn of 1914, Richthofen was assigned as a supply officer on the Western Front but secured a transfer to the Air Service in May 1915. Trained at the Flying School at Grossenhain, Saxony, as an observer, he was then assigned to the Eastern Front. A lack of action there led Richthofen to request assignment to the Western Front, which was granted in August 1915, when he joined the first German bomber squadron.

Wanting to become a pilot, Richthoven entered pilot training in October and received his pilot’s badge on Christmas Day 1915, joining a bomber squadron flying the two-seater Albatros C.III. A chance meeting with German fighter ace Oswald Boelcke in August 1916 led to an invitation to join Boelcke’s Jagdstaffel (fighter squadron) 2, which was then assembling. Richthofen later remarked, “All I became, I owe to Boelke’s schooling.”

Richthofen scored his first victory on September 17, 1916, over Cambrai, France. Boelcke was killed in a midair collision with another German aircraft on October 18. By January 1917 Richthofen’s victory total had reached 16, and he had command of his own squadron, Jagdstaffel 11. Two days later he was awarded the coveted Pour le Mérite (Blue Max).

Instead of employing risky, aggressive tactics similar to those of his brother Lothar von Richthoften, who was also an ace and would be credited with shooting down 40 Allied aircraft, Manfred von Richthoften followed a precise set of maxims laid down by his mentor and known as the Dicta Boelcke. Hardly an acrobatic pilot, Richthofen was nonetheless a highly capable tactician, a fine squadron commander, and an excellent shot. His favorite tactic was to attack from the sun, with other pilots covering the flanks.

Richthofen’s squadron became a scourge over the Western Front. Each aircraft had its tail painted red with distinct individual markings. His own plane was entirely red. The unit became known as the “Flying Circus,” and Richthofen became known the “Red Baron” and the “Red Knight of Germany.” On November 23, 1916, Richthofen himself shot down his most famous adversary, British ace Major Lanoe Hawker, who had been awarded the Victoria Cross and was described by Richthofen as the “British Boelcke.”

On July 1, 1917, Richthofen took command of Jagdgeschwader (Fighter Wing) 1, consisting of four squadrons and 48 aircraft. Instead of regularly scheduled patrols, his fighters scrambled only when enemy aircraft were spotted. On July 6 Richthofen received a severe head wound in combat, causing him to spend more than a month on leave. During this time the government used him for propaganda duties, and he wrote his memoirs. Richthofen also pressed army leaders and aircraft manufacturers to produce better fighters. The result appeared in late 1917 in the form of Antony Fokker’s DR1 Dreidecker (triwing). Not satisfied, Fokker in January 1918 produced the exquisite D-VII. Armed with these superior weapons, Richthofen’s pilots wreaked havoc throughout the spring of 1918. Ultimately Richthofen tallied 80 aerial victories, shooting down on April 20 his 79th and 80th aircraft. His nearest competitor in the German air arm was Ernst Udet, with 62 aerial victories.

On April 21, 1918, while patrolling near British lines near Vaux-sur-Somme, Richthofen pursued an opposing aircraft. As they dove near an Australian machine-gun antiaircraft battery, Richthofen’s aircraft was attacked by a plane piloted by Canadian Roy Brown. Brown and the Australians on the ground both fired at Richthofen, who then crash-landed near a group of ground troops, who also fired at him. When the British forces reached the aircraft, Richthofen was dead, killed by a single shot through the heart.

Brown took credit for the kill, but studies by experts have suggested that it was the Australians who brought down the Red Baron. In any case, the British Royal Flying Corps buried Richthofen in France with full military honors. Later, his body was returned to Wiesbaden.

Although Richthofen was best known for his 80 victories, his efforts to secure better fighter aircraft and his development of large-formation fighter tactics were of great importance. Richthofen remains perhaps the best-known fighter pilot of all time.
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Rickenbacker, Edward Vernon (1890–1973)

U.S. World War I ace and aviation pioneer. Born on October 8, 1890, in Columbus, Ohio, Edward Rickenbacher had little formal education, having left school at age 13. After a succession of jobs, including that of salesman with the Columbus Buggy Company, he became a race car driver. He competed in the Indianapolis 500 race four times and at one point held the land speed record of 134 mph.

During World War I, anti-German sentiment in the United States led Rickenbacher to change the “h” in his last name to a “k.” On U.S. entry into the war, Rickenbacker joined the army and went to France in the American Expeditionary Forces (AEF). Originally a sergeant driver on AEF commander General John J. Pershing’s staff, Rickenbacker secured the assistance of Colonel William Mitchell to transfer to the Air Service in August 1917. After training at Issoudun, France, on March 4, 1918, Captain Rickenbacker was assigned to the 94th Aero Pursuit (“Hat in the Ring”) Squadron, the first U.S. squadron to see action. In May 1918 he was promoted to temporary major.

Rickenbacker flew his first combat mission on April 14, 1918. Piloting a Nieuport 28, the plane initially flown by the U.S. aviation units, he shot down his first German aircraft on April 29. On May 28 with a total of five aerial victories, he became an ace. Rickenbacker shot down six German aircraft in the Nieuport; the remainder of his kills were in the Spad XIII, which his squadron received in July. On September 24, Rickenbacker became the commander of the 94th Squadron.

Rickenbacker was belatedly awarded the Medal of Honor for his actions on September 25, 1918, when he attacked 7 German planes and shot down 2 of them. His last aerial victory, the shooting down of a German observation balloon, came on October 30. By the end of the war, despite a hospital stay in July to have his ear lanced for an abscess and a return to the hospital for a mastoid operation in August, he had shot down 22 airplanes and 4 observation balloons in less than seven months, making him the ace of aces, the leading American ace of the war. It was not only his skills as a fighter pilot but also his exemplary leadership of the 94th Squadron that set Rickenbacker apart. The 94th Squadron was credited with shooting down 69 German aircraft.

Returning to the United States in 1919, Rickenbacker started Rickenbacker Motor Company, which produced some 35,000 automobiles but failed financially in 1927. In 1925 he was a defense witness in the court-martial of Brigadier General William Mitchell. In 1927 Rickenbacker bought controlling interest in the Indianapolis Motor Speedway and worked for the Cadillac Division of the General Motors Corporation. On January 1, 1935, Rickenbacker joined Eastern Airlines, becoming its general manager before the end of that year and later chairman of its board of directors.

During World War II, Rickenbacker refused the offer of a major generalcy in the U.S. Army Air Forces. He did carry out two special assignments for the secretary of war, one to the Soviet Union and the other to inspect U.S. air bases in the Pacific. In October 1942 the B-17 in which he was a passenger was forced to ditch some 600 miles north of Samoa, and he spent 21 days in a life raft before being rescued. Rickenbacker assumed leadership and set the example for the others, some of whom resented his exhortations, but all survived except one crew member, who was buried at sea. After the war Rickenbacker continued to direct Eastern Airlines, retiring in 1954. His 1967 autobiography Rickenbacker: His Own Story was an instant best seller. Rickenbacker died on July 23, 1973, in Zurich, Switzerland.

Rickenbacker was arguably America’s first military aviation hero. He subsequently built Eastern Airlines into one of the world’s largest airlines.
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Rickover, Hyman George (1900–1986)

U.S. admiral, regarded as the father of America’s nuclear navy. Born in Makow, Russia (now Maków Mazowiecki, Poland), on January 27, 1900, Hyman George Rickover immigrated with his parents to the United States and settled in Chicago, Illinois. He entered the U.S. Naval Academy, Annapolis, in 1918. Rickover’s social life was somewhat limited because he was a Jew, and he immersed himself in his studies. Commissioned an ensign on graduation in 1922, Rickover served aboard a number of ships and became an expert in electrical systems.

Rickover earned a master’s degree in electrical engineering at Columbia University in 1929 and then volunteered for submarine duty. He became an engineering duty officer without sea duty in 1937 and then in 1939 was appointed head of the Electrical Section within the Bureau of Ships, a position he held through most of World War II. Promoted to captain in June 1942, Rickover did much to rationalize electrical production and procurement during the war, often haranguing corporate executives as well as his own subordinates in his quest for perfection.

After the war, Rickover served at the Oak Ridge nuclear research facility and later became head of the Division of Nuclear Reactor Development, a position he would hold for nearly 40 years. He created his own loyal bureaucracy within the naval establishment and also cultivated members of Congress to gain support for his projects and protect his position. Despite his acerbic personality and advancing age, Rickover used his contacts and proven abilities to resist several attempts to force his retirement. Passed over twice for promotion to rear admiral and facing mandatory retirement, he enjoyed the support of key congressmen in part because of his criticism of the military procurement system and the shoddy work by defense contractors. Rickover won promotion to rear admiral in July 1953, vice admiral in 1959, and full admiral in 1973 and also received exemptions to serve beyond the mandatory retirement age.

Rickover was instrumental in the development and design of nuclear reactors not only for naval use but also for civilian electrical generation. He personally oversaw the design of the world’s first nuclear-powered submarine, the Nautilus, in 1955. Other nuclear-powered ships soon followed. Rickover was deputy commandant for nuclear propulsion, Naval Sea System Command, when he was finally forced to retire in January 1982. He had served 64 years of active duty, the longest in U.S. Navy history. Rickover died in Arlington, Virginia, on July 8, 1986.

Brilliant but acerbic and difficult to the time of his death, Rickover was largely responsible for the introduction of nuclear-powered warships.

Rodney Madison
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Ridgway, Matthew Bunker (1895–1993)

U.S. Army general. Born at Fort Monroe, Virginia, on March 3, 1895, Matthew Bunker Ridgway graduated in 1917 from the U.S. Military Academy, West Point. Ridgway was an instructor at West Point during 1918–1924. He graduated from the Infantry School, Fort Benning, Georgia, in 1925. He then held overseas assignments in China, Nicaragua, the Panama Canal Zone, and the Philippines. He was promoted to major in 1932.

Ridgway graduated from the Command and General Staff School, Fort Leavenworth, Kansas, in 1935 and from the Army War College in 1937. During 1939–1942 he was in the War Plans Division of the War Department’s General Staff. As a protégé of U.S. Army chief of staff General George Marshall, Ridgway enjoyed rapid promotion, to lieutenant colonel in July 1940, colonel in December 1941, brigadier general in January 1942, and major general that August.


[image: image]

U.S. Army general Matthew Bunker Ridgway distinguished himself as a commander of airborne forces in Europe in World War II. Taking command of the Eighth U.S. Army in Korea in December 1950, he restored its morale. In April 1951, following the relief of General Douglas MacArthur, Ridgway assumed command of United Nations Command (UNC) forces in Korea. (Library of Congress)



During 1942–1944 Ridgway commanded the 82nd Airborne Division in fighting in Italy, France, and Germany. In August 1944 he took command of the new XVIII Airborne Corps and directed it in Operation MARKET-GARDEN in the Netherlands (September 17–26, 1944), in the Battle of the Bulge (December 16, 1944–January 15, 1945), and in the Rhineland (January–March 1945) and Ruhr (March–May 1945) campaigns in Germany.

Promoted to lieutenant general in June 1945, Ridgway held a succession of different commands, including command of the Mediterranean theater (November 1945–January 1946) and the Caribbean Defense Command (July 1948–August 1949). Named deputy chief of staff of the army for administration in August 1949, in December 1950 Ridgway took charge of the Eighth Army in Korea following the sudden death of Lieutenant General Walton J. Walker. Ridgway halted the Chinese counteroffensive, restored the Eighth Army’s morale, and returned to offensive operations, driving communist forces back above the 38th Parallel. In April 1951 President Harry S. Truman relieved the insubordinate General Douglas MacArthur as commander of United Nations forces and replaced him with Ridgway. In July 1951 Ridgway opened truce talks with the North Koreans and the Chinese.

Promoted to full general in May 1952, Ridgway followed General Dwight D. Eisenhower as supreme commander of Allied forces in Europe, where he worked to build up cooperation and military effectiveness within the North Atlantic Treaty Organization (NATO). Soon after becoming president in 1953, Eisenhower appointed Ridgway chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff. Ridgway mistrusted the president’s New Look defense doctrine of relying primarily on atomic weapons rather than conventional military forces and clashed repeatedly with both Eisenhower and Secretary of Defense Charles E. Wilson. In 1954 when French forces were besieged at Dien Bien Phu and the French government sought American military assistance and intervention through air strikes, Ridgway successfully urged restraint and moderation, warning that any such action risked embroiling the United States in a disastrous war.

Retiring from the army in June 1955, Ridgway joined a military contracting firm and wrote extensively on defense and foreign policy matters. Along with Generals James Gavin and Maxwell Taylor, Ridgway developed the strategy of flexible response, which advocated a sufficiently large military to be able to respond to a variety of different situations. President John F. Kennedy’s administration proved receptive and substituted flexible response for the Eisenhower administration’s massive retaliation with reliance on nuclear weapons.

As a private citizen, Ridgway deplored growing U.S. involvement in Vietnam, thinking the war unwinnable and ill-considered. He was among the senior advisers, or so-called Wise Men, who in March 1968 urged Lyndon B. Johnson to suspend bombings, seek a negotiated peace, and begin withdrawing American forces from Vietnam. Ridgway died in Fox Chapel, Pennsylvania, on July 26, 1993.

A pioneer in airborne warfare, Ridgway was intelligent, perceptive, and principled. One of America’s most important Cold War generals, he was prescient in his views on Vietnam.

Priscilla Roberts and Spencer C. Tucker
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Robert I, King of Scotland (1274–1329)

King of Scotland (r. 1306–1329) and popularly known as “Robert the Bruce.” Robert was born on July 11, 1274, probably at Turnberry Castle, Ayrshire, the first son of Robert de Brus, sixth Lord of Annandale, and Marjorie, Countess of Carrick. On his mother’s death in 1292, Robert inherited from her the earldom of Carrick. Through his father he had claims to the Scottish throne.

The struggle for control of Scotland began in 1286 with the death of King Alexander III, whose heir was his infant granddaughter, Queen Margaret, daughter of the king of Norway. King Edward I of England (r. 1272–1307), who desired to secure Scotland, concluded the Treaty of Birgham (July 18, 1290) by which Margaret was to marry his son. The treaty provided that Scotland would remain “separate, distinct in itself without subjection from the realm of England.” Margaret died on her way to Scotland, however, leaving John Balliol and Robert de Brus as the two strongest claimants to the Scottish throne. Edward supported Balliol, an English baron he believed to be the more compliant, and Balliol was duly crowned king of Scotland in November 1292. Edward then insisted that Balliol swear fealty to him and make other concessions that would have brought Scotland entirely under English control.

Balliol rejected these demands, concluded a treaty with France, and rashly invaded England. Edward was prepared, having secured the fealty of a number of Scottish nobles including Robert the Bruce and his father, who had never recognized Balliol’s right to the throne. Edward marched north and was victorious in the Battle of Dunbar (April 27, 1296). Balliol surrendered in early July, and Edward secured the fealty of more than 2,000 Scottish nobles.

The English invasion roused Scottish nationalism, however, and young Scot William Wallace took up arms and defeated a far larger English force in the Battle of Stirling Bridge (September 11, 1297), whereupon Robert the Bruce again defected to the Scottish cause. Edward again invaded Scotland and was victorious in the Battle of Falkirk (July 22, 1298). Wallace continued resistance unaided before finally being captured by the English and executed (1305). Meanwhile, Robert again rallied to the English, and in 1299 he was appointed coregent of Scotland with William Lamberton, bishop of St. Andrews, and John Comyn, who also had claim to the Scottish throne. In April 1304 Robert de Brus died. That same year Robert the Bruce was present with Edward in the siege and capture of Stirling Castle (April–July) but secretly entered into a pact with Lamberton to pursue Scottish independence.

Robert now set out to secure the Scottish throne. At Greyfriar’s Kirk in Dumfries, he and his associates murdered Comyn (February 10, 1306), earning Robert excommunication by the Catholic Church. However, he arranged to be declared king of the Scots as Robert I at Scone on March 27. His position was not secure, however, and Edward sent an army north. In the Battle of Methven (June 19, 1306), Aymer de Valence, Comyn’s brother-in-law and the future Earl of Pembroke, surprised and defeated Robert, executing many of his supporters and forcing him to flee almost alone to the island of Rathlin.

Robert’s cause appeared hopeless. His wife and daughter were taken prisoner and held by the English in harsh conditions, and his brother was executed, but Robert bided his time. Following the widespread English ravaging of Scotland that roused hatred of the occupiers, he again took the field, learning from his earlier mistakes.

Edward now again invaded Scotland with a large army but, already ill, died on July 7, 1307. The English throne now passed to his incompetent son, Edward II, who was beset by problems in England and left Robert alone. Robert now consolidated his position in Scotland, defeating the Comyns and their allies and securing control of all Scotland north of the Tay River. In 1310, despite Robert’s earlier excommunication, the clergy of Scotland recognized him as king, an act of great political importance. During 1311–1312, Robert took all the English strongholds in southern Scotland except Stirling, Bothwell, and Berwick, and he mounted two raids into northern England in March 1313.

In 1314 King Edward II at last responded, proceeding north with a large army. Although his own forces were heavily outnumbered, Robert employed tactics that did not allow the English to bring their strength to bear and defeated them in the decisive Battle of Bannockburn (June 24, 1314). Robert subdued the Hebrides in 1316, and in 1317 he even invaded Ireland, where his brother Edward had been crowned king but whose campaign (1315–1318) ended disastrously. In 1322, Robert defeated a second invasion of Scotland by Edward II. In 1323 Robert’s title as king was confirmed by the pope, and Robert’s excommunication was ended.

On March 17, 1328, Robert concluded the Treaty of Northampton with England’s King Edward III, confirming Robert as king of Scotland and also confirming Scotland as an independent kingdom. Robert died only a year later, on June 7, 1329, probably of leprosy. Scotland remained independent until 1603, when James Stuart (King James VI of Scotland) succeeded Queen Elizabeth I as England’s King James I.

Adroit politically, Robert the Bruce was the principal author of Scottish independence and the greatest of Scotland’s national heroes.

Spencer C. Tucker
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Robertson, Sir William Robert (1860–1933)

British Army general and chief of the Imperial General Staff. Born in Welbourn, Lincolnshire, on January 29, 1860, William Robert “Wully” Robertson, the son of a village tailor, entered domestic service at age 13 but then enlisted underage and against his parents’ wishes in the 16th Lancers in 1877. From this humble beginning he began an unprecedented rise from private to field marshal. Commissioned a lieutenant in 1888, Robertson came to know the army inside out, serving in India and South Africa before becoming commandant of the Staff College as a major general in 1910.

At the outset of World War I, Robertson became quartermaster general of the British Expeditionary Force (BEF) in France, successfully keeping it supplied during its retreat under heavy German assault in August 1914. Coolness under pressure earned him an appointment as chief of staff to BEF commander Field Marshal Sir John French in January 1915. A stalwart believer that the war could be won on the Western Front, Robertson opposed diversions of effort to ancillary theaters, arguing that the war would be won or lost in France and Belgium.

Named chief of the Imperial General Staff in December 1915, Robertson worked effectively with Field Marshal Lord Horatio Kitchener, secretary of state for war, and was promoted to general in June 1916. Kitchener’s death the same month led David Lloyd George to take the secretaryship; six months later Lloyd George was prime minister. Gruff and with a no-nonsense approach, Robertson often silenced debate with a terse “I’ve heard different.” Lloyd George was an uncommonly gifted orator often given to strategic flights of fancy, and the two men clashed repeatedly.

As the war cabinet’s principal adviser on military strategy yet also the point man for Field Marshal Sir Douglas Haig and the BEF, Robertson was in a nearly impossible situation. Appalled by casualties in the Battle of the Somme (July 1–November 19, 1916), Lloyd George initially proposed that Britain aid Italy with attacks on Austria or else devote more resources to the Middle East or the Balkans. These proposals struck Robertson as dangerous diversions. Lloyd George eventually agreed to a major offensive on the Western Front in 1917 while placing the BEF directly under the command of French Army general Robert Nivelle. Robertson never forgave him for this affront to the honor and autonomy of the BEF; meanwhile, the Nivelle Offensive (April 16–May 9) proved disastrous.

Few options remained to the BEF after Nivelle’s failure and French Army mutinies. Robertson favored an attrition strategy, relying on massive artillery barrages and measured infantry attacks to bite and hold territory. Lloyd George, however, continued to float ideas for operations on other fronts. Ultimately both men fell prey to Haig’s grandiose offensive scheme in Flanders that led to catastrophe in the Third Battle of Ypres (Passchendaele, July 31–November 10, 1917).

Unable to fire Haig, Lloyd George vented his frustration and anger by sacking Robertson, replacing him with General Sir Henry Wilson in February 1918. Robertson’s service as chief of the Imperial General Staff testified to his integrity, energy, and resolution. While an ally of Haig, Robertson was no man’s lapdog. After serving as commander in chief of Home Forces in 1918 and of Britain’s Rhine occupation army in 1919, he was promoted to field marshal in March 1920, retiring the next year. Robertson died in London on February 12, 1933.

Capable, hardworking, and energetic, Robertson was a consummate professional and a highly effective administrator. He was always concerned for the welfare of the British soldier but was also very much his own man.

William J. Astore
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Rodney, George Brydges (1719–1792)

British admiral. Born in February 1719 in London, George Brydges Rodney was educated at Harrow. He entered the navy as a volunteer in the Sunderland (60 guns) in June 1732. During 1733–1739, he was in the Dreadnought (60 guns) and the Somerset (80 guns). Rodney was promoted to lieutenant in the Dolphin (20 guns) in June 1739 and to captain in the Plymouth (60 guns) in 1742. He then commanded in succession the Sheerness (24 guns) during 1743–1744; the Ludlow Castle (44 guns) during 1744–1745; the Eagle (60 guns) during 1745–1748, in which he took part in Admiral Edward Hawke’s victory off Cape Finistère (October 14, 1747); and the Rainbow (40 guns) during 1748–1752 while also serving as governor of Newfoundland. Rodney commanded guard ships in Britain during 1752–1757 and then was appointed to command the Dublin (74 guns) in 1757, serving in Admiral Richard Boscawen’s expedition to Louisbourg (May 30–July 27, 1758).

Promoted to rear admiral, Rodney took command of a squadron to bombard Le Havre and raid the French coast to destroy shipping intended for a possible French invasion of Britain during 1759–1760. Appointed commander of the Leeward Islands in 1761, he reduced Martinique and took St. Lucia, Grenada, and St. Vincent in 1762. Promoted to vice admiral that same year, he returned to England in 1763, was made a baronet in 1764, and became governor of Greenwich Hospital during 1765–1770. Rodney served as commander at Jamaica during 1771–1774. Always extravagant, he lived in Paris during 1775–1778 to escape his creditors.

Again appointed commander of the Leeward Islands in January 1778, Rodney led a fleet of 21 ships in the relief of Gibraltar. En route he captured a Spanish merchant convoy and its 6 escorting warships (January 8, 1780) off Cape Finistère (Spain). Rodney then engaged a Spanish fleet of 11 ships in a night action off Cape St. Vincent (known as the Moonlight Battle), taking 7 of them (January 16–17, 1780). After relieving Gibraltar he then led 4 ships to the West Indies, where he fought a confused engagement with the French off Martinique on April 17. Rodney was joined by a squadron under Rear Admiral Samuel Hood, and they seized the Dutch island of St. Eustatius (February 3, 1781). However, the island was home to many English merchants, and their lawsuits entangled Rodney for years.

Returning to Britain in poor health in August 1781, Rodney was back in command in the West Indies in February 1782. He then fought a running action with a French fleet under Admiral François Joseph Paul, Comte de Grasse, culminating in the Battle of the Saints (April 12, 1782), an important English victory in which Rodney took four French ships, including the French flagship Ville de Paris (110 guns). While a more determined pursuit would have certainly yielded greater results, Rodney’s disregard of the rigid fighting instructions anticipated Admiral Horatio Nelson’s tactics.

Relieved in July, Rodney returned to Britain, where he received numerous honors and was created a peer. He saw no further active service. Rodney died in London on May 23, 1792.

A brave commander of unquestioned ability, Rodney was also vain and fortune-hungry. Cautious in most circumstances, he won his greatest naval victory by acting boldly.

Steven W. Guerrier
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Rogers, Robert (1731–1795)

American militia officer best known for his service in the French and Indian War (1754–1763). Born in Methuen, Massachusetts, on November 7, 1731, Robert Rogers was raised in New Hampshire, where he received only a rudimentary education but developed keen skills as a woodsman and hunter. Rogers served briefly as a scout for the New Hampshire Militia during King George’s War (1744–1748) but did not win military distinction until the French and Indian War.

Following service early in the war with militia forces supporting British regulars in the expedition against Crown Point, New York (August–September 1755), and battles around Lake George (September), Rogers received promotion to captain. Ordered to raise a company of rangers in March 1756, he selected most of the men in the unit and equipped them from his own means. Promoted to major in 1758, Rogers was ordered to expand his rangers to include nine companies totaling roughly 200 men.

Rogers’ Rangers, as his outfit became known, specialized in scouting and reconnaissance missions. Working in small groups, the rangers often operated behind enemy lines gathering intelligence or engaging in raids and ambushes. All of the men were accomplished woodsmen, adept at moving swiftly through rough terrain and living off the land. They wore green jackets in an attempt at camouflage. Rogers’ Rangers demonstrated their unique mobility during the Battle on Snowshoes (March 13, 1758), when they launched raids against enemy encampments in the dead of winter utilizing snowshoes. Rogers authored a manual, Rogers’ Ranging Rules, detailing his tactical methodologies.

After taking part in British major general Jeffery Amherst’s capture of Fort Ticonderoga (July 26, 1759) and Crown Point (July 31), Rogers achieved his greatest military exploit to date by executing a daring raid with some 200 of his men far behind enemy lines against the Abenaki settlement at St. Francis (today Odanak) in Quebec, Canada. After a three-week trek through the wilderness avoiding both the French and their native allies, Rogers and his men attacked St. Francis (October 6, 1759). They killed some 200 natives, freed 5 English captives, and burned the town before returning to British lines. Undertaken in retribution for Abenaki raids and massacres of English colonists in New England, the attack greatly reduced that tribe’s future raiding. Rogers’ Rangers also supported Amherst’s capture of Montreal (September 8, 1760).

After Montreal fell, Amherst reassigned Rogers to the Great Lakes region to seize the remaining French fortifications there. Rogers’ Rangers continued their success with several key victories, including the surrender of Fort Detroit (November 29, 1760), which added to Rogers’ fame in the colonies. His rangers returned to the Detroit territory again in 1763 to assist British army troops in suppressing Pontiac’s Rebellion.

Rogers traveled to England in 1765 to compile his war memoirs and publish accounts of his heroics against the French and their native allies. He asked King George III for money to fund an expedition to explore the Mississippi River to the Pacific Ocean. Although the king refused the request, he did reward Rogers with command of Fort Michilimackinac in present-day Michigan. As commandant of the fort, Rogers followed a path of corruption and insubordination, mostly in trying to pursue his obsession of creating an expedition to find the elusive Northwest Passage. He was arrested and tried for treason by the royal government. Acquitted in 1768, Rogers returned to England in hopes of securing another command but landed in debtors’ prison.

At the outbreak of the American Revolutionary War (1775–1783), Rogers offered his services to Continental Army commander General George Washington, who refused the offer because he did not trust Rogers’ allegiance to the Patriot cause and suspected him of being a British spy. An embittered Rogers then accepted a commission as a British lieutenant colonel, raised his own two companies of Loyalist rangers outside New York City, and fought in several campaigns during 1776–1777 but did not enjoy notable success. Rogers returned to England in 1782, where he lived in poverty and obscurity until his death in London on May 18, 1795.

A resourceful leader of scouting forces, Rogers had a major impact on the British and American armies. Modern U.S. Army rangers still operate along the principles that Rogers espoused.

Bradford A. Wineman
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Rokossovsky, Konstantin Konstantinovich (1896–1968)

Marshal of the Soviet Union. Born to a Russian mother and a Polish father in Velikiye Luki on December 21, 1896, Konstantin Konstantinovich Rokossovsky moved with his family to Warsaw in 1900. In 1914 Rokossovsky was drafted into the Russian Army and served with the 5th Kargopol Dragoon Regiment, rising to the rank of sergeant. He joined the Red Army in 1918 and fought in the Russian Civil War (1917–1922) in Siberian Mongolia.

Rokossovsky completed the cavalry short courses in 1923 and the Frunze Military Academy in 1929. He then commanded in turn the 5th Kuban Cavalry Brigade (1929–1930) and the 7th Samara Cavalry Division (1930), which included his friend Georgi Zhukov. Rokossovsky next commanded the 15th Cavalry in the Far East until 1935. During 1936–1937 he commanded the V Cavalry Corps. During the purge of the Soviet officer corps, in August 1937 Rokossovsky was arrested on a false charge of having spied for Poland and Japan. He was subsequently tortured and twice taken into the woods to be shot.

Imprisoned near Leningrad, Rokossovsky was freed on March 22, 1940. He then commanded the V Cavalry Corps and took part in the “liberation” of Bessarabia (Moldova) in the summer of 1940. Rokossovsky then received command of the newly formed IX Mechanized Corps in the Ukraine.

Following the German invasion of the Soviet Union (June 22, 1941), Rokossovsky commanded the Sixteenth Army in the defense of Moscow. The next year he organized the reduction of the encircled German Sixth Army at Stalingrad with his Don Front. As a result of his success, he was promoted to colonel general in January 1943 and to full general that April. After a successful defense of the north side of the salient during the Battle of Kursk, his Central Front (later redesignated the 1st Belorussian Front) drove across the Dnieper River.

In Operation BAGRATION (June 22–August 29, 1944), Rokossovsky, promoted to marshal of the Soviet Union in June 1944, led forces that defeated German Army Group Center in Belorussia. Rokossovsky’s troops captured Minsk (July 3) and Lublin (July 23) and then halted on the Vistula River opposite Warsaw (August 1). Rokossovsky, of Polish descent, is thus ironically linked to the Soviet refusal to come to the aid of the Poles, who were led to believe that they would receive Soviet assistance in the Warsaw Uprising of the summer and autumn of 1944. Rokossovsky relinquished command of the 1st Belorussian Front to Zhukov in November 1944 and assumed command of the 2nd Belorussian Front. Rokossovsky conducted an effective campaign in East Prussia and Pomerania in early 1945 and then aided in the Berlin Campaign (April 16–May 2).

After the war Rokossovsky commanded Soviet forces in Poland during 1945–1949, and in November 1949 he was appointed commander in chief of the Polish Army and Poland’s minister of defense. With his wide-ranging powers, he was in effect Soviet viceroy of Poland. Widely disliked by Poles as a symbol of the Soviet repression of their country, Rokossovsky remained in these posts until returning to the Soviet Union in 1956. During 1956–1962 he was deputy minister of defense of the Soviet Union except for a one-year break to command the Transcaucasus Military District during 1957–1958. Rokossovsky retired in April 1962 and died in Moscow on August 3, 1968.

One of the heroes of the victory over Germany in World War II, Rokossovsky combined outstanding professional ability and physical courage with self-effacing modesty and an unusual compassion for the defeated German foe.

Claude R. Sasso
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Rommel, Erwin Johannes Eugen (1891–1944)

German Army general. Born in Heidenheim, Württemberg, on November 15, 1891, Erwin Johannes Eugen Rommel joined the German Army with the 124th (6th Württemberg) Infantry Regiment as an officer cadet in 1910. He attended the officers training school at Danzig (present-day Gdansk, Poland) and was commissioned in January 1912.

During World War I, Rommel was wounded on September 24, 1914, during the German invasion of France. On his recovery, he fought with distinction on the Romanian and Italian fronts at both Mount Cosna and in the Battle of Caporetto (October 24–November 12, 1917). In the latter battle his men took 9,000 Italian troops prisoner and captured 81 guns. Promoted to captain, he was also awarded the Pour le Mérite.

Rommel remained in the Reichswehr after the war and took charge of security at Friedrichshafen in 1919. Posted to Stuttgart in January 1921, he commanded an infantry regiment. Assigned to Dresden, Rommel became an instructor in the Infantry School during 1929–1933. There he wrote Infantry Attacks, a textbook on infantry tactics based on his World War I experiences. Rommel commanded a battalion of the 17th Infantry Regiment in 1935. He taught briefly at the War Academy in 1938 and then had charge of Chancellor Adolf Hitler’s army security detachment.

Rommel used his access to Hitler to secure command of the 7th Panzer Division in 1940, leading it in spectacular fashion in the invasion of France (May 10–July 11). Promoted to Generalleutnant (U.S. equiv. major general) in February 1941, he received command of German forces in Libya (the Afrika Korps). An aggressive, bold commander, Rommel employed daring attacks and was tenacious in battle. His skill as a field commander earned him the sobriquet “Desert Fox.” Promoted to General der Panzertruppen (U.S. equiv. lieutenant general) in July 1941 and Generaloberst (U.S. equiv. full general) in January 1942, Rommel was elevated to Generalfeldmarschall (field marshal) in June 1942.

Denied sufficient resources to achieve victory, Rommel was defeated in the Battle of El Alamein (October 23–November 11, 1942) but conducted a skillful withdrawal west into Tunisia. Returning to Germany for reasons of health, he was assigned on his recuperation as commander of Army Group B with responsibility for northern Italy. Rommel was then appointed inspector general of coastal defense in France in November 1943, where he worked to strengthen the so-called Atlantic Wall.

Appointed commander of Army Group B in France on January 1, 1944, Rommel was subordinate to the German commander in chief on the Western Front, Generalfeldmarschall Karl Rudolf Gerd von Rundstedt. Based on his experiences in North Africa, Rommel believed that if an Allied invasion was to be stopped, it would have to be at the beaches. Rundstedt and Hitler, however, saw a cordon on the shoreline with the large mobile German forces inland that would destroy the Allies once they landed. Rommel understood that Allied air and naval supremacy would render that impossible.

Rommel did what he could to improve the coastal defense against an Allied invasion. When the invasion occurred (June 6, 1944), he was in Germany, having assumeed the Allies would not attempt a landing because of the poor weather conditions. In meetings with Hitler, Rommel went so far as to ask the German dictator why he thought the war could still be won. Rommel was badly wounded on July 17, 1944, in an air attack by three Royal Air Force fighters that caught his staff car on the road.

Rommel, not a fanatic Nazi, grew despondent over Hitler’s estrangement from reality but failed in his efforts to convince the German leader that the war was lost. Approached about joining in a plot to overthrow Hitler, Rommel refused to participate but also failed to inform the authorities. In the aftermath of the unsuccessful attempt on Hitler’s life, Rommel was given the choice of a trial for treason or suicide. He chose the latter, dying of poison near Ulm on October 14, 1944. He was accorded a full military funeral, with the German government claiming that he had died of battle wounds.

One of the great tactical commanders of World War II, Rommel believed in leading by example from the front.

Annette E. Richardson
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Roon, Albrecht Theodore Emil (1803–1879)

Prussian minister of war. Born at Pleushagen near Colberg, Pomerania (now Kolobrzeg, Poland), on April 30, 1803, Albrecht Theodore Emil Roon, the son of an army officer, was orphaned as a young child and raised by his maternal grandmother. Roon entered the Cadet Corps at Culm (Chelmno) in 1816 and then studied at the military cadet school in Berlin in 1818 and was commissioned a lieutenant in the 12th Regiment in Pomerania in 1821. Roon studied at the Kriegsakademie (War Academy) in Berlin during 1824–1826 and then was assigned to the 15th Regiment in Minden.

In 1826, Roon was assigned to the cadet school in Berlin as an instructor. Specializing in military geography, he published his three-volume Grundlage der Erd-, Volker- und Staaten-Kune (Principles of Physical, National, and Political Geography). Roon went on to publish other books, including Militärische Landerbeschreibung von Europa (Military Geography of Europe) in 1837.

Following line service during 1832–1833, Roon was appointed to the Topographical Bureau in Berlin in 1833 and then to the General Staff in 1835. Promoted to captain in 1836, he was assigned as an instructor in the military academy in Berlin. Promoted to major in 1842, Roon was assigned to the staff of VII Corps. By now convinced that the Prussian Army was in dire need of reform, Roon became the tutor to Prince Frederick Charles during 1844–1848. Appointed chief of staff of VIII Corps in 1848 at Koblenz, Roon served under Prince Wilhelm (later King and Emperor Wilhelm I) to put down the Revolution of 1848–1849. At that time Roon tried to impress upon Wilhelm the need for army reform, which was apparent when the army was mobilized in confrontation with Austria, and Prussia was forced to agree to the Treaty of Olmütz in 1850. Roon was promoted to lieutenant colonel in 1850 and to colonel in 1851.

Roon was advanced to Generalmajor (U.S. equiv. brigadier general) in 1856 and to Generalleutenant (U.S. equiv. major general) in 1857. After Prince Wilhelm became regent in 1857, he appointed Roon in 1859 to a commission charged with recommending army reforms. Strongly supported by new chief of the Prussian General Staff General Helmuth von Moltke, Roon was able to secure adoption of most of his recommendations, including universal three-year service (four years for artillery and cavalry), expansion of the regular army to 200,000 men, and a reserve (Landwehr) that could be mobilized in time of war. During the Italian War of 1859 that pitted Austria against France and Sardinia-Piedmont, the Prussian Army was mobilized, and Roon took charge of a division.

Wilhelm appointed Roon minister of war at the end of 1859. In 1861 Roon also assumed administration of the navy. In the ensuing struggle with the Prussian parliament (Landtag), which rejected Roon’s spending proposals and certain of his reform measures, Roon suggested to the king that Otto von Bismarck be named minister president (first minister) of Prussia. Roon then worked closely with Bismarck and Moltke to carry out the reforms, collecting the taxes and spending the money raised as they wished in defiance of the Landtag.

Victory over Denmark in 1864 and Austria in 1866 ended popular criticism of the trio’s illegal methods; indeed, Roon and his associates were lauded. This was heightened by victory in the Franco-Prussian War (1870–1871). For his contributions to the victory, Roon was created a Graf (count) in January 1871 and then was raised to Generalfeldmarschall (field marshal) in January 1873. Roon died in Berlin on February 23, 1879.

Industrious, hardworking, and a gifted administrator, Roon was one of the key figures in the unification of Germany during 1864–1871.
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Roosevelt, Franklin Delano (1882–1945)

U.S. political leader and president (1933–1945). Born at the family Hyde Park estate in Dutchess County, New York, on January 30, 1882, Franklin Delano Roosevelt was educated at home until age 14. He then attended Groton Preparatory School, Harvard University, and Columbia University Law School. In 1905 Roosevelt married his distant cousin Eleanor Roosevelt, President Theodore Roosevelt’s niece.

Upon passing the bar examination, Franklin Roosevelt joined the law firm of Carter, Ledyard and Milburn. Elected to the New York Senate in 1910, Roosevelt advocated progressive reform. As assistant secretary of the navy during the Woodrow Wilson administration (1913–1920), Roosevelt proved to be a highly effective administrator and worked to ready the navy for participation on the Allied side in World War I, which he urged.

Roosevelt ran unsuccessfully in 1920 for vice president of the United States on the Democratic Party ticket headed by James M. Cox. Stricken with polio in 1921, Roosevelt was permanently disabled but retained his intense interest in politics. As governor of New York (1928–1932), he worked effectively to alleviate suffering caused by the Great Depression that began in 1929.

Winning election to the presidency in November 1932 over incumbent Herbert Hoover, Roosevelt rallied the American people and promised a “New Deal.” His early legislative successes included banking reform, the Agricultural Adjustment Act, and the National Industrial Recovery Act. The National Recovery Administration set minimum wages and limited hours for employees. The Civilian Conservation Corps employed thousands of men to replant forests and work on flood-control projects. Roosevelt also established the Securities and Exchange Commission to oversee stock trading. Later, the Works Progress Administration extended employment to millions of workers in construction projects. Social Security legislation provided for the aged and disabled. The American people reelected Roosevelt in 1936, 1940, and 1944, making him the only U.S. president elected to four terms.

With the beginning of World War II in Europe in September 1939, Roosevelt increasingly turned to foreign affairs and military preparedness. He gradually moved the United States from isolation, securing amendments in the Neutrality Act that allowed the Allies to purchase arms in the United States on a cash-and-carry basis. Following the defeat of France (June 1940), in September he concluded an agreement with Britain for the delivery to that country of 50 World WarI–vintage destroyers in return for granting the United States rights to bases in British territory in the Western Hemisphere. Roosevelt initiated a major rearmament program and secured passage of the Selective Service Act, the first peacetime draft in the nation’s history. In the spring of 1941, Roosevelt ordered U.S. destroyers to escort as far as Iceland the North Atlantic convoys bound for Britain. On his urging, in March 1941 Congress passed the Lend-Lease Act that extended U.S. aid to countries fighting the Axis.

Roosevelt pressed Japan to withdraw from China. When Japanese troops occupied southern Indochina in the spring of 1941, he embargoed scrap metal and oil to Japan. Roosevelt also ordered the Pacific Fleet to move its headquarters from San Diego to Honolulu, Hawaii, in order to increase pressure on Japan, but the embargo led that nation’s leaders to opt for war with the United States and order an attack on the U.S. Pacific Fleet at Pearl Harbor, Hawaii (December 7). There is no evidence to substantiate allegations that Roosevelt set up the fleet at Pearl Harbor in order to bring about U.S. entry in the war.

Roosevelt guided the United States through the war. During the course of the conflict, the United States not only fielded a navy larger than all the other navies of the world combined but also had the largest air force and the best-armed and most mobile and heavily mechanized army in world history. The United States also provided the machines of war, raw materials, and food that enabled other nations to continue fighting the Axis. In these circumstances, full economic recovery occurred.

Roosevelt met frequently with British prime minister Winston Churchill and several times with Soviet dictator Joseph Stalin in an effort to secure a stable postwar world. Roosevelt gambled that he could convince Stalin that he had nothing to fear from the United States and that Britain, the Soviet Union, China, and the United States could work together to secure a peaceful postwar world. Although accused of making unnecessary concessions to the Soviet Union at the Yalta Conference (February 4–11, 1945), Roosevelt really had little choice, as the Red Army already occupied much of Eastern Europe, and the U.S. military wished to induce the Soviet Union to enter the war against Japan.

By early 1945 Roosevelt was ill, and that spring he sought rest at his summer home in Warm Springs, Georgia. He died there of a massive cerebral hemorrhage on April 12, 1945.

A highly effective communicator and one of the best-loved presidents in U.S. history, Roosevelt led the nation through two of its greatest trials, the Great Depression and World War II.
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Root, Elihu (1845–1937)

U.S. secretary of war and secretary of state. Elihu Root was born in Clinton, New York, on February 15, 1845. He graduated from Hamilton College in Clinton in 1864 and obtained his law degree from New York University Law School in 1867. Root then became a successful corporate attorney and served as U.S. district attorney for the southern district of New York during 1883–1885.

President William McKinley appointed Root as secretary of war in 1899; he served in this post until 1904. Root’s immediate problem was to secure adequate manpower to crush the Filipino insurgency, and he pushed for a larger U.S. military establishment to meet the expanded U.S. overseas commitments. In February 1901, Congress fixed the regular army at between 60,000 and 100,000 men at the discretion of the president. That same year Root secured creation of the Army War College by executive order.

Theodore Roosevelt became president in September 1901 on the death of McKinley. Although chiefly interested in the navy, Roosevelt supported Root’s reforms, and in 1903 Congress passed Root’s recommended bills that established a General Staff and reformed the National Guard. The new legislation replaced the hollow office of commanding general with the position of chief of staff, which included control of the staff bureaus and involved appointment for a limited term only. The Dick Act of 1903 repealed the Militia Act of 1792 and recognized the wholly volunteer National Guard as the “organized militia” and the nation’s first-line military reserve. The National Guard was to be organized, trained, and equipped as the regular army. The federal government would provide its weapons and equipment and furnish regular army officers as instructors. The act also imposed minimum standards of weekly drill and an annual encampment. Root also oversaw the introduction of new weapons, including the Model 1903 .30-caliber Springfield rifle and new artillery.

During 1905–1909, Root served as secretary of state and improved relations with Latin America and Japan. In 1908, he secured the Root-Takahira Agreement with Japan to confirm the U.S. Open Door policy in China.

During 1909–1915, Root was a U.S. senator but also served as chief U.S. consul of the International Court of Justice at The Hague in the North Atlantic fisheries arbitration case, which settled the dispute between the United States and Great Britain over Canadian and U.S. territorial fishing rights in the North Atlantic. In recognition of his work as secretary of state and at The Hague, Root received the 1912 Nobel Peace Prize.

A strong proponent of the defeat of Germany in World War I, Root was critical of President Woodrow Wilson’s policy of neutrality. After the war, Root advocated for U.S. membership in the League of Nations. In 1920 he helped to create the league’s Permanent Court of International Justice. As president of the Carnegie Endowment for International Peace from 1910 to 1925, Root worked for the free international exchange of scientific knowledge. In 1921 he was a delegate to the International Conference on the Limitation of Armaments in Washington, D.C. (commonly known as the Washington Naval Conference). Root died in Clinton, New York, on February 7, 1937.

A highly effective administrator, Root played a key role in modernizing the U.S. military establishment.
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Rundstedt, Karl Rudolf Gerd von (1875–1953)

German field marshal. Born at Aschersleben, Germany, into an old Prussian military family on December 12, 1875, Karl Rudolf Gerd von Rundstedt attended the Oranienstein Cadet School during 1888–1891. Graduating from the Main Cadet School at Gross Lichterfelde, he was commissioned a lieutenant in the 33rd Infantry Regiment in 1893. Rundstedt graduated from the Kriegsakademie with distinction and as a captain served on the General Staff in 1909. During World War I, he was first the chief operations officer of the 22nd Reserve Division on the Western Front. Promoted to major in November 1914, he then held a variety of staff posts, ending the war as chief of staff of XV Corps.

One of the officers retained in the new Reichswehr after the war, Rundstedt rose steadily in rank and responsibility. He was promoted to lieutenant colonel in October 1920 and to colonel in February 1923. Rundstedt was then chief of staff of the 2nd Infantry Division before assuming command of the 18th Infantry Regiment in March 1925. Promoted to Generalmajor (U.S. equiv. brigadier general) in November 1927, he then commanded the 2nd Cavalry Division in 1928. Promoted to Generalleutnant (U.S. equiv. major general) in March 1929, he took command of the 3rd Infantry Division and then Group Command I. Rundstedt was promoted to General der Infantrie (U.S. equiv. lieutenant general) in October 1932 and to generalobert (colonel general, U.S. equiv. full general) in March 1938. Unhappy with Adolf Hitler’s growing power, Rundstedt retired in October 1938.

Recalled to duty at age 64 in 1939, Rundstedt led Army Group South into Poland to begin World War II in September 1939. He favored the plan devised by General Erich von Manstein to invade France on May 10, 1940. Rundstedt commanded Army Group A of 45 divisions. His tanks soon opened up a broad gap in the Allied front (May 14), but he argued that his tanks should halt until infantry divisions could catch up. Hitler agreed and made the order a fast one, stopping General der Panzertruppen (U.S. equiv. lieutenant general) Heinz Guderian’s panzer thrust that could have cut off the British escape from Dunkerque (Dunkirk). Promoted to Generalfeldmarschall (field marshal) on July 19, 1940, Rundstedt took control of German occupation forces on the Western Front and was given responsibility for coastal defenses in Holland, Belgium, and France.

Rundstedt participated in the invasion of the Soviet Union, Operation BARBAROSSA, as commander of Army Group South (June 22, 1941). His forces made slow progress during the first weeks but participated in the capture of Kiev and 665,000 Soviet troops (September). Rundstedt strongly opposed continuing the advance into Russia during the winter and advised Hitler to call a halt. His views were rejected. Continuing the advance, Rundstedt’s forces reached Rostov (November 21), but a Russian counterattack forced his troops back. When Rundstedt called for withdrawal, Hitler replaced him with Generaloberst Walther von Reichenau on December 1, 1941.

Hitler recalled Rundstedt to duty in March 1942, sending him to France as commander in chief on the Western Front. Rundstedt organized the building of fortifications, known as the Atlantic Wall, along 1,700 miles of coastline. After the Normandy landings (June 6, 1944), he urged Hitler to make peace. Hitler responded by replacing him with Generalfeldmarschall Günther von Kluge on July 6, but Rundstedt returned to his former post on September 5.

Having been in command of the last major German offensive in the Ardennes (December 16, 1944–January 16, 1945), Rundstedt then directed the German defense of the Rhineland (January–March 10, 1945), until he met with Hitler on March 9 and was again sacked by him. Taken prisoner by the Western Allies on May 1, 1945, Rundstedt was released in May 1949 and lived in Hannover, Germany, until his death on February 24, 1953.

Known as “The Old Gentleman,” Rundstedt was a thorough planner and a general of great tactical skill. He was the prototype, if not the caricature, of the old-style Prussian officer, deeply attached to Germany’s imperial traditions. Rundstedt never failed to contradict Hitler with respect to military matters but never questioned his regime.
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Rupert, Prince, Count Palatine of the Rhine andDukeofBavaria (1619–1682)

English general and admiral. Born in Prague on December 17, 1619, Rupert was the third son of Frederick V, Count Palatine and king of Bohemia, and Elizabeth, daughter of English king James I. Shortly after Rupert’s birth, the family was forced to flee the palatinate to the Netherlands on the defeat of Bohemian forces in the Battle of White Mountain (November 6, 1620) early in the Thirty Years’ War (1618–1648). The war had begun when the Bohemians offered their throne to the Calvinist elector palatine in place of the Catholic Habsburg Holy Roman emperor Ferdinand II.

Rupert grew up in The Hague. He served with Prince Frederick Henry of Orange in the Siege of Rheinsberg (1630) and participated in the Siege of Tirlemont (Tienen) in 1635. Rupert visited the court of his uncle Charles I of England during 1635–1637 before taking part in an expedition led by his brother Charles Louis in an effort to regain the palatinate. Rupert was taken prisoner by imperial forces at Vlotho (October 10, 1638). His brother escaped, but Rupert was held for three years in Austria (1638–1641).

Released by Emperor Ferdinand III in December 1641, Rupert traveled to England, arriving there just before the beginning of the First Civil War (1642–1646). Charles I gave Rupert, then age 23, command of the royalist cavalry. That trust was soon vindicated, as Rupert distinguished himself against parliamentary forces in battle at Powick Bridge and at Edgehill near Banbury (October 23, 1642). He went on to win other battles and participate in the capture of Bristol (July 26, 1643). Rupert again fought well in the inconclusive First Battle of Newbury (September 19).

Charles I created Rupert the duke of Cumberland and the earl of Holderness in January 1644. Taking most of Lancashire, Rupert joined with Lord George Goring and moved north to relieve York, suffering defeat and seeing his outnumbered army virtually destroyed in the Battle of Marston Moor (July 2, 1644). Rupert then fought in the inconclusive Second Battle of Newbury (October 26, 1644). Charles appointed Rupert lieutenant general of the king’s armies in November 1644, but the king rejected his advice and fought the more numerous New Model Army at Naseby (June 14, 1645). Despite Rupert’s brilliant performance, the royalists lost the battle, and their army was largely destroyed. Believing that the royalist cause was finished, Rupert urged Charles to conclude peace. Rupert then defended Bristol (August 18–September 10). Forced to surrender the city to parliamentary forces, he was dismissed by the king in September 1645. Soon thereafter, Charles surrendered to the Scots.

Rupert left England for France, where he became a maréchal de camp. He was wounded in the Siege of La Bassée (1647). Reconciled with Charles I, Rupert then took command of the small royalist fleet in the summer of 1648, but his efforts were not successful. Robert Blake’s parliamentary fleet chased Rupert’s small squadron from Ireland to Lisbon and then to the Mediterranean (1649–1650). Rupert then sailed for the Azores and the West Indies during 1651–1652, where he lost most of his ships.

Returning to Europe in the spring of 1653, Rupert settled for a time in Germany. A talented artist, he helped perfect the mezzotint printmaking technique during 1653–1660. Rupert returned to England with the restoration of his cousin, Charles II, in 1660. There Rupert served as a member of the Privy Council and was an admiral in the Second Anglo-Dutch War (1665–1667). He commanded a squadron in the English victory of Lowestoft (June 3, 1665), where he was slightly wounded. Rupert played a leading role in the Four Days’ Battle (June 1–4, 1666). Driven into the Thames by a Dutch fleet under Michiel de Ruyter, Rupert helped drive off the Dutch in the Battle of the North Foreland (July 25, 1666). During the successful Dutch raid on the Medway (June 17–22, 1667), Rupert commanded defenses ashore and helped to drive off a halfhearted Dutch landing.

Rupert again commanded at sea in the Third Anglo-Dutch War (1672–1674). He led a squadron and reinforced the English fleet under James, Duke of York, in the Battle of Sole Bay (June 7, 1672). Following the removal of James as commander of the fleet because of the Test Act in 1673, Rupert commanded the Anglo-French fleets against the Dutch in the First and Second Battles of Schooneveld (May 28 and June 4, 1673) and the Battle of the Texel (August 11, 1673) but was unable to defeat de Ruyter. Rupert retired from military service at the end of the war in 1674.

Rupert was one of the founders of the Hudson’s Bay Company in 1670. Well known for his interest in science as well as art, he served as a charter member of the Royal Society. Rupert died at Westminster, England, on November 29, 1682.

One of the leading military commanders, land and sea, of his generation, Rupert was a leading figure in the establishment of English naval and maritime supremacy.
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Rupprecht, Crown Prince (1869–1955)

Bavarian crown prince and commander of Bavarian Army forces in World WarI. Born in Munich on May 18, 1869, Rupprecht Maria Luitpold Ferdinand von Wittelsbach (usually known as Rupprecht von Bayern) joined the army in 1886 and rose through the ranks. Service included the usual command and staff positions in the infantry and cavalry as well as attending the Bavarian Kriegsakademie (War Academy) and qualifying for the General Staff corps. He also studied at the Munich and Berlin universities during 1889–1891.

A skillful and much-admired leader in the field, Rupprecht and Prussian crown prince Wilhelm were earmarked for major field commands before World War I, but both were assigned to armies intended to serve as the anvil of the German Schlieffen Plan for the invasion of France. Unhappy with such a secondary role, both placed political pressure on chief of the German General Staff General Oberst (colonel general, U.S. equiv. full general) Helmuth von Moltke and his operations director, Lieutenant Colonel Erich Ludendorff, for a greater role. The result was that Wilhelm’s Fifth Army and Rupprecht’s Sixth Army were strengthened and allowed to make a spoiling attack in Lorraine at the expense of the strength and power of the attacking northern wing, which consisted of the German First through Fourth Armies.

At the beginning of the war, Rupprecht took command of the Sixth Army consisting of the Bavarian Army’s three active and one reserve corps along with the Prussian XXI Corps. His subsequent aggressive attack in Lorraine brought the French offensive there to a bloody halt on the frontier. This action, however, had unintended consequences in that it enabled French army commander General Joseph Joffre to more easily extract French forces in Lorraine to meet the major German threat from the north through Belgium in the form of the First through Fourth Armies. The relocated French forces helped turn the tide in the First Battle of the Marne (September 5–12, 1914). Following the German failure on the Marne, Rupprecht’s Sixth Army shifted to northwestern France and Flanders during the subsequent so-called Race to the Sea (September–November). It remained in that area for the duration of the war and there engaged in some of the conflict’s hardest fighting with the British Expeditionary Force (BEF).

Rupprecht, who gained a reputation as a first-class defensive fighter, in July 1916 was promoted to field marshal in both the Bavarian Army and the Prussian Army, taking command a month later of the newly constituted Army Group Crown Prince Rupprecht in Flanders. His was one of the three major army groups on the Western Front, the other two being that of Crown Prince Wilhelm and Duke Albrecht of Saxony.

Rupprecht directed the German defensive campaigns on the Somme in 1916 and in Flanders in northwestern France in 1917. Despite expressed misgivings concerning German strategy, he then led two of the five great German (Ludendorff) Offensives (March 21–July 18, 1918). Rupprecht’s armies opened a gap in the Allied lines some 50 miles wide, but faulty operational design, exhaustion, lack of manpower, and stiffening Allied resistance combined to halt the Germans. Rupprecht handled with skill the long, painful German retreat that began in August, but German losses were so great that the Allies could not be denied.

Following the armistice of November 11, 1918, Rupprecht retired from the army and abdicated his claim to the Bavarian throne. He returned to live in Bavaria, eschewing efforts to restore the monarchy and a political role. An opponent of the Nazis, he moved to Italy in 1939 and remained there until war’s end. He escaped Gestapo arrest in the sweep after the coup attempt against Adolf Hitler (July 20, 1944) by going into hiding; Rupprecht’s wife and children were interned by the Nazis. Rupprecht returned to Bavaria after the war and died at his palace near Starnberg on August 2, 1955.
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Ruyter, Michiel Adriaenszoon de (1607–1676)

Greatest admiral in the history of the Dutch Navy. Born at Vlissingen on March 24, 1607, Michiel Adriaenszoon de Ruyter acquired most of his experience outside the state navy, serving in merchantmen, whalers, and privateers and in the army for much of the 1620s, 1630s, and 1640s. As third-in-command of a motley squadron sent to support the Portuguese, his tactical skill saved this force from disaster in a battle off Cape St. Vincent in 1641.

De Ruyter rapidly rose to prominence during the First Anglo-Dutch War (1652–1654), becoming a rear admiral of Zeeland in 1652 and a vice admiral of Amsterdam in 1653. He fought in most of the major engagements of the war, revealing tactical genius, inspiring leadership, and the ability to work constructively with politicians. These traits characterized his entire career. As early as the summer of 1653 and despite his comparative lack of seniority, de Ruyter was seriously proposed for the chief command. After the end of the war he regularly commanded squadrons sent against the North African corsairs, and he served in the Baltic in 1659.

When English forces under Robert Holmes attacked Dutch possessions in West Africa in 1664, de Ruyter was sent out to recapture them, a task that he accomplished with success. He returned to the Netherlands after the Second Anglo-Dutch War (1665–1667) had begun and after its first great battle, Lowestoft (June 3, 1665), but the death in that action of Dutch commander in chief Wassenaer van Obdam finally permitted de Ruyter’s elevation to the supreme command as lieutenant admiral of Holland. He then commanded at the Four Days’ Battle (June 1–4, 1666) and in the St. James’s Day Fight (July 25), and he led the Dutch attack on the Medway, carrying away the English flagship Royal Charles (June 1667).

During the Third Anglo-Dutch War (1672–1674), de Ruyter surprised the combined Anglo-French fleet in the Battle of Solebay (May 28, 1672) and then fought a brilliant defensive campaign against a far larger force in 1673, keeping his fleet behind the sandbanks. Ordered to sortie by William of Orange in order to protect an East Indies convoy, de Ruyter won a clear victory in the Battle of Texel (August 11, 1673). In the battles of that year, he implemented his greatest tactical idea, the concentration of his forces against two of the squadrons of a larger enemy, leaving an inferior third squadron to hold its own. De Ruyter continued to command against the French during 1674 and 1675, leading his fleet into the Mediterranean in 1675. Badly wounded in the Battle of Agosta (Battle of Syracuse) on April 22, 1676, he died of his wounds on April 29.

De Ruyter was a bold and resourceful commander. A large memorial to him, dominating the Oude Kerk in Amsterdam, and the fact that in later years the Dutch Navy’s most powerful warship has almost invariably been named de Ruyter speak for themselves.
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Saladin (1138–1193)

Kurdish Muslim leader. Born in Tikrit (present-day Iraq) in 1138, Salah-al din Yusuf ibn Ayyūb, more commonly known as Saladin (which means “honor of the faith”), was the son of Najm al-Dīn Ayyūb, governor of Damascus. Saladin received a traditional Sunni religious education. His uncle, Shirkuh, was a key assistant to Syrian ruler Nur al-Din. Saladin joined the military as a teenager and campaigned with Nur al-Din.

In 1164 Nur al-Din dispatched troops under Shirkuh and Saladin to Egypt to help the Fatimid dynasty defeat Christian crusaders under King Amalric I of Jerusalem. Saladin distinguished himself against Amalric I in the Battle of Cairo (April 11, 1167) and then helped Shirkuh drive the crusaders from Egypt (January 1169). Shirkuh became the virtual ruler of Egypt as vizier (prime minister) under the Fatimids.

On Shirkuh’s death in 1169, Saladin succeeded him as vizier with the full support of Nur al-Din. In 1171 Saladin terminated the Fatimid dynasty altogether, beginning the Surni Ayyūbid dynasty. Saladin moved the capital to Cairo and worked to strengthen Egypt both militarily and economically.
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Saladin was a highly effective Kurdish Muslim general and ruler who came to control most of modern-day Syria and Iraq and in 1187 proclaimed jihad (holy war) to drive the Christians from Palestine. This image of him is believed to date from around 1180. (Bettmann/Corbis)



On the death of Nur al-Din in 1174, Saladin marched on Damascus and seized the throne from Nur al-Din’s son. Saladin then expanded his control to include most of today’s Syria and Iraq, and in 1187 he proclaimed a jihad (holy war) against the crusader states in an effort to drive the Christians from Palestine. In the Battle of Cresson (May 1187) Saladin defeated a small crusader force, causing the crusaders to assemble a large force against him at Acre. Saladin laid siege to Tiberias in June to draw the crusaders there from Acre, which occurred. When the crusaders arrived at Tiberias, they assumed that they would find water for their horses at the Lake of Tiberias (Sea of Galilee), but Saladin had assembled a large force to block their access to the lake. He then attacked and utterly defeated the crusaders in the Battle of Hattin (July 4). During the next several months, Saladin captured most of the Christian cities of Palestine including Jerusalem, which fell following a two-week siege (September 20–October 2).

As a consequence of Saladin’s military successes, the Christian states of Europe mounted the Third Crusade (1187–1192), of which the preeminent figure was King Richard I of England (Richard the Lionheart). The crusaders laid siege to Acre and took it on July 12, 1191. After having strengthened Acre, including rebuilding its walls, Richard I led a large crusader force down the coast to Jaffa (today Tel Aviv, Israel). En route near Arsuf, Saladin attacked Richard (September 7, 1191) but was defeated at a cost of some 7,000 Muslims slain for only 700 crusaders. Despite this, Saladin continued to hold Jerusalem. Finally, Richard and Saladin negotiated a truce on September 2, 1192, in which Muslims and Christians were granted free access in Palestine, allowing Christian pilgrims to visit Jerusalem. However, the truce left the crusaders holding coastal cities and Saladin in control of the interior of Palestine.

Returning to Damascus, Saladin fell ill there and died on March 4, 1193. A highly effective general and strategist, he was also an excellent administrator and organizer. A sincere Muslim, Saladin nonetheless never allowed religion to influence his policies.
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San Martín, José Francisco de (1778–1850)

South American independence leader. Born at Yopayú in the viceroyalty of Río de la Plata (northeastern Argentina) on February 25, 1778, José Francisco de San Martín was the son of a Spanish Army officer. He returned to Spain with his family in 1785 and there joined the Spanish army in 1790, serving for more than 20 years. San Martín distinguished himself in fighting against the French during the Peninsular War and attained the rank of lieutenant colonel.

Despite his long service in the Spanish Army, San Martín believed that Spain’s Latin American colonies should be independent. Learning of the independence movements there, he resigned his commission in 1812 and joined those supporting a war for Latin American independence. San Martín arrived in Buenos Aires in March 1812 and associated himself with the revolutionary government. His previous military experience secured him command of a mounted unit, and in December 1813 he joined the revolutionary army in northern Argentina.

Latin American revolutionary leaders believed that their success depended on securing Peru, a center of loyalist support. Royalists there had already defeated three Argentinian invasions of upper Peru (later Bolivia). San Martín planned a cross-Andean invasion to liberate Chile, which could then be used as a base for a seaborne invasion of Peru.

San Martín resigned from the revolutionary army in January 1817 and was appointed governor of Cuyo Province in western Argentina at the base of the Andes. Establishing a base at Mendoza, he conferred with Chilean exiles and built a military force of Argentinians and Chileans as well as slaves who had been promised freedom in exchange for military service.

San Martín’s Army of the Andes, numbering 2,500 infantry, 700 cavalry, and 21 guns, departed Mendoza and made its way north through the Andes passes into Chile during January 24–February 8, 1817, catching Spanish forces there completely by surprise. Defeating a small Spanish force in the Battle of Chacabuco (February 12–13, 1817) and occupying Santiago (February 15), San Martín then named his friend and ally Bernardo O’Higgins to direct political affairs in Chile. On the arrival of a large Spanish force from Peru under General Mariano Osorio in early 1818, San Martín engaged Osorio and was narrowly defeated by him in the Battle of Cancha-Rayada (March 16). San Martín then struck back and this time routed Osorio in the Battle of Maipo (April 5), securing Chilean independence. Chilean leaders then offered San Martín the position of supreme ruler of Chile, but he declined in order to continue the war against the Spanish in Peru.

For 18 months, San Martín carefully prepared an invasion force. Now actively supported by the Chilean and Argentinian governments and with a flotilla of ships commanded by Englishman Thomas Cochrane, Earl of Dundonald, to transport his men, San Martín set out for Peru with 4,500 men by sea in August 1820. He landed about 100 miles south of Lima, but because the Spanish forces in Peru were larger than his own, he refused to accept battle unless it was on favorable terms, hoping that his presence would spark popular uprisings. In the meantime, he planned to whittle down the Spanish through guerrilla warfare. Indeed, the Spanish soon evacuated Lima in June 1821. Entering Lima, San Martín declared Peruvian independence on July 21, 1821.

Peruvians were sharply divided politically, and San Martín was forced to take power as “protector of Peru.” He instituted policies that angered the rich, including the imposition of taxes, an end to Indian tribute, and freedom for children of slaves. Threatened by unrest and the continued presence in Peru of the larger Spanish force, San Martín met with fellow Latin American revolutionary leader Simón Bolívar at Guayaquil (July 26–27, 1822). Although there is some disagreement on this (no record of the meeting was kept), it appears that San Martín agreed to hand over the liberation of Peru to Bolívar. Returning to Lima, San Martín resigned in September 1822 and departed for Argentina. He then began a self-imposed European exile and died in Boulogne-sur-Mer, France, on August 17, 1850.

Idealistic, selfless, a sincere patriot, and a capable military leader, San Martín supported constitutional monarchies for Latin America, while Bolívar favored independent republics.
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Saxe, Hermann Maurice de (1696–1750)

French marshal. Born at Goslar, Saxony, on October 28, 1696, Herman Maurice de Saxe was the illegitimate son of Elector Frederick Augustus I of Saxony (later Augustus II the Strong of Poland) and Countess Maria Aurora von Königsmarck. Saxe joined the Saxon Army as an ensign at age 12 and served under Prince Eugène of Savoy in the War of the Spanish Succession (1701–1714), fighting in the ranks in the Battle of Malplaquet (September 11, 1709).

Made a count of Saxony by his father in 1711, Saxe served in the Great Northern War (1700–1721), campaigning against the Swedes in Pomerania during 1711–1712 and becoming a colonel of cavalry. He left active military service in 1713 and married a young heiress. Entering the Austrian Army in 1717, he fought in the Austro-Turkish War (1716–1718), again under Prince Eugène, and took part in the successful Siege of Belgrade (June 29–August 18, 1717).

With the end of the war, Saxe returned to Dresden, adding to his wife’s fortune. His father purchased him the colonelcy of a German regiment in the French Army in 1719, beginning Saxe’s long tenure of service with France. His excellent leadership of his regiment led to his advancement to maréchal de camp in 1720. One of the candidates for the throne of the Baltic Duchy of Courland in 1725, he ruled there briefly during 1726–1727, but Russian opposition forced him to give up the throne and return to France in 1727.

A gifted general and military theorist, Saxe wrote Mes Rêveries (1732), published posthumously as Reveries, or Memoirs upon the Art of War by Field-Marshal Count Saxe (1757), a work said to have greatly influenced Napoleon Bonaparte. The death of Saxe’s father in February 1733 began the war of the Polish Succession (1733–1738), in which Saxe fought in the French Army with distinction against his half brother Polish king Augustus III and his old mentor Prince Eugène. During the Siege of Philippsburg (May 25–July 27, 1734), Saxe commanded the French covering force and successfully rebuffed Eugène’s relief attempts, for which Saxe was promoted to lieutenant general in 1736.


SAXE




Marshal Hermann Maurice de Saxe was known as a great womanizer. He died at Chambord on November 30, 1750, after “interviewing eight actresses.” His death certificate gave the cause of death as “une surfeit des femmes” (“a surfeit of women”). Saxe was buried at Strasbourg. His tomb, which was commissioned by King Louis XV, is regarded as a masterpiece of the baroque style.



During the War of the Austrian Succession (1740–1748), Saxe took part in the French invasion of Bohemia and distinguished himself in the capture of Prague (November 19, 1741). The next spring he took the fortress of Eger after a brief siege (April 7–20, 1742). Promoted to marshal of France in March 1743, he was to command French forces in an invasion of Britain on behalf of Prince Charles Edward, Stuart pretender to the throne. This project ended with a great storm that destroyed much of the French invasion fleet at Dunkerque (Dunkirk) in April 1744.

King Louis XV gave Saxe wide latitude in his masterful subsequent campaign in the Austrian Netherlands during 1745–1746, which involved frequent use of siege warfare. French forces surrounded Tournai, and Saxe then destroyed an Allied relief force under the Duke of Cumberland sent to its relief in the Battle of Fontenoy (May 1l, 1745). This great victory enabled Saxe to take Tournai (June 19), Brussels (February 20, 1746), and Antwerp (May 30). He went on to capture Mons and Namur and then defeated the allies at Raucoux (October 11, 1746), completing the conquest of the Austrian Netherlands. The next year Saxe invaded the United Provinces, defeating the allies under the Duke of Cumberland and the Prince of Orange in the Battle of Lauffeld (July 2, 1747) near Maastricht, which he then successfully besieged (April 15–May 7, 1748), forcing the Dutch to conclude peace. Saxe strongly opposed the Treaty of Aix-la-Chapelle (October 18, 1748) that returned his conquests.

Despite the impediments of being illegitimate, a Protestant, and a foreigner, Saxe was a prominent member of French society. Louis XV made him marshal general of France, the highest rank in the French Army; Saxe was the first man to hold the title since the Duke of Villars. Louis also granted Saxe life tenure of the Château of Chambord, where Saxe died on November 30, 1750.

Certainly one of the great military minds and commanders of his age, Saxe was responsible for a number of military innovations, among them the formation of divisions for greater flexibility and the more effective utilization of combined arms.

Spencer C. Tucker

Further Reading

Anderson, M. S. The War of the Austrian Succession. London: Longman, 1995.

Saxe, Hermann-Maurice de. Reveries: Or Memoirs upon the Art of War by Field-Marshal Count Saxe. Westport, CT: Greenwood, 1971.

White, Jon Ewbank Manchip. Marshal of France: The Life and Times of Maurice, Comte de Saxe. New York: Rand McNally, 1961.

Scharnhorst, Gerhard Johann David von (1755–1813)

Prussian general and military reformer. Born at Bordenau, Lippe, near Hannover on November 12, 1755, the son of a small landowner, Gerhard Johann David von Scharnhorst joined the Hannoverian Army in 1778 and then served as an artillery instructor and helped to write an officers’ handbook and a field manual. In the War of the First Coalition (1793–1795) during the French Revolutionary Wars, Scharnhorst saw action in several battles in Flanders. He was quartermaster general during 1796–1801 and also published several studies, including one on the factors behind French military success.

Scharnhorst, now widely respected, joined the Prussian Army as a lieutenant colonel and was ennobled in 1801. He was an instructor at the Prussian War College in Berlin during 1801–1804 and also tutor to the crown prince during 1802–1804. Scharnhorst next was deputy quartermaster general and commander of the 3rd Brigade during 1804–1805 and then chief of staff to Charles William Ferdinand, Duke of Brunswick, during 1805–1806.

When Prussia went to war against France in 1806, Scharnhorst accompanied Brunswick in the field. Scharnhorst fought at and was wounded in the Prussian defeat in the Battle of Auerstädt (October 14, 1806). He then fought under Prussian general Gebbard Leberecht von Blücher. Captured with Blücher in November, Scharnhorst was exchanged and took part in the Battle of Eylau (February 7–8, 1807). He then carried out attacks in Pomerania before the war ended with the Treaty of Tilsit in July 1807.

Promoted to major general in 1807, Scharnhorst was appointed both minister of war and chief of the Prussian General Staff in March 1808. He headed the Military Reorganization Commission in Prussia that was designed to reform the army. Scharnhorst wanted a truly national army. Among the reforms enacted were the ending of corporal punishment and hereditary serfdom. He also made it possible for commoners to become officers. Officer training was also improved, with promotion to be on the basis of merit. Scharnhorst also sought programs in weapons testing, the development of national military industry, and mass conscription as well a national militia.

Although forced to leave the Prussian Army in 1810, following a Napoleonic edict banning foreigners from serving in it, Scharnhorst returned in 1812 to become Blücher’s chief of staff and play an important role in preparing the German War of Liberation against Napoleon in 1813. Scharnhorst saw the Prussian Army perform credibly against the French in the Battle of Lützen (May 1–2, 1813), where he was wounded, and the Battle of Bautzen (May 20). Scharnhorst died from the effects of his wound on June 8, 1813, at Prague in Bohemia while trying to win over the Austrians to the coalition.

A superb staff officer and a brilliant administrator, Scharnhorst was arguably the prime mover in the reform of the Prussian Army following its defeat by Napoleon.
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Scheer, Reinhard (1863–1928)

German Navy admiral. Born in Obernkirchen on September 30, 1863, Reinhard Scheer joined the Imperial German Navy as a cadet in 1879. Scheer first won notice when as a young lieutenant he led the first landing party from his vessel to quell a native revolt in the newly established German colony of Cameroon in December 1884. During 1903–1907 he served in the Imperial Naval Office under Admiral Alfred von Tirpitz and was promoted to Kapitaen zur See (U.S. equiv. captain) in March 1905. Scheer returned to fleet duties as captain of the battleship Elsass during 1907–1909. He became chief of staff of the High Seas Fleet in 1909 and was promoted to Konteradmiral (U.S. equiv. commodore) in January 1910. He then had charge of the General Department of the Navy Office in 1911. Promoted to Vizeadmiral (U.S. equiv. rear admiral), Scheer took command of the 2nd Battle Squadron of predreadnought battleships in December 1913. He held this position at the beginning of World War I.

Scheer received command of the new 3rd Battle Squadron of the latest dreadnoughts in December 1914. When commander in chief of the High Seas Fleet Admiral Hugo von Pohl fell ill with terminal cancer, Scheer was appointed as his replacement in January 1916. Scheer chose to pursue a more aggressive policy than his predecessors. He sent out the High Seas Fleet on several sorties, hoping to lure out a portion of the Royal Navy’s Grand Fleet and defeat it before reinforcements could arrive. Scheer also intended to use combined operations, giving roles in his plans to both reconnaissance zeppelins and U-boats.

In May 1916 Scheer proposed a raid on Sunderland, supported by U-boats lying in wait off the British bases at Scapa Flow, Cromarty, and Rosyth. The submarines were dispatched, but delays caused by weather and repairs forced Scheer to postpone the attack repeatedly. Instead, he proposed to send the fleet to the Norwegian coast, again hoping to lure the Grand Fleet into a trap.

Radio intercepts allowed the British to learn that the Germans were planning a sortie, so the Grand Fleet actually left its harbors a few hours before the High Seas Fleet set sail on the night of May 30–31, 1916. Bad weather kept the zeppelins from flying, and the delays in launching the attack had forced most U-boats off their stations and back to port. Nevertheless, the High Seas Fleet set out. The ensuing Battle of Jutland (May 31–June 1) was not Scheer’s finest hour. The Grand Fleet under Admiral Sir John Jellicoe twice crossed in front of Scheer’s dreadnoughts, exposing the Germans to devastating broadsides from the British ships. On both occasions, Scheer’s solution was to perform a Gefechtskehrtwendung (“battle about-turn”), extricating the High Seas Fleet from a dire predicament.

Promoted to Admiral (U.S. equiv. vice admiral) in June 1916, Scheer was forced after Jutland to reevaluate German naval prospects. He came to the conclusion that Germany’s best hope lay in the resumption of unrestricted submarine warfare, a policy he advocated until its adoption on January 31, 1917. In August 1918 Scheer along with fellow admirals Adolf von Trotha and Magnus von Levetzow forced the Kaiser to create a new naval high command with Scheer as its head. Scheer also set about creating what became known as the Scheer Program, a last-minute effort at mass-producing U-boats with plans to build some 333 in 1919.

As the German war effort began to collapse in the autumn of 1918, senior officers of the navy planned a desperate sortie in hopes of one last grand battle against the Royal Navy. Scheer gave his approval to this final gesture in the belief that the honor of the navy was paramount. The plan was thwarted by the outbreak of mutinies in the fleet in early November.

Scheer retired from the navy in December 1918 and then wrote his memoirs. He died in Marktredwitz, Bavaria, on November 26, 1928.

Scheer was a capable commander whose bold efforts nonetheless failed to change the naval balance in the war.
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Schlieffen, Alfred von (1833–1913)

German Army general and chief of the General Staff. Born in Berlin, the son of a Prussian Army officer, on February 28, 1833, Alfred von Schlieffen studied law but then decided to pursue a military career and volunteered for the 2nd Guard Uhlans Regiment in 1853. He became a regular army officer in 1854 and entered the Kriegsakademie in 1858. Following graduation in 1861, Schlieffen served on the General Staff and participated in the Austro-Prussian War (1866), including the Battle of Königgratz (July 3, 1866). He also saw action as a staff major during the Franco-Prussian War (1870–1871).

During 1876–1884 Schlieffen commanded the 1st Guards Uhlans Regiment, demonstrating an exacting attention to detail. In 1884 he became head of the Military History Section of the General Staff. Promoted to Generalmajor (U.S. equiv. brigadier general) in 1886, he served simultaneously as quartermaster general and deputy chief of staff as a Generalleutnant (U.S. equiv. major general). In February 1891 Schlieffen then succeeded General Alfred von Waldersee as chief of the General Staff. He was promoted to general der kavallerie (U.S. equiv. lieutenant general) in 1893.
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General of Cavalry Alfred von Schlieffen was chief of the German General Staff during 1891–1906 and developed the plan that bears his name in order to deal with the probability of Germany having to fight both France and Russia simultaneously. (Hulton Archive/Getty Images)



As chief of staff, Schlieffen faced the complex dilemma of defending Germany simultaneously on two fronts against France and Russia. He devoted himself to solving this problem as he continually refined his analysis utilizing historical research, map exercises, staff, rides, and war games. He also emphasized study of the Battle of Cannae (216 BCE) as the model of a battle of annihilation by enveloping an enemy army. Schlieffen combined this model with advanced technology, rapid mobilization, and detailed planning into a concept that theoretically would achieve an operational victory.


SCHLIEFFEN




Alfred von Schlieffen, an emotionally cold and solitary man, had an intense focus on the technical aspects of warfare that presented an unflattering image of the Industrial Age staff officer as someone with little interest except work. He even read military history to his children before putting them to bed and assigned subordinates military problems to solve during the Christmas holidays.



Schlieffen called for a strategic defense against Russia until France could be knocked from the war in a Cannae-like battle near Paris. Toward that end, some seven-eighths of the German Army would be committed against France, with the bulk of them on the right wing. To ensure speed in the offensive, Germany would violate neutral Belgium. On the defeat of France, Germany would deploy forces to the east to defeat a slow attempt to mobilize Russia.

Although Schlieffen retired as chief of the German General Staff in 1906, he never stopped working on the German strategic dilemma of a two-front war until his death in Berlin on January 4, 1913. His dying words—probably apocryphal—were said to have been “keep the right wing strong.” His plan was fatally modified by his successor, Helmuth von Moltke the Younger.

Schlieffen was undoubtedly a brilliant staff officer, but his strategic plan for a two-front war with France and Russia has nonetheless been criticized for its inflexibility and failure to take into account political realities and the logistical limitations of the time.
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Schwarzenberg, Karl Philipp, Prince of (1771–1820)

Austrian general. Born in Vienna on April 18, 1771, into one of the most important noble families of Austria, Prince Karl Philipp of Schwarzenberg developed an interest in the military at an early age. He joined the Austrian cavalry in 1778 and served with distinction in the Austro-Turkish War (1787–1791).

Promoted to major in 1792, Schwarzenberg fought in the Netherlands in the War of the First Coalition (1792–1795), including the Battle of Neerwinden (March 18, 1793). He distinguished himself by leading his regiment in a highly effective cavalry charge against the French in the Anglo-Austrian victory at Cateau-Cambrésis (April 26, 1794). In subsequent fighting in Germany in 1796, he led his regiment in victories by Archduke Charles at Amberg (August 24) and Würtzberg (September 3). Promoted to Generalmajor (U.S. equiv. brigadier general) in 1796, Schwarzenberg led cavalry and light infantry in raids against the French. Advanced to the rank of Feldmarschalleutnant (U.S. equiv. major general) in 1799, he received command of a division.

Schwarzenberg led his division in the Austrian defeat in the Battle of Hohenlinden (December 3, 1800) but managed to break out and was rewarded by being given command of the rear guard in Archduke Charles’s army. In the War of the Third Coalition (1805–1807), Schwarzenberg commanded a corps in Germany and was responsible for the victory in the Haslach (October 11, 1805). He managed to escape the Austrian encirclement at Ulm (October 17–20), leading a difficult march through French-held territory. Schwarzenberg warned Emperor Francis II against an early battle with the French, advice that was fully vindicated by Napoleon’s victory at Austerlitz (December 2, 1805).

Schwarzenberg served as Austrian ambassador to Russia during 1806–1809 but returned to Austria in time to participate in the Battle of Wagram (July 5–6, 1809). Following the Treaty of Schönbrunn in October that ended the war, Schwarzenberg went to France to negotiate the marriage of Archduchess Marie Louise to Napoleon. Schwarzenberg commanded the Austrian corps in Napoleon’s Grand Army during the invasion of Russia in 1812 and was able to save most of it from being destroyed.

Promoted to field marshal, Schwarzenberg was appointed commander in chief of allied forces in Germany in the War of German Liberation in 1813. Defeated in the Battle of Dresden (August 26–27), he led the allies to victory in the great Battle of Leipzig (October 16–19, 1813), also known as the Battle of the Nations, the largest battle in terms of numbers of men engaged of the Napoleonic Wars and probably the most important battle of the wars, as it forced the French from Germany.

Schwarzenberg commanded the Army of Bohemia in the invasion of France in 1814 and won victories over the French, including Bray-sur-Seine (February 27) and Arcis-sur-Aube (March 20–21), the latter battle leading to the allied capture of Paris (March 31). He also commanded Austrian forces in 1815 during the Hundred Days, which, however, ended in the Battle of Waterloo (June 18) before Austrian forces could arrive. Schwarzenberg served as president of the Higher War Council during 1814–1820 but, stricken with paralysis, died at Leipzig on October 15, 1820.

A talented, intelligent, skilled, and brave officer in his early military career, Schwarzenberg was also a skilled diplomat as much as a military figure late in his career. He was in fact the ideal commander for the allied forces against Napoleon in 1813 and showed himself to be adept in overcoming such obstacles as the presence of monarchs at his headquarters.
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Schwarzkopf, H. Norman, Jr. (1934–2012)

U.S. Army general. Born in Trenton, New Jersey, on August 22, 1934, H. Norman Schwarzkopf Jr. was the son of Herbert Norman Schwarzkopf, a former army colonel and superintendent of the New Jersey State Police. The elder Schwarzkopf disliked his first name and passed on only the initial letter in it to his son. Schwarzkopf attended schools in Tehran and Geneva and then attended the Valley Forge Military Academy before going on to the U.S. Military Academy, West Point, where he graduated and was commissioned a second lieutenant in the infantry in June 1956. Assigned to Fort Benning, Georgia, Schwarzkopf received basic and airborne training. He then served with the 101 Airborne Division at Fort Campbell, Kentucky, and with the 6th Infantry Division in the Federal Republic of Germany. Schwarzkopf also earned a master’s degree in guided missile engineering from the University of Southern California in 1964, then returned to West Point as an instructor during 1965–1966.

Applying for Vietnam War service, Schwarzkopf served as an adviser to the Army of the Republic of Vietnam (ARVN) Airborne Division in South Vietnam during 1966–1967 and was promoted to major. He returned to West Point as an instructor during 1967–1969. Promoted to lieutenant colonel in 1968, he attended the Command and General Staff College, Fort Leavenworth, Kansas. Returning to Vietnam in 1969, he served as a battalion commander in the 23rd (Americal) Infantry Division, winning a third Silver Star and becoming known as a demanding commander who cared deeply for his men and would share their hardships and risks.

Schwarzkopf attended the Army War College, Carlisle, Pennsylvania, and served on the Army General Staff in Washington, D.C. As a colonel, he was deputy commander of the 172nd Infantry Brigade at Fort Richardson, Alaska (1974–1976), and then the 1st Brigade of the 9th Infantry Division, Fort Lewis, Washington (1976–1978). Promoted to brigadier general in 1978, he was deputy director of plans for the U.S. Pacific Command in Hawaii (1978–1980), assistant division commander of the 8th Mechanized Infantry Division in the Federal Republic of Germany (1980–1982), and deputy director of military personnel management in the Office of the Deputy Secretary of Defense for Personnel (1982–1983).

Advanced to major general, Schwarzkopf commanded the 24th Mechanized Infantry Division at Fort Stewart, Georgia (1983–1985), and served as deputy commander of the U.S. force that carried out the invasion of Grenada (October 25–30, 1983), where he had the opportunity to see firsthand the shortcomings of U.S. joint operations. He was next assistant chief of staff for Plans and Operations in Washington, D.C. (1985–1986). Promoted to lieutenant general, Schwarzkopf commanded I Corps at Fort Lewis, Washington (1986–1987), then returned to Washington, D.C., as deputy chief of staff for plans and operations, Department of the Army (1987–1988).

Promoted to general in 1988, Schwarzkopf assumed command of the U.S. Central Command (USCENTCOM) and as such had responsibility for the U.S. response to the Iraqi invasion of Kuwait (August 2, 1990). Demanding a force of at least 400,000 men, Schwarzkopf oversaw the military buildup in Saudi Arabia (Operation DESERT SHIELD), the war planning, and then the liberation of Kuwait (Operation DESERT STORM, January 17–February 28, 1991), directing the largest U.S. mechanized operations since World War II and liberating Kuwait in a ground war of under 100 hours at little cost in coalition lives. Frequently visible to the press in the buildup to war, he became known as “Stormin’ Norman” in part for his sometimes explosive temper. With Iraqi forces defeated and over Schwarzkopf’s objections, U.S. president George H. W. Bush and chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff General Colin Powell halted the war without an invasion of Iraq, a decision that Schwartzkopf supported at the time.

Returning to the United States a hero, Schwarzkopf addressed a joint session of Congress. He retired from the army in August 1992 to Florida in order to write his memoirs, It Doesn’t Take a Hero, which became a best seller. In retirement he served as a military commentator and promoted prostate cancer research. Schwarzkopf was sharply critical of Secretary of Defense Donald Rumsfeld’s management of the Iraq War (2003–2011). Following a long illness, Schwarzkopf died at his home in Tampa, Florida, on December 27, 2012.

A highly effective commander, Schwarzkopf understood and mastered the complexities of coalition warfare.
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Scipio Africanus Major, Publius Cornelius (ca.235–184BCE)

Roman general. Born in Rome in 235 or 236 BCE, Publius Cornelius (later known as Scipio Africanus for his military exploits in North Africa) was the son of Publius Cornelius Scipio and his wife Pompomna. Joining the Roman Army, the younger Scipio first saw combat during the Second Punic War (219–202) in the Battle of Ticinus in November 218. Reportedly he rescued his father, then a consul, from capture by Hannibal Barca’s Carthaginian forces. For this action Scipio was advanced to tribune. Although his legion was destroyed in the Battle of Cannae (August 216), Scipio earned recognition for his bravery.

The Senate conferred on the now popular Scipio the proconsulship of Spain in 213 BCE and directed that he take this important strategic and resource base from Carthage. Rome’s leaders reasoned that capturing Carthage’s European base of operations would force Hannibal to withdraw from Italy. Scipio reorganized Roman forces and brilliantly outmaneuvered three Carthaginian armies in Spain. In 210 he took the strategically important city of Cartagena and defeated Hannibal’s brother, Hasdrubal Barca, in the Battle of Baecula (208). After Hasdrubal departed Spain to deliver supplies to Hannibal, Scipio with only 48,000 men defeated the remaining two Carthaginian armies of 70,000 men under Mago and Hasdrubal Gisco in the Battle of Ilipa (206). This battle firmly established Roman rule over all of Spain.

Scipio then returned to Italy, and the Senate advanced him to proconsul in 205 BCE and ordered him to Sicily to conquer the city-states there allied with Carthage. Once this had been accomplished, and despite doubts on the part of some senators, Scipio began operations against Carthage in 204. Landing in Africa with 35,000 men, he besieged Utica (204) but was unable to take it and retired to an entrenched camp that he established on the coast. Scipio then campaigned against Carthaginian general Hasdrubal Grisco and Carthage’s ally Syphax of the Maesulli, defeating both in the Battle of the Great Plains (203). Carthage ordered the return of Hannibal from Italy, and he raised a new army and made preparations to meet Scipio. With the failure of peace negotiations, the two greatest generals of the period and their armies now met. Greatly assisted by Masinissa’s Maesullian cavalry, Scipio triumphed over his opponent in the Battle of Zama (spring of 202), and Carthage was forced to sue for peace.

Returning to Rome, Scipio celebrated a triumph in 200 BCE and was elected censor and made princeps senatus in 199. Jealousy of him on the part of many senators and his philhellenic policy (Scipio was an avid admirer of Greek culture) during his second consulship in 194 caused opposition. Scipio then campaigned with his brother Lucius against Antiochus III of Syria, expelling Antiochus from Greece and invading Asia. Scipio fell ill, however, and it was Gnaeus Domitius who won the decisive battle at Magnesia ad Sipylum (December 190). Scipio’s subsequent friendship with Antiochus led the Senate to try both Scipio and his brother, but they were found innocent of any wrongdoing. Scipio then retired from politics. He died at Liternum, Campania, in 184 BCE.
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Marble bust of Publius Cornelius Scipio. Known as Scipio Africanus the Elder, he was the Roman Republic’s greatest general of the Second Punic War (218–201 BCE). His defeat of Carthaginian general Hannibal in the Battle of Zama in 202 BCE brought an end to the war the following year. (Photos.com)



Brave and daring, Scipio Africanus was no doubt one of the greatest of all Roman generals. But he clearly learned the art of war from his rival Hannibal and was not a better general than Hannibal or Napoleon Bonaparte, as Basil Liddell Hart claimed.

Spencer C. Tucker
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Scott, Winfield (1786–1866)

U.S. Army general. Born at Laurel Branch near Petersburg, Virginia, on June 13, 1786, Winfield Scott briefly attended the College of William and Mary in 1805 and then read for the law. In the aftermath of the Chesapeake-Leopard Affair (June 22, 1807), Scott enlisted in a Virginia cavalry troop. He then secured a direct commission as a captain of artillery in 1808 and was assigned to New Orleans. Following a direct letter to President Thomas Jefferson in which Scott sharply criticized the demonstrated incompetence of his commanding officer, Brigadier General James Wilkinson, Scott was suspended without pay for a year (1809–1810). He returned to New Orleans during 1811–1812 and was promoted to lieutenant colonel in July 1812.

Assigned to the Niagara frontier at the beginning of the War of 1812, Scott saw combat at the Battle of Queenston Heights (October 13, 1812), where he was taken prisoner. Exchanged, he was promoted to colonel in March 1813. Known as a demanding trainer who nonetheless was much concerned for the welfare of his men, Scott led the successful attack on and capture of Fort George, Ontario (May 27), where he was wounded. Promoted to brigadier general in March 1814, he led a brigade in Major General Jacob Brown’s invasion of Canada, distinguishing himself in the battles at Chippawa (July 5) and Lundy’s Lane (July 25), where Scott was wounded twice. His performance in these hard-fought contests, in which U.S. forces bested British regulars, made Scott a national hero and won him the Thanks of Congress, a gold medal, and a brevet promotion to major general.

Following the war, Scott wrote the drill manual Infantry Tactics, which became the standard on the subject in the U.S. Army for a generation. Appointed to command the Northern Department in 1815, he twice traveled to Europe to study its military establishments. Scott assumed command of the Eastern Division in 1829. He helped smooth relations with South Carolina in the Nullification Crisis of 1832 and with Britain over the U.S.-Canadian border during 1838–1839. Scott was also heavily involved in Native American affairs, negotiating the Treaty of Fort Armstrong with the Sauks and Foxes (September 1832), commanding U.S. forces against the Seminoles (1836), and overseeing the Cherokee removal (1838).

Appointed commanding general of the U.S. Army with the permanent rank of major general in July 1841, Scott supported Major General Zachary Taylor’s operations in northern Mexico during the Mexican-American War (1846–1848) and then planned and carried out the march to Mexico City that began with an amphibious landing at Veracruz (March 9, 1847). Outnumbered, moving through hostile territory, often short of supplies, and plagued by political generals, Scott conducted a brilliant campaign. He was victorious at Cerro Gordo (April 18), Puebla (May 15), Contreras and Churubusco (August 20), Molino del Rey (September 8), and Chapultepec (September 13). His army captured Mexico City (September 14). Scott then ignored President James K. Polk’s orders to recommence fighting, allowing U.S. envoy Nicholas Trist to secure peace at Guadalupe Hidalgo (February 2, 1848).

Scott’s performance in the war brought the Thanks of Congress and the enmity of President Polk. Scott returned to the United States in April 1848 to find that Polk had set out to ruin him. Viewing Scott as a political rival, Polk ordered an inquiry into Scott’s relationship with his subordinate commanders in the war, especially Major General Gideon Pillow, a political appointee. Although Scott was exonerated, the inquiry ruined his chance at the presidency. Running as the Whig candidate in 1852, he carried only four states.

Breveted lieutenant general in 1855 (the first to hold that rank since George Washington), Scott was sent to the Northwest by President Franklin Pierce to end tensions with the British over the Puget Sound area and specifically a dispute over San Juan Island. With the sectional crisis looming, in 1860 Scott urged President James Buchanan without success to make preparations for war, to include strengthening forts in the South. In his position as general in chief and President Abraham Lincoln’s closest military adviser, in April 1861 Scott urged Lincoln to abandon Fort Sumter in South Carolina and Fort Pickens in Florida as indefensible. Some in the cabinet called Scott’s loyalty into question, and Lincoln authorized expeditions to resupply both without Scott’s involvement.
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Brevet Lieutenant General Winfield Scott was one of the greatest military commanders in U.S. history. He distinguished himself in the War of 1812 and led the campaign that captured Mexico City during the Mexican-American War. Commanding general of the army at the onset of the Civil War, he developed the broad outlines of the strategic plan that would defeat the Confederacy. (Perry-Castaneda Library)



Scott attempted without success to persuade Colonel Robert E. Lee to accept the field command of the U.S. Army in the war. Scott was also one of the few in Washington to understand that the fighting would be both long and difficult. Members of Congress scoffed when Scott requested 300,000 men to serve three-year enlistments rather than 90 days. The war would have proceeded quite differently had Scott’s counsel been followed.

Scott had urged extensive training before an invasion of the South, but Northern leaders clamored for a quick strike. Following the subsequent embarrassing Union defeat in the First Battle of Bull Run (July 21, 1861), Scott was eased out as senior officer. After 54 years in military service and the longest tenure as a general officer in U.S. history, he retired from the army in November 1861, replaced by Major General George B. McClellan.

Scott settled at West Point, New York, where he wrote his memoirs and died on May 28, 1866.

Known as “Old Fuss and Feathers,” Scott loved display. A brilliant trainer, careful planner, consummate strategist, successful diplomat, and highly effective field commander, Scott ranks as one of the most important military leaders in U.S. military history.

Spencer C. Tucker
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Seeckt, Johannes Friedrich Leopold von (1866–1936)

German Army general. Born in Schleswig on April 22, 1866, the son of a Prussian general, Johannes Friedrich Leopold “Hans” von Seeckt began his military career in the Kaiser Alexander Guard Grenadiers in 1885. Seeckt’s taciturn nature and great personal reserve led to the nickname “Sphinx.” He graduated from the Kriegsakademie in 1896 and then qualified for the General Staff. At the beginning of World War I, Seeckt was a lieutenant colonel and chief of staff of the III Army Corps in Berlin.

Seeckt’s corps marched to the Marne with Generaloberst (U.S. equiv. full general) Alexander von Kluck’s First Army, and Seeckt distinguished himself in that campaign. Promoted to colonel in January 1915, he became chief of staff of Generaloberst August von Mackensen’s new Eleventh Army in March 1915 and fought in the Gorlice-Tarnow Campaign (May–June). When Mackensen became a Generalfeldmarschall (field marshal), Seeckt received promotion to Generalmajor (U.S. equiv. brigadier general). Seeckt and Mackensen shifted to Temesvar in charge of Army Group von Mackensen to deal with Serbia in September 1915.

In response to the crisis caused by the Brusilov Offensive in June 1916, chief of the German General Staff General der Infanterie (U.S. equiv. lieutenant general) Erich von Falkenhayn sent Seeckt to Galicia as chief of staff of the Austro-Hungarian Seventh Army with orders to stem the Russian advance. Bad blood existed between Austro-Hungarian and German forces, and Seeckt fell into a situation where he was neither wanted nor respected. He and his commander, Generaloberst Karl von Pflanzer-Baltin, were incompatible, the real issue between them being the differing conception of the role of the chief of staff held by the two armies and summed up by Pflanzer-Baltin after the war when he wrote that Seeckt “came, observed, and ordered.”

In July 1916 Seeckt became chief of staff of Army Group Archduke Karl, newly formed to stem the Russian advance. Seeckt worked much better with his new commander, future Austrian emperor Karl I, and after hard fighting, the Russians were stopped in the Carpathian Mountains. Karl’s forces then joined with Falkenhayn’s Ninth Army in the Romanian Campaign. In the middle of the final phase Karl became emperor, and Archduke Joseph took his place as army group commander. Through 1917, Seeckt remained as chief of staff of Army Group Archduke Joseph. When Seeckt left for his next assignment, Archduke Joseph wrote that he could not imagine a better chief of staff.

Seeckt then became chief of staff of the Ottoman Army as a Generalleutnant (U.S. equiv. major general) in December 1917. When Generaloberst Otto Liman von Sanders shifted to take over the Palestine front, an awkward situation occurred. His position made Seeckt senior to Liman von Sanders, who as a German officer far outranked Seeckt. Understandably, the two were on poor terms.

When World War I ended, Seeckt scarcely welcomed the new German Republic, but he made clear his desire to continue to serve “the Fatherland.” Chief of the German General Staff Generalfeldmarschall Paul von Hindenburg asked him to oversee the evacuation of German troops from the Eastern Front, and his adroit handling of this difficult task led to his appointment to the German delegation at the Paris Peace Conference in 1919. Following promotion to General der Infanterie, Seeckt became chief of the General Staff in July 1919. During 1920–1926 he headed the postwar Reichswehr (German Army) until his retirement in 1926. Although Seeckt refused to act against Freikorps units during the Kapp Putsch of 1920, he acted forcefully to put down Adolf Hitler’s Beer Hall Putsch of November 1923 in Munich.

In the midst of great political turmoil, Seeckt created an extraordinarily well-trained and well-led military force. Following retirement, he entered politics and served in the Reichstag (lower house of the German parliament), wrote several books, and served as a military adviser to the nationalist government of China during 1934–1935 until his health failed. No friend of Hitler, Seeckt was also shunned by the Nazis because his wife was Jewish. Seeckt died in Berlin on December 27, 1936.

Intellectually gifted but aloof, Seeckt was a superb administrator and staff officer and a gifted trainer of troops.

Michael B. Barrett
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Selim I (1470–1520)

Ottoman sultan who during his brief eight-year reign greatly expanded the Ottoman Empire to include the entire Mamluk sultanate of Egypt. Selim I was also known as Yavuz, meaning “The Stern” or “The Steadfast” but often rendered in English as “The Grim.” He was born in 1470 in Amasya, in today’s north-central Turkey, one of five sons of Sultan Bayezid II (r. 1481–1512). By 1512 two of the five had died, leaving Selim, Ahmed, and Korkut as contenders to succeed their father.

The Ottoman Empire had come under pressure from Ismail of Persia (present-day Iran), the founder of the Safavid dynasty, who in 1502 had proclaimed himself shah. Ismail rejuvenated Persia, but he also switched the state religion from Sunni to Shia Islam. By 1510, Ismail had established his firm control over all of Persia and was threatening the neighboring Sunni states to the west in an effort to spread Shia Islam. Soon there were armed clashes along the Ottoman border. Bayezid’s failure to deal effectively with this threat proved to be his downfall.

Taking advantage of widespread discontent over Bayezid’s inactivity regarding Persia, Selim promoted a coup by the Janissaries (April 25, 1512) that forced Bayezid to abdicate in favor of him. Selim then caused his brothers Ahmed and Korkut and his nephews to be put to death, while Bayezid died in mysterious circumstances en route to his birthplace. His position at home now secure, Selim renewed treaties with Venice and Hungary that allowed both states trade concessions within the empire, and he also concluded a formal alliance with the Mamluks of Egypt, who were also concerned about Persian expansion.

Having secured his flanks, in 1514 Selim assembled a large army and moved east through Anatolia, slaughtering all those who had converted to Shia Islam and invading Persia. Ismail withdrew before the Ottoman advance, hoping to lure the Ottomans into the mountains of northern Persia and practicing a scorched-earth policy that created supply problems for the Ottomans. Selim engaged and defeated the Persians at Chaldiran (August 23, 1514), near the Persian capital of Tabriz, in a battle decided largely by Ottoman gunpowder artillery and small arms. Selim then took Tabriz (September 5) and sacked it. Concerned about the onset of winter, he then withdrew. In 1515 Selim reorganized eastern Anatolia and then was victorious in Cilicia in southeastern Anatolia, incorporating it into the Ottoman Empire.

In 1516 as Selim was prepared to again invade Persia, Mamluk sultan al-Gawri, fearful of Selim’s intentions, moved his army north into Syria. Selim used this Mamluk threat as an excuse to attack. He won an overwhelming victory in the Battle of Marjdabik (August 24, 1516). Al-Gawri was killed, and his army was destroyed. Selim quickly occupied Syria and then offered terms to new Mamluk sultan Tuman Bey, who rejected them.

Selim’s army crossed the Sinai desert in January 1517 and destroyed a second Mamluk army in a single battle at Ridaniya (January 24). Tuman Bey escaped but was captured and executed in April. His death brought an end to the Mamluk dynasty and marked the beginning of Egypt’s incorporation into the Ottoman Empire. While in Cairo, Selim received the sharif of Mecca, who surrendered Islam’s holy cities of Mecca and Medina. Bedouin tribes from Arabia also pledged their allegiance.

Following his conquest of the Mamluk Empire, Selim returned to Istanbul and reorganized the army and the administration of the empire. He extended the devşirme system of bringing into the army Christian boys, thereby enlarging the Janissary corps that was the backbone of the Ottoman Army. He also completed the move of the Ottoman government from Edirne (Adrianople) to Istanbul. Selim ordered construction of a new palace and also ordered construction of a new shipyard to enable enlargement of the Ottoman Navy. At the same time, he expanded existing shipyards and brought to Istanbul the leader of the Mamluk Red Sea Fleet, along with his commanders and artisans. By the end of Selim’s reign, the Ottoman Navy was acknowledged as the most powerful in the Mediterranean.

In 1519, Shiite Muslims in Anatolia revolted. They were led by Celal, who claimed that he was the Mahdi (Islamic messiah). Selim completely destroyed the rebels. In July 1520 he departed Istanbul for Edirne, probably to plan a campaign against Hungary, but he died at Çorlu on September 22, 1520, possibly of anthrax.

An exceptionally able military commander who greatly enlarged the territory of the Ottoman Empire, making it the dominant power of the Islamic world, Selim paved the way for his son and successor, Suleiman I the Magnificent.

Richard Sauers and Spencer C. Tucker
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Semmes, Raphael (1809–1877)

Confederate Navy officer and, as captain of the Alabama, one of the most successful commerce raiders in history. Born on September 27, 1809, in Charles County, Maryland, Raphael Semmes was raised by relatives in Georgetown, District of Columbia, following the death of his parents. In 1826 he won appointment as a midshipman in the U.S. Navy. Promotion was then slow, and in leaves of absence ashore Semmes took up the study of law, a profession he followed thereafter when not at sea.

From 1837 until the Mexican-American War (1846–1848), Semmes spent most of his time on survey work along the southern coast and in the Gulf of Mexico. Early in the war he commanded the brig Somers. It sank in a sudden squall (December 8, 1846) and half the crew was lost, but a court-martial found Semmes blameless. In March 1847 he took part in the capture of Veracruz; later he participated in the expedition against Tuxpan and, accompanying land forces to Mexico City, was cited for bravery. In 1852 he published Service Afloat and Ashore during the Mexican War. Promoted to commander in 1855, the next year he joined the Lighthouse Board.

Semmes had moved his permanent residence to Alabama, and following that state’s secession and creation of the Confederate States of America, in February 1861 he resigned his U.S. Navy commission and the next month entered the Confederate Navy as a commander. Sent into the North, he purchased military and naval supplies and equipment. In mid-April Semmes secured command at New Orleans of the Sumter, the first Confederate commerce raider. Between June 1861 and January 1862, he took 18 Union prizes. His ship in poor repair and blockaded by Union warships, Semmes abandoned it at Gibraltar.

In August 1862 the Confederate Congress advanced Semmes to captain, and he took command of a new ship nearing completion in England, which he commissioned as the Alabama. For nearly two years the Alabama ravaged Union shipping. Through July 1864 it took 66 prizes and sank a Union warship, the Hatteras. In all, Semmes took 84 Union merchantmen.

Semmes finally put into Cherbourg, France, with the Alabama for repairs. On June 19, 1864, he sortied to engage the Union steam sloop Kearsarge. In the ensuing battle the Kearsarge sank the Alabama, but Semmes escaped on an English yacht.

Returning to the South, Semmes was promoted to rear admiral in February 1865 and given command of the James River Squadron of three ironclad rams and seven wooden steamers. When Confederate forces abandoned Richmond on April 2, Semmes destroyed his vessels. The men of the squadron then formed into a naval brigade under Semmes as a brigadier general. Semmes was the only officer North or South to serve as a flag officer in both the army and the navy. He surrendered his unit at Greensboro, North Carolina.

After the war, Semmes was briefly arrested. He was then a probate judge, professor, newspaper editor, and lecturer before resuming the practice of law. In 1869 he published Memoirs of Service Afloat. Semmes died at his home in Point Clear, Alabama, on August 30, 1877.

A naval commander of undoubted ability, Semmes was also vain and bore a great hatred for the North.

Spencer C. Tucker
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Shaka Zulu (ca. 1787–1828)

Zulu monarch, founder of the Zulu Empire in Southern Africa. Shaka (Shaza kaSenzangakhona) was born about 1787. His father, Senzangakhona, was chief of the Zulu, one of the many small states among the northern Nguni peoples. Shaka’s mother, Nandi, was a child of the chief of the Elangeni clan, who were related to the Zulus. Shaka was conceived out of wedlock in what was regarded as an incestuous relationship. Although Senzangakhona married Nandi (making her his third wife), disgrace and stigma attached to Nandi was extended to her son and to a second child, Shaki’s sister. After six years Nandi returned to the Elangeni with her children, but when famine struck in 1802 they were forced from Elangeni territory and sought refuge with the Mthethwa people. Soon thereafter, Dingiswayo became chief of the Mthethwa and embarked on a program of conquering the neighboring chiefdoms in an effort to create a single confederation. Shaka meanwhile had grown into a physically imposing adult, more than six feet tall, and became a well-known and admired warrior in the Mthethwa Army.

With the help of Mthethwa troops, Shaka seized the Zulu throne in 1815 following his father’s death. Shaka then murdered most of his relatives to prevent any challenge to his authority. Once in power, he adapted a series of military innovations borrowed from Dingiswayo to turn the Zulu community into a formidable military power. For a short time he maintained a subempire under Dingiswayo and absorbed the peoples he defeated.

In 1816 Dingiswayo was killed in a battle with the Ndwandwe, a rival confederacy, and the Mthethwa confederation collapsed. Shaka now set out to reconstitute the confederation under Zulu leadership. Such a task was not easy. Not only did Shaka have to engage in considerable organizational work among a diverse group, but he also had to defend them against Ndwandwe ruler Zwide’s attack.

In 1818, a large Ndwandwe force invaded Shaka’s territory. Shaka allowed the invaders to penetrate deep into Zulu lands before he launched a ferocious assault, driving them out and ending that threat to Zulu territory. By 1819, Shaka ruled a single kingdom between the Tugela and Pongola Rivers.

Shaka was resolute and ruthless, and his troops were well trained and disciplined. He relied on speed and surprise in battle. Throughout the 1820s Shaka continued to expand his empire, although the constant warfare began to tell on his armies. He maintained control by means of a highly centralized government in which he retained absolute power. As the Zulu conquered new clans, Shaka replaced the hereditary chiefs with his own officials loyal only to him. Anyone who refused to submit to Zulu rule was killed. All the warriors of newly conquered areas reported to Shaka rather than to local officials, and local chieftains thus had no military control. This system, in which conquered people became Zulus, broke down regional identities and fostered loyalty to the Zulu king.

In barely a decade, Shaka expanded his dominion from some 1,500 people to 250,000, holding this empire together through terror and arbitrary violence. Clans fled on his advance for fear of the slaughter that would follow. Virtually all of Southern Africa suffered some community fragmentation in what became known as the Mfecane (Crushing).

In 1827, Shaka’s mother died. Devastated by this event, Shaka imposed harsh restrictions on sexual relations, milk consumption, and crop cultivation during an extensive period of mourning. The Zulu people were frustrated and ready for a change in leadership when on September 22, 1828, Shaka was assassinated by two of his half brothers, Dingane and Mhlangane.

A brilliant military commander, Shaka unified the northern Nguni people of Natal and built one of the most powerful states in 19th-century Africa and then held it together through intimidation and terror. He is recognized as the founder of the Zulu nation.

James Burns
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Shapur II the Great (309–379)

Shapur II, also called Shapur the Great, was a Persian ruler of the Sassanid Empire. Born in 309, possibly in Firuzabad, he was crowned king prior to his actual birth. Following the death of Shapur’s father, Hormizd II, Persian nobles had killed his eldest son, blinded the second, and imprisoned the third, thereby reserving the throne for the unborn child of one of Hormizd’s wives. The crown was placed on her belly, and he was therefore born king. Little is known of Shapur’s childhood or early adulthood, although his mother and magnates ran the government until his independent rule at age 16.

Following a raid by Arabs across the Persian Gulf from Bahrain that penetrated into the Persian interior, Shapur retaliated by conquering Bahrain and advancing into the Najd, the central region of the Arabian Peninsula. Angered by the decision of Emperor Constantine I (r. 324–337) to make Christianity the state religion of Rome, Shapur made Zoroastrianism the state religion of Persia and began the persecution of Christians. Although Persia and Rome had been at peace for 40 years, Shapur attacked Rome’s eastern territories in 337, commencing two prolonged wars (337–350 and 358–367). Shapur won most of the engagements in the field, including that of Singara (Sinjar, Iraq) against Emperor Constantius II (r. 337–361) in 344 but was unable to take the fortified Roman cities, especially strategically important Nisibis in Mesopotamia that under Roman general Lucilianus withstood sieges in 337, 344, and 349.

A series of destructive raids by the Scythians beginning in 349, most notably those led by Grumbates in the eastern part of the Sassanid Empire, forced Shapur to conclude a hasty truce with the Romans in 350 so that he could deal with this new threat. Finally defeating Grumbates in Khorasan (358), Shapur enlisted Grumbates and incorporated his highly effective Scythian light cavalry in his own army.

Shapur then returned to his campaign against the Romans. In 359 he besieged the important frontier city of Amida (today Diyarbekir, Turkey). Although he took Amida following a 73-day siege, it was at such great cost that he had to suspend operations until the next spring.

Shapur renewed operations in 360, taking other Roman fortified cities but bringing a Roman invasion under Julian the Apostate (r. 361–363), the new emperor, in 363. The Romans were victorious in the Battle of Ctesiphon (May 29, 363). Julian then pursued Shapur but was killed in battle and succeeded by one of his generals, the inept Jovian (363–364), who was forced to cede to Shapur the region of Roman Mesopotamia, including the cities of Nisibis and Singara; a free hand in Armenia; and an enormous tribute payment.

Shapur then invaded Armenia, capturing by treachery its king, Arshak II, an ally of Rome. Shapur’s efforts to force the conversion of the Christianized Armenians to Zoroastrianism brought fierce resistance, secretly supported by Rome. Learning of Rome’s support, Shapur again declared war (373). Although he gradually gained a military advantage, he also realized that conquering all Armenia was beyond his present means, so he concluded peace (377). By the time of his death at Bishapur in 379, however, Shapur had secured not only Roman Macedonia but the territory of present-day Afghanistan and Pakistan to the east. Shapur removed the captured peoples from cities he had conquered, resettling them elsewhere in the Persian Empire. This brought an infusion of Hellenic culture into the Sassanid Empire.

A strong and effective ruler and a capable general, Shapur II greatly expanded the territorial extent of the Persian Empire. He also brought his realm back into conflict with Rome, a step that would fatally weaken both empires.

Spencer C. Tucker
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Sharon, Ariel (1928–2014)

Israeli Army general, politician, and prime minister. Born on February 27, 1928, in Kfar Malal, Palestine, to Russian immigrants, Ariel Scheinerman at age 14 joined the Gadna, the paramilitary youth organization of the Haganah, the Jewish defense force protecting kibbutzim (collective-farming settlements) from Arab attacks. Scheinerman commanded an infantry company in the Alexandroni Brigade during the Israeli War of Independence (1948–1949) and was severely wounded during an effort to relieve the besieged Jewish population of Jerusalem in the Second Battle of Latrun (June 1, 1948). About this time Israel’s first prime minister, David Ben-Gurion, gave Scheinerman the name “Sharon.”

Following the war, Sharon founded and commanded a special commando unit (Unit 101) that specialized in reconnaissance, intelligence gathering, and retaliatory raids against Palestinians. He was much criticized for the killing of Palestinian civilians, including women and children, during a raid on the West Bank village of Qibya in the autumn of 1953.

During the 1956 Suez Crisis, Sharon commanded the 202nd Brigade in the Israeli invasion of the Sinai Peninsula, capturing the strategically important Mitla Pass (October 31). Later he was much criticized for taking the pass rather than merely holding the ground east of it. Taking the pass claimed 38 Israeli dead (260 Egyptians were also killed). This event hindered Sharon’s military advancement during the next several years.

After studying at the British Army Staff College in Camberley (1957), Sharon commanded an infantry brigade and then the Israeli Army Infantry School. In 1962 he earned a bachelor of law degree from the Hebrew University of Jerusalem. Appointed chief of staff of the Northern Command (1964), in 1966 Sharon headed the Israel Defense Forces (IDF) Training Department.

Sharon was promoted to major general just before the 1967 Six-Day War, when forces under his command again captured Mitla Pass. He assumed leadership of the Southern Command in 1969. Sharon retired from the IDF in June 1972, only to be recalled to command the armored division that crossed the Suez Canal into Egypt at the end of the 1973 Yom Kippur (Ramadan) War. His direction of that crossing and the subsequent encirclement of Egyptian forces is widely considered one of the masterpieces of tactical command in modern mobile warfare.

Sharon helped found the Likud Party in September 1973 and was elected to the Knesset (Israeli parliament) that December but resigned in 1975 to serve as security adviser to Prime Minister Yitzhak Rabin until 1977. Sharon became minister of agriculture in Prime Minister Menachem Begin’s first government (1977–1981) and actively promoted the construction of Jewish settlements in the occupied Arab territories. In June 1981 Sharon became minister of defense and designed and prosecuted Israel’s 1982 invasion of Lebanon, Operation PEACE FOR GALILEE. Sharon and Begin deliberately expanded the invasion to include a drive against Beirut. Although the Palestinians were forced from Lebanon, the invasion intensified the Lebanese Civil War (1975–1990), allowing Syria to become entrenched in the politics of that country. A major Israeli presence lasted three years (a limited Israeli force remained until 2000) and brought such a high number of Palestinian civilian deaths that worldwide public opinion turned against Israel. Sharon was forced to resign as defense minister when he was found indirectly responsible for failing to provide protection for and prevent the massacre of Palestinians at the Sabra and Shatila refugee camps by Israel’s Lebanese Christian Phalangist allies (September 1982).

Sharon served in various Israeli governments as a minister without portfolio (1983–1984), minister of industry and trade (1984–1990), and minister of construction and housing (1990–1992), during which time he doubled the number of Jewish settlements throughout the West Bank and the Gaza Strip. He hoped that the settlements would provide a strategic buffer for Israel proper and reduce the possibility of the return of these territories to Palestinian Arabs. Sharon was also minister of national infrastructure (1996–1998) and foreign minister (1998–1999).

Sharon assumed the leadership of the Likud Party in 1999. He became prime minister (February 2001) following Likud’s victory in national elections, caused in large part by reaction to Palestinian violence precipitated by his visit to the Temple Mount (September 28, 2000). The ensuing violence became known as the Al-Aqsa (Second) Intifada (2000–2004).

As prime minister, Sharon pursued a policy of confrontation and nonnegotiation with the Palestinians. During 2004–2005 he carried out a unilateral Israel withdrawal from the Gaza Strip, a policy opposed by his own Likud Party but supported by the Labor Party, the U.S. government, and many European nations. Sharon sparked much controversy by beginning construction of a security wall designed to separate and secure Israel proper from territory to be ceded to the Palestinians.

In November 2005 Sharon resigned his Likud position, dissolved parliament, formed a new center-right party known as Kadima (Forward), and set new elections for March 2006. On January 4, 2006, however, he suffered a massive cerebral hemorrhage at his Negev ranch. Ehud Olmert succeeded him as prime minister on April 6. Sharon remained in a persistent vegetative state and died on January 11, 2014.

Confrontational, blunt, and controversial as a national leader, Sharon was also a highly effective and even brilliant military commander. He has been called the greatest field commander in Israeli history.

Richard M. Edwards
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Sheridan, Philip Henry (1831–1888)

U.S. Army general. Born in Albany, New York, on March 6, 1831, Philip Henry Sheridan grew up in Somerset, Ohio. Sheridan graduated from the U.S. Military Academy, West Point, in 1853 and was commissioned a second lieutenant in the infantry. He then served with the 1st Infantry Regiment in Texas and with the 4th Infantry Regiment in Oregon, being promoted to first lieutenant in March 1861 on the eve of the American Civil War (1861–1865).

Assigned to the western theater, Sheridan was promoted to captain in May 1861 and served in the 13th Infantry Regiment in southwestern Missouri. He then served as quartermaster for Department of the Missouri commander Major General Henry W. Halleck during the Corinth Campaign (May–June 1862). Disliking staff duty, Sheridan secured a transfer to the volunteer establishment as colonel of the 2nd Michigan Cavalry in May. His subsequent victory at Booneville, Mississippi (July 1, 1862), earned him promotion to brigadier general of volunteers that September.

Sheridan commanded an infantry division and distinguished himself in the Battle of Perryville (October 8, 1862) in Kentucky and especially at the Battle of Stones River (December 31, 1862–January 2, 1863) in Tennessee, where he perhaps saved from defeat Major General William S. Rosecrans’s Army of the Cumberland. For this action, Sheridan was promoted to major general of volunteers in March 1863. In the Battle of Chickamauga (September 20, 1863), Sheridan garnered laurels for his division’s tenacious fighting. His men played a key role in the Union victory at the Battle of Chattanooga (November 23–25, 1863).

When Ulysses S. Grant was promoted to lieutenant general and became the Union Army’s general in chief, he selected Sheridan to command the Army of the Potomac’s cavalry corps of three divisions and 10,000 men. During the spring and summer of 1864, Sheridan’s men won a number of victories against the Confederate cavalry. Sheridan’s cavalry took part in Grant’s Overland Campaign (May 4–June 12, 1864) and disrupted Confederate lines of communication, including tearing up sections of railroad track and destroying telegraph lines. Sheridan was victorious in the Battle of Yellow Tavern (May 11, 1864) in Virginia but suffered rebuff at Trevilian Station (June 11–12).

In August 1864, Grant gave Sheridan command of the Army of the Shenandoah and instructed him to drive south and destroy any supplies that might be of use to the Confederate Army. Sheridan soon tangled with Confederate forces under Lieutenant General Jubal Early in the Shenandoah Valley. Sheridan defeated Early in the Third Battle of Winchester (September 19, 1864) and in the Battle of Fisher’s Hill (September 22). For this accomplishment, Sheridan was advanced to brigadier general in the regular army. He was caught off guard when Early attacked at Cedar Creek (October 18). Away when the battle began, Sheridan rushed south from Winchester and rallied his men to victory. He then proceeded to lay waste to the Shenandoah Valley, depriving the Confederates of much-needed supplies.

Promoted to major general in the regular army in November 1864, Sheridan raided from Winchester to Petersburg (February 27–March 24, 1865), where he rejoined Grant. Sheridan played a major role in the final defeat of General Robert E. Lee’s Army of Northern Virginia, defeating the Confederates at Five Forks (April 1) and at Sayler’s Creek (April 6) near Farmville, Virginia, before trapping Lee’s army near Appomattox Court House, leading to the Confederate surrender (April 9, 1865).

Sheridan was then ordered to Texas with a large force to encourage the French to quit Mexico. He remained in Texas as commander of the Military Division of the Gulf (May 1865–March 1867) and then was named commander of the Fifth Military District of Louisiana and Texas. Southern complaints about his firm policies soon brought his removal by the southern-sympathizing President Andrew Johnson in September.

Sheridan then took over the Department of the Missouri in September 1867 and as such was responsible for the federal effort against hostile western Native Americans. In his new position, he aggressively prosecuted a campaign against Native Americans of the Washita Valley in Oklahoma. In March 1869 when Grant became president and William T. Sherman moved up to command the army as a full general, Sheridan was promoted to lieutenant general.

Sheridan then traveled to Europe, where he was an official observer attached to the Prussian Army during the Franco-Prussian War (1870–1871). Returning to the United States, he directed the campaign against the Sioux that resulted in the Battle of the Little Bighorn (June 15, 1876). Sheridan then commanded the Military Divisions of the West and Southwest in 1878. He succeeded Sherman as commanding general of the Army in 1884 and was promoted to general in June 1888. Sheridan died at Nonquitt, Massachusetts, on August 5, 1888.

Intelligent, aggressive, outspoken, and resourceful, Sheridan excelled as a tactical commander and had the complete loyalty of his men.

Spencer C. Tucker
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Sherman, William Tecumseh (1820–1891)

U.S. Army general. Born in Lancaster, Ohio, on February 8, 1820, William Tecumseh Sherman graduated from the U.S. Military Academy, West Point, in 1840 and was commissioned a second lieutenant of artillery. He fought in the Second Seminole War in Florida and was promoted to first lieutenant in November 1841. During the Mexican-American War (1846–1848), Sherman was a staff officer under Brigadier General Stephen Kearny in California, winning a brevet promotion to captain.

Resigning his commission in 1853, Sherman became the agent for a St. Louis–based banking firm, but the bank failed in 1857. He briefly practiced law in Kansas and was then superintendent of the Alexandria Military Academy (later Louisiana State University) during 1859–1861. Sherman had great affection for the South, but when Louisiana seceded from the Union he resigned and moved to St. Louis.

Sherman reentered the U.S. Army as colonel of the 13th Infantry Regiment in May 1861, then commanded a brigade in the First Battle of Bull Run on July 21, 1861. Commissioned a brigadier general of volunteers that August, he was ordered to the western theater to help hold Kentucky for the Union. There his eccentric behavior prompted questions about his sanity. Temporarily relieved of his duties, he returned in Major General Henry W. Halleck’s Department of the Missouri in February 1862 and assumed command of the Cairo Military District, Brigadier General Ulysses S. Grant’s former post.

Assuming command of a division in Grant’s Army of the Tennessee, Sherman distinguished himself in the Battle of Shiloh (April 6–7, 1862), where he was slightly wounded. Promoted to major general of volunteers in May, he developed a close friendship with Grant and by that summer was Grant’s principal subordinate. Sherman participated in Halleck’s Corinth Campaign (May–June 1862) and the effort to take Vicksburg, where he was rebuffed in fighting north of the city at Chickasaw Bayou (December 29, 1862). Sherman then led XV Corps and took part in the capture of Arkansas Post (January 11, 1863). He aided Grant in the capture of Vicksburg (July 4) and for that action was promoted to regular army brigadier general in July.

When Grant took charge in the western theater, he assigned Sherman command of the Army of the Tennessee in October 1863. Sherman then led the Union left wing in the Battle of Chattanooga (November 23–25). When Grant became Union Army general in chief, Sherman took command of the Military Division of the Mississippi in March 1864.
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Union major general William T. Sherman, a brilliant field commander during the American Civil War, captured the city of Atlanta in 1864 and then led the “March to the Sea.” During 1866–1883 he commanded the U.S. Army, when he was known as a military reformer. Sherman coined the phrase “war is hell.” (National Archives)



With his Armies of the Cumberland, the Tennessee, and the Ohio, Sherman launched a campaign against General Joseph E. Johnston’s Confederate Army of Tennessee in May 1864, driving toward Atlanta. Sherman made steady, if slow, progress against the able delaying tactics of Johnston, who was, however, replaced by General John Bell Hood. Sherman also won battles with the offensive-minded Hood, occupying the major rail center of Atlanta (September 2). For this accomplishment, Sherman was promoted to regular army major general.

Destroying such military stocks as would not be of use to him and detaching part of his force to deal with Hood in Tennessee, Sherman began his March to the Sea on November 16, 1864. He was very much a modern general in the sense that he practiced total war. Sherman believed that destroying property would likely bring the war to a speedier conclusion. He encouraged his armies to forage liberally off the land, cutting a wide swath of destruction through Georgia. Reaching the coast, his forces occupied Savannah (December 21, 1864).

Turning northward, Sherman began a drive through the Carolinas on February 1, 1865, taking Columbia, South Carolina (February 17). He then accepted the surrender of the last Confederate field army under General Johnston, near Durham Station, North Carolina (April 26).

With the end of the Civil War, in June 1865 Sherman took command of the Division of the Missouri. When Grant was promoted to general in July 1866, Sherman was advanced to lieutenant general, and when Grant became president in March 1869, Sherman became commanding general of the army as a full general. During his years in command, the army successfully ended the wars with Native Americans in the West.

As commanding general, Sherman took a deep interest in professionalism and in military education, establishing the School of Application for Infantry and Cavalry (today the Command and General Staff College) in 1881. He also encouraged the publication of military journals. Sherman stepped down as commanding general on November 1, 1883. He retired on February 8, 1884, and lived in New York City and wrote his memoirs. Sherman died in New York City on February 14, 1891.

Intelligent, aggressive, blunt, and a talented field commander, Sherman as commanding general did much to improve the training and quality of the U.S. Army.

Spencer C. Tucker
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Simpson, William Hood (1888–1980)

U.S. Army general. Born in Weatherford, Texas, on May 19, 1888, William Hood Simpson graduated from the U.S. Military Academy, West Point, in 1909. Commissioned a second lieutenant in the infantry, he then served with the 6th Infantry in the Philippines (1910–1912) and, following an assignment in San Francisco, participated in the 1916–1917 Punitive Expedition into Mexico. Following the U.S. entry into World War I (April 1917), Simpson was promoted to captain (May) and deployed to France with the 33rd Infantry Division as part of the American Expeditionary Forces. He saw action in the Saint-Mihiel Offensive (September 12–16, 1918) and the Meuse-Argonne Offensive (September 26–November 11), ending the war as a temporary lieutenant colonel.

Simpson returned from occupation duty to the United States to become chief of staff of the 6th Division at Camp Grant in Rockford, Illinois. Reverting to his permanent rank of captain, he was immediately promoted to major (June 1920) and assigned to duties in the War Department (1920–1922). Simpson attended the Infantry School at Fort Benning, Georgia, in 1924 and the Command and General Staff School at Fort Leavenworth, Kansas, in 1925. He then commanded a battalion of the 12th Infantry (1925–1927) and attended the Army War College (1927–1928).

Following service on the Army General Staff (1928–1932), Simpson was assigned Reserve Officers’ Training Corps (ROTC) duty at Pomona College, California (1932–1936). Promoted to colonel (September 1938), he commanded the 9th Infantry in Texas. Simpson was advanced to brigadier general in October 1940 and became assistant division commander of the 2nd Infantry Division. In September 1941 he was promoted to major general and assumed command of the 35th Infantry Division.

During May–July 1942, Simpson commanded the 30th Infantry Division in South Carolina. In September he took command of the new XII Corps. Promoted to lieutenant general (October 1943), Simpson commanded the Fourth Army in California and moved with it to Texas in January 1944. That May, he organized the new Eighth Army headquarters staff in England. It became operational as the Ninth Army in France as a single-corps army under Lieutenant General Omar N. Bradley’s 12th Army Group on September 5, 1944.

Simpson’s army cleared Brittany and captured the port of Brest (September 20, 1944). The army then occupied a quiet frontline sector in the vicinity of Luxembourg between the First and Third Armies. In the reorganization of army commands in October 1944, Ninth Army headquarters moved to Maastricht. Simpson had his first major combat test in the November offensive designed to reach the Rhine.

The undersized Ninth Army spent nearly four weeks against stiff German resistance reaching the Roer River and engaged in fierce fighting in the Hürtgen Forest (November 16–December 16, 1944). The offensive ended when the Germans launched their Ardennes counteroffensive (Battle of the Bulge, December 16, 1944–January 16, 1945), and the Ninth Army was temporarily placed under the command of British field marshal Bernard Montgomery.

Finally up to strength, the Ninth Army cleared the Rhineland (January–March 1945), then crossed the Rhine (March 24) and linked up with the First Army to encircle the Ruhr (April 1). In April, back under General Bradley’s control, the Ninth Army reached the Elbe. Elements of the Ninth Army were the first to cross the river (April 12), linking up with Soviet forces. Simpson later claimed that his forces could have reached Berlin within 24 hours had the order been given.

After brief occupation duty in Germany (June 1945), Simpson undertook a mission to China (July). In October he took command of the Second Army in Tennessee and was transferred with it to Baltimore (June 1946). Retiring in November 1946, Simpson was promoted to general on the retired list in July 1954. He died in San Antonio, Texas, on August 15, 1980.

Simpson was an able and reliable field commander. His forces saw some of the heaviest fighting of World War II.

Thomas D. Veve
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Sims, William Sowden (1858–1936)

U.S. Navy admiral. Born in Port Hope, Ontario, Canada, on October 15, 1858, William Sowden Sims was the son of an American father and a Canadian mother. His family moved to Pennsylvania when he was 10 years old, and Sims graduated from the U.S. Naval Academy, Annapolis in 1880. The transformation of the U.S. Navy in this period to new steel ships and breech-loading guns marked the beginning of Sims’s lifelong interest in enhancing naval equipment, technology, and doctrine. Sims served largely in assignments at sea during 1880–1897.

Intelligence reports that Sims sent to the Office of Naval Intelligence during the Sino-Japanese War (1894–1895) carefully analyzed the performance of the various vessels involved and drew lessons as to how the effectiveness of the American fleet might be enhanced. Sims was U.S. naval attaché to France and Russia during 1897–1900. Information that he provided on European naval innovations and extensive espionage operations against Spain that he mounted during the Spanish-American War (1898) favorably impressed Assistant Secretary of the Navy Theodore Roosevelt, who became president in 1901.

Sims served on the staff of the commander of the U.S. Asiatic Fleet in 1901, becoming friends with British captain Percy Scott and learning from him of new gunnery techniques introduced into the Royal Navy. Sims’s efforts to interest the U.S. Navy in these were not successful, leading him to write to President Roosevelt, technically an act of insubordination.

Recalled to Washington in 1902 and appointed as inspector of target practice as a lieutenant commander in November 1902, Sims achieved tremendous success in U.S. naval ordnance reform, reducing the firing time for large-caliber guns from 5 minutes to 30 seconds while also improving accuracy. As an observer during the Russo-Japanese War (1904–1905), he reported on the effectiveness of new armor and the ability of battleships to engage smaller ships.

Promoted to commander in July 1907, Sims became naval aide to President Roosevelt in November. Sims then commanded the battleship Minnesota (1909–1911). Promoted to captain in March 1911, he was an instructor at the Naval War College (1911–1912) and then commanded the Atlantic Torpedo Flotilla (1913–1915) and the battleship Nevada (1915–1917). Sims briefly served as president of the Naval War College and commander of the Second Naval District (January–March 1917).

Promoted to rear admiral (to date from August 1916) and with war between the United States and Germany looming, Sims was ordered to Britain to discuss naval cooperation with the Allied powers in March 1917. The United States declared war on Germany (April 6), and Sims was promoted to temporary vice admiral in May and made commander of U.S. naval forces in European waters. He bombarded Washington with recommendations on convoying, antisubmarine warfare, intelligence gathering, and strategic planning. Sims urged the immediate implementation of convoys, which gained the support of British prime minister David Lloyd George, and also urged that American battleships be assigned primarily to escort duties convoying supplies and men for the Allies, ventures that brought drastic reductions in Allied shipping losses but generally involved resigning overall control of American naval operations in Europe to British admirals.

Sims’s attitude and his excellent relations with his British counterparts led Washington officials, including Secretary of the Navy Josephus Daniels and Chief of Naval Operations William Shepherd Benson, to consider him an Anglophile. For his part, Sims ascribed the navy’s initially somewhat disappointing wartime performance to his superiors’ failure to implement some of his suggestions and what he viewed as their earlier reluctance to prepare the navy for a major conflict, charges that he aired to Congress in 1920 during an investigation that he largely precipitated, which provoked bitter feuding within the navy.

Within eight months of U.S. entry into the war, Sims and his staff were supervising the operations of 350 ships and 75,000 men. Promoted to temporary admiral in December 1918, Sims returned to the United States and reverted to his permanent rank of rear admiral. He headed the Naval War College (April 1919–October 1922) and then retired. Sims continued to speak out on naval and defense issues, publishing his wartime memoirs, The Victory at Sea (1920), which won the Pulitzer Prize for History. Sims also forcefully urged the development of naval aviation. He was a dynamic and energetic reformer and a proponent of naval expansion who in later life had an unfortunate tendency to demonize those who opposed him, which vitiated his numerous concrete achievements. Sims died in Boston on September 25, 1936.

A brilliant, outspoken naval officer and a dedicated reformer, Sims played an important role in transforming the U.S. Navy into a modern, effective fight-ingforce.

Priscilla Roberts

Further Reading

Hagan, Kenneth J. “William S. Sims: Naval Insurgent and Coalition Warrior.” In The Human Tradition in the Gilded Age and Progressive Era, edited by Ballard C. Campbell, 187–203. Wilmington, DE: Scholarly Resources, 2000.

Morison, Elting E. Admiral Sims and the Modern American Navy. Boston: Houghton Mifflin, 1942.

Simpson, Michael, ed. Anglo-American Naval Relations, 1917–1919. Brookfield, VT: Gower, 1991.

Sims, William S. The Victory at Sea. 1920; reprint, Annapolis, MD: Naval Institute Press, 1984.

Slim, Sir William Joseph (1891–1970)

British Army general. Born near Bristol, England, to a family of modest means on August 6, 1891, William Joseph Slim was educated at King Edward’s School and joined the Officer Training Corps (OTC) there. He taught elementary school during 1906–1910 and then worked as a bank clerk while continuing in the OTC at Birmingham University. Slim was commissioned a second lieutenant at the beginning of World War I in August 1914. During the Gallipoli Campaign (April 25, 1915–January 9, 1916), he received a serious wound in August 1915 but made a full recovery. Slim deployed to Mesopotamia in November 1916, earning the Military Cross for valor before being wounded again and sent to India to convalesce.

Slim remained in the British Army after World War I. At his own request, he served with the Indian Army during 1919–1924, honed his writing doing part-time journalism, studied at the Staff College at Quetta, and served at British Army headquarters during 1929–1933. He distinguished himself as an instructor at the British Army Staff College at Camberley during 1934–1936 and as a student at the Imperial Defence College (1937) and was promoted to lieutenant colonel in 1938. He then returned to India and attended the Senior Officer’s School at Belgaum (1938) and then commanded a Gurkha unit before returning to Belgaum as its commandant, with the local rank of brigadier general. Slim took command of the 10th Indian Brigade at the beginning of World War II in September 1939 and began training it for desert warfare.

At Gallabat in the Sudan, Slim’s brigade retreated from inferior Italian forces as a result of faulty intelligence and inadequate air support (November 1940). After this engagement, Slim adopted a marked preference for offensive boldness. Wounded in a strafing attack in January 1941, he returned to India to recover. Promoted to major general and given command of the 10th Indian Division in Iraq and Syria in May 1941, Slim captured Baghdad (June), drove into Syria, and invaded Iran (August) to open supply lines to the Soviet Union.

With the Japanese invasion of Burma, Slim returned to the China-Burma-Indian theater in March 1942 to command the Burma Corps. Overwhelmed by the superior skill and mobility of attacking Japanese forces, he oversaw a 1,000-mile retreat, the longest in British Army history. Throughout he kept his demoralized and seriously outclassed corps together, preserving 12,000 men to fight another day.

Promoted to lieutenant general and given command of XV Corps (April 1942), Slim worked to instill in his soldiers resilience and an aggressive attitude. Emphasizing fitness, night and jungle training, small-unit tactics, and self-reliance, he restored the confidence of a badly shaken army. As with the more famous Bernard Montgomery, Slim had the advantage of being not quite a gentleman. He spoke to his troops using their languages (he knew Urdu and Gurkhali) and shared their sacrifices. A solid physique lent authority to his tough talk. Mingling with the men, Slim transmitted the forcefulness of his own personality to the units under his command. He continued his personalized brand of leadership when he assumed command of the Fourteenth Army in May 1943.

Slim’s Fourteenth Army faced its sternest challenge with Japan’s Operations HA-GO and U-GO (March 1944), the latter operation aiming for Imphal and Kohima. Initially caught off balance, Slim’s army fought doggedly, forcing the Japanese to expend their momentum and limited supplies in costly attacks. The Fourteenth Army then counterattacked, pursuing the Japanese across the malarial mountains of Burma during the monsoon season. In headlong retreat, the Japanese Fifteenth Army lost nearly half of its initial force of 150,000 men. Fighting a unified Japanese army with an aura of invincibility about it, Slim’s multiethnic and religiously diverse army inflicted the largest land defeat on Japan to that time. Slim then led the reconquest of Burma until war’s end.

After the war, Slim was commandant of the Imperial Defence College (1946–1948) and then chief of the Imperial General Staff (1948–1952). He was promoted to field marshal in January 1949. Slim was then governor-general of Australia during 1953–1960 and was created the first Viscount Slim in 1960. His memoir, Defeat into Victory (1956), is regarded as a military classic. Slim died in London on December 14, 1970.

An extraordinarily capable and inspirational commander, Slim was one of the finest field generals of World War II.

William J. Astore
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Smith, Holland McTyeire (1882–1967)

U.S. Marine Corps general. Born in Seale, Alabama, on April 20, 1882, Holland McTyeire Smith graduated from the Alabama Polytechnic Institute (today Auburn University) in 1901 and then earned a law degree at the University of Alabama in 1903. He then practiced law for two years in Montgomery. More interested in military service, Smith received a commission as a second lieutenant in the U.S. Marine Corps in 1905.

Over the next decade, Smith held a variety of land and sea assignments. He served in the Philippines (1906–1908 and 1912–1914), in Panama (1909–1910), and in the Dominican Republic (1916–1917), where he experimented with amphibious landing techniques in 1916. During this time he also earned the nickname “Howlin’ Mad” for his frequent explosions of temper.

Following U.S. entry into World War I, Smith fought in France with the 5th Marine Regiment and then served as adjutant to the 4th Marine Brigade. He saw combat in the 1918 Aisne-Marne (July 18–August 6), Saint-Mihiel (September 12–16), and Meuse-Argonne (September 26–November 11) campaigns. Following postwar occupation duty in Germany, Smith returned to the United States in 1919.

Smith graduated from the Naval War College in 1921. An enthusiastic advocate and pioneer of amphibious warfare, Colonel Smith became director of operations and training at U.S. Marine Corps Headquarters in Washington, D.C., in 1927 and worked to develop new tactics, landing craft, and amphibious tractors. He believed that amphibious warfare would be an essential element of any U.S. Pacific military strategy. Smith especially emphasized the development of efficient amphibian landing craft and worked closely with Andrew J. Higgins on new designs.

Smith served as assistant to the U.S. Marine Corps commandant during April–September 1939. Promoted to brigadier general, Smith took command of the 1st Marine Brigade in September 1939. Promoted to major general in February 1941, he deployed his brigade to Cuba to practice amphibious landing techniques. Doubled in size, it became the 1st Marine Division. In June, Smith assumed command of what became the Amphibious Force, Atlantic Fleet.

Smith then headed U.S. Marine Corps amphibious training on the U.S. West Coast and then commanded the joint army-marine V Amphibious Corps in the Central Pacific in June 1943. Smith’s troops executed his amphibious tactics when they seized Japanese-held islands. His forces took the Gilbert Island atolls of Makin and Tarawa (November). Based on lessons learned at Tarawa, Smith urged the deployment of additional amphibious tractors and the development of more effective landing support techniques.

Smith’s forces then seized the Marshalls and Marianas, capturing Kwajalein and Eniwetok in the Marshalls (January 1944) and Saipan, Tinian, and Guam in the Marianas (June–August). On Saipan, Smith relieved U.S. Army 27th Infantry Division commander Major General Ralph K. Smith for what he believed was failure to operate with sufficient aggressiveness. This action led to sharp recriminations from the U.S. Army and the U.S. Marine Corps but did not prevent Holland Smith’s promotion to lieutenant general in February 1944, when he assumed command of the new Fleet Marine Force, Pacific, during July 1944–July 1945. Smith directed the assault on Iwo Jima, the penultimate amphibious assault of the war (February 19–March 26, 1945).

Smith assumed command of the Marine Training and Replacement Command at Camp Pendleton, California, in July 1945. He retired from the U.S. Marine Corps in August 1946 with promotion to full general, the third marine in history to reach that rank. Smith died in San Diego, California, on January 12, 1967.

Demanding, aggressive, and acerbic, Smith insisted on high standards and pioneered modern amphibious doctrine and techniques.

Elizabeth D. Schafer and Spencer C. Tucker
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Spaatz, Carl Andrew (1891–1974)

U.S. Army Air Forces and then U.S. Air Force general. Born in Boyertown, Pennsylvania, on June 28, 1891, Carl Andrew “Tooey” Spaatz (originally Spatz; he added the “a” in 1937) graduated from the U.S. Military Academy, West Point, in June 1914 and began his military career as an infantry second lieutenant at Schofield Barracks, Hawaii. Detailed to the Aviation School at San Diego, California, in October 1915, Spaatz received his wings in May 1916. In June 1916 he joined the 3rd Aero Squadron in the Punitive Expedition into Mexico.

Following U.S. entry into World War I, Captain Spaatz served in France, first as commander of the 31st Aero Squadron and then as an instructor at the American Aviation School. In September 1918 he joined the 13th Squadron, 2nd Pursuit Group, and was credited with downing three German planes.

Following the war, Major Spaatz commanded the 1st Pursuit Group during 1921–1924, graduated from the Air Corps Tactical School in 1925, and spent three years in the Office of the Chief of the Air Corps (OCAC) in Washington, D.C. During January 1–7, 1929, Spaatz commanded the army’s Question Mark in a record endurance flight of nearly 151 hours aloft that established the efficacy of air-to-air refueling. He commanded the 7th Bombardment Group and the 1st Bombardment Wing in California during 1929–1935, then returned to the OCAC. Spaatz graduated from the Command and General Staff School, Fort Leavenworth, Kansas, in 1936 and was promoted to lieutenant colonel. He then served at Langley Field, Virginia, and had a third tour with the OCAC. During the 1940 Battle of Britain, Spaatz spent several weeks in Britain as a military observer. By July 1941 he had risen to temporary brigadier general, serving as chief of the Air Staff for the newly established U.S. Army Air Forces.

Following U.S. entry into World War II, Major General Spaatz deployed to England in July 1942 to command the U.S. Eighth Air Force. In December 1942 he was appointed commander of the Twelfth Air Force in North Africa. Promoted to lieutenant general in March 1943, Spaatz assumed command of Allied Northwest Africa Air Forces. During the last six months of 1943, he was deputy commander of the Mediterranean Allied Air Forces.

Spaatz returned to England in January 1944 to command U.S. Strategic Air Forces in Europe, consisting of the Eighth Air Force in Britain and the Fifteenth Air Force in Italy. He played a key role in the preparation for and then the support of the Normandy Invasion.

Promoted to temporary general in March 1945, Spaatz returned to Army Air Forces headquarters in June only to be assigned to command U.S. Strategic Air Forces, Pacific, in July, where he supervised the final air campaign against Japan. Spaatz remained certain of the efficacy of industrial and economic targets in the war and believed that still heavier bombing might have obviated the need for the Normandy Invasion. In October 1945 he recommended that atomic weapons should form the backbone of U.S. defense strategy.

Spaatz replaced General of the Army Henry H. “Hap” Arnold as commander of the Army Air Forces in February 1946. Spaatz was the last commander of the Army Air Forces and the first chief of staff of the U.S. Air Force in September 1947. He retired in June 1948. Later, he served as the head of the Civil Air Patrol and wrote a column for Newsweek magazine. Spaatz died in Washington, D.C., on July 14, 1974.

One of the most prominent U.S. Army Air Forces generals of World War II, Spaatz remained a firm believer in the efficacy of strategic bombing. He played a leading role in the creation of the separate U.S. Air Force.

William P. Head
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Spartacus (?–71 BCE)

Roman soldier and revolutionary. Little is known of Spartacus’s early life. Most Roman sources have him born in Thrace and claim that he was a Roman soldier who deserted and was then captured and enslaved. He has been described as both intelligent and cultured. It has been established that Spartacus was trained at the gladiator school owned by Lentulus Batiatus in Capua. Spartacus embraced the thought of Blossius of Cumae that “the first shall be last.” In 73 BCE Spartacus and some 70 others escaped from the gladiator school and led the slave revolt that became known in Roman history as the Third Servile War (73–71).

Overrunning much of southern Italy, the former slaves plundered the great estates of the region, freeing other slaves until their army had grown to as many as 120,000 men, perhaps including women and children who also joined him. Spartacus defeated all Roman forces, including two legions, sent against him and devastated the great estates of southern Italy, although reportedly he tried to restrain his followers from acts of destruction. During the winter of 73–72 BCE, Spartacus set his men to work making weapons.

In the spring of 72 BCE Spartacus’s army marched north, headed for Cisalpine Gaul (Gaul on the south side of the Alps). The Senate dispatched consuls Gellius Publicola and Ginaeus Cornelius Lentulus Clodianus, each with two legions, against him. Publicola defeated the Gauls and Germanic peoples, who had separated from Spartacus. But at Picenum in central Italy, Spartacus and the remainder of his followers defeated both Roman armies in turn. In Cisalpine Gaul, Spartacus defeated yet another legion under Roman governor Gaius Cassius Longinus.
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Marble statue of Spartacus by French sculptor Denis Foyatier (1793–1863). The Thracian gladiator Spartacus led a massive slave rebellion during 73–71 BCE, that threatened the very existence of Rome. Although the rebellion was eventually put down and Spartacus killed, he became a legendary hero for the oppressed. (Erich Lessing/Art Resource, NY)



Spartacus apparently planned to march the army into Gaul or to Spain, perhaps disbanding the army to allow its members to return to their homes, but his followers allegedly insisted on additional plunder, and he went along with this. There are some suggestions that perhaps 10,000 of his followers departed at this time to return home. In any case, Spartacus marched the army south again, plundering as it proceeded and defeating two additional legions under Marcus Licinius Crassus. The army spent the winter of 72–71 BCE near the Straits of Messina.

Spartacus’s plans to have Cilician pirates transfer his army to Sicily collapsed, and Crassus, then the wealthiest man in Rome, raised eight legions and led them against the slave army, trapping it in Calabria in early 71 BCE. At the same time, the Senate recalled other Roman forces from abroad. Although Spartacus managed to break through Crassus’s lines and headed toward Brundisium (today Brindisi), Crassus pursued and caught up with the slave army in Lucania. Crassus was victorious, and Spartacus died in fighting near the Silarus River. Crassus ordered some 6,000 of Spartacus’s followers crucified along the Via Appia (Appian Way), their bodies visible to travelers for some time thereafter. Another 5,000 slaves escaped but were later defeated by Gnaeus Pompeius Magnus (Pompey the Great), recalled from Iberia.

A brave and resourceful leader, Spartacus remains a potent symbol of resistance to oppression and has been commemorated in film, dance, and music. The German communists at the end of World War I called themselves the Spartacist League.

Spencer C. Tucker

Further Reading

Bradley, Keith R. Slavery and Rebellion in the Roman World, 1490 B.C.–70 B.C. Bloomington: Indiana University Press, 1989.

Plutarch. Fall of the Roman Republic. Translated by R. Warner. London: Penguin, 1872.

Trow, M. J. Spartacus: The Myth and the Man. Stroud, UK: Sutton, 2006.

Speidel, Hans (1897–1984)

German Army general. Born in Metzingen, Germany, on October 28, 1897, Hans Speidel joined the German Army in 1914 at the start of World War I and was soon commissioned a second lieutenant. He commanded a company during the Battle of the Somme (July 1–November 19, 1916) and served throughout the war. Following the armistice, Speidel remained in the Reichswehr. He graduated from the University of Tübingen with a doctorate in political science and history in 1925. After service as an assistant military attaché in Paris, Speidel joined the General Staff as chief of its Foreign Armies Division.

Speidel was a lieutenant colonel and chief of staff of the Eighteenth Army during the invasion of France (May 10, 1940) and was the officer who accepted the surrender of Paris (June 14). He was subsequently appointed chief of staff to General der Infanterie (U.S. equiv. lieutenant general) Otto von Stülpnagel, German military governor of France. In March 1942 Speidel was assigned to the Eastern Front, where he served for two years as chief of staff of the V Army Corps. Although he distinguished himself and was promoted to Generalleutnant (U.S. equiv. major general) during his service in the Soviet Union, Speidel became convinced that the war could not be won and that Adolf Hitler’s regime had to be overthrown.

In April 1944, Speidel was appointed chief of staff to Generalfeldmarschall (field marshal) Erwin Rommel’s Army Group B in France, which was responsible for the defense of the French Atlantic coast against an anticipated Allied assault. Speidel’s opposition to Hitler led him to endeavor to convince Rommel to back the coup against Hitler. However, Speidel was not part of the inner circle of officers who carried out the assassination attempt against Hitler (July 20, 1944), which undoubtedly saved Spiedel’s life. Speidel helped ensure that Paris was not demolished as Hitler had ordered and was arrested by the Gestapo on September 7. Imprisoned in Berlin, Speidel was acquitted by a court-martial headed by Generalfeldmarschall Karl R. G. von Rundstedt (expulsion from the army would have brought him to trial before the People’s Court), convincing his questioners that he and Rommel were not involved. Speidel was held prisoner for seven months but then managed to escape and go into hiding. French troops liberated him on April 29, 1945.

After the war Speidel became a professor of modern history at the University of Tübingen, but he remained a consultant on defense matters. In 1950 he published a book, Invasion 1944: Rommel and the Normandy Invasion. In 1954 Speidel was appointed chief negotiator for the Federal Republic of Germany with France regarding German entry into the North Atlantic Treaty Organization (NATO). He was also appointed a lieutenant general in the new German army, the Bundeswehr.

In April 1957, Speidel became commander in chief of NATO Land Forces in Central Europe and was promoted to full general. He held that post until September 1963. In March 1964, Speidel retired from the army and resumed academic work and writing. He died at Bad Honnef, Germany, on November 28, 1984.

Although Speidel had a distinguished military record in World War II, his major achievement lay in helping to establish the Federal Republic of Germany’s army.

Thomas Lansford
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Spinola, Ambrosio Doria, Marqués de Los Balbases (1569–1630)

Spanish general. Born in the Republic of Genoa sometime in 1569, Ambrosio Doria Spinola was a member of one of the two most powerful and wealthy families in the republic. Ultimately he vied with the rival Doria family for control of the Republic of Genoa. Having lost a lawsuit against the Dorias, Spinola decided to try to advance his family through serving the Spanish Crown in Flanders. He and a younger brother entered into a contract with King Philip III in which they risked the entire family fortune. Ambrosio Spinola agreed to raise 1,000 men to fight in Flanders, while his brother Frederico would form a squadron of galleys for service along the Flanders coast.

Frederico lost several of his galleys to the English as they made their way through the English Channel, and he was himself killed later while fighting the Dutch in May 1604. Meanwhile, Ambrosio Spinola marched his men by land to Flanders in 1602. Although Spanish authorities toyed with employing Spinola’s soldiers in an invasion of England, nothing came of the idea, and Spinola returned to Italy to recruit more men.

Spinola’s first combat experience came the next year in 1603, when he assumed direction of the prolonged Siege of Ostend (1601–1604), bringing it to a successful conclusion (September 24, 1604) and winning considerable notoriety as a result. Spinola then traveled to the Spanish court at Valladolid to meet with King Philip III and insisted on being named commander of all Spanish forces in Flanders. Philip agreed, and Spinola returned to Brussels in April 1605.

Spinola then initiated a campaign during which he conducted numerous sieges of cities in the Netherlands, taking a number of them despite the best efforts by Maurice of Nassau to prevent this. Returning to Spain in 1606, Spinola was there received with honor but was unable to secure the title of grandezza that he desired. Because the credit of the Spanish Crown was then so poor, Spinola was forced to pledge his own entire fortune for the expenses of the war. He returned to Flanders, where he had some success against the Dutch but could not penetrate their strong fortifications. Following the conclusion of the Twelve Years’ Truce with the Dutch in 1609, Spinola remained in Flanders. His financial ruin was soon complete, although he did secure the grandeeship.

With the beginning of the Thirty Years’ War (1618–1648), Spinola campaigned with success along the lower portion of the palatinate on the Rhine during 1618–1620 and was accorded the title of captain general. When fighting resumed against the Dutch in 1621, he unsuccessfully besieged Bergen (1622) but then won his greatest triumph, successfully besieging Breda (August 28, 1624–June 5, 1625). Spinola was unable, however, to prevent Maurice of Nassau from taking Groll.

Spain was now bankrupt, and chief minister Gaspar de Guzmán y Pimental, the count and duke of Olivares, worked to undermine Spinola, who departed the Netherlands for Spain in January 1628. King Philip IV then sent Spinola to Italy to command Spanish forces against France during the Mantuan War (1628–1631), and Spinola landed at Genoa in September 1629. Hounded by Olivares and now utterly ruined financially, Spinola died during the Siege of Casale on September 25, 1630, allegedly muttering the words “honor” and “reputation.” Although King Philip IV never did recompense Spinola, the king did grant him the title “Marqués of Los Balbases.”

A capable general, Spinola was not a seer and gambled his considerable family fortune on a failing cause.

Spencer C. Tucker
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Spruance, Raymond Ames (1886–1969)

U.S. Navy admiral. Born on July 3, 1886, in Baltimore, Maryland, Raymond Ames Spruance graduated from the U.S. Naval Academy, Annapolis, in September 1906. His first assignment was aboard the battleship Iowa (1906–1907). Spruance was assigned to the battleship Minnesota during the around-the-world cruise of the Great White Fleet (December 1907–February 1909). His first command was the destroyer Bainbridge (1913–1914). During World War I, Spruance served aboard the battleship Pennsylvania and was stationed both at the New York Navy Yard and on temporary assignment in London, England.

Spruance then served as the executive officer of a troop ship, fitted out and commanded destroyers, served in the Bureau of Engineering, attended the Naval War College (1926–1927), and served in the Office of Naval Intelligence (1927–1929). Promoted to commander in 1929, he served as executive officer of the battleship Mississippi (1929–1931). Spruance taught at the Naval War College (1931–1932 and 1935–1938) and was promoted to captain in June 1932. He returned to the Mississippi as its commanding officer during 1938–1940.

Promoted to rear admiral in December 1939, Spruance commanded the 10th Naval District (San Juan, Puerto Rico) during 1940–1941 and was also briefly commander of the Caribbean Sea Frontier (1941). He then took command of Cruiser Division 5 at Pearl Harbor in September. As the commander of surface screen forces for Vice Admiral William F. Halsey’s carriers, Spruance participated in raids on the Gilberts, Marshalls, Wake, and Marcus Islands and escorted the carrier Hornet in the Doolittle Raid on Tokyo (April 18, 1942).

When Halsey was temporarily confined to a hospital, Pacific Fleet commander Admiral Chester Nimitz appointed Spruance, on Halsey’s recommendation, to replace him as commander of Task Force 16. In that capacity, Spruance performed brilliantly in the U.S. victory in the Battle of Midway (June 3–6), regarded as the turning point in the Pacific War. Nimitz then named Spruance his chief of staff in June, and Spruance was then designated deputy commander in chief of the Pacific Fleet in September.

In May 1943, Spruance was promoted to vice admiral and assigned as deputy commander of the Pacific Fleet. In August he took command of the Pacific Ocean Area and the Pacific Fleet, later designated the Fifth Fleet. He led the fleet in campaigns against Japanese naval forces and island strongholds from the Gilbert Islands (November) and the Marshall Islands (January–February 1944).

Promoted to admiral in February, Spruance directed the move into the Mariana Islands (June–August 1944) and then decisively defeated Japanese forces in the Battle of the Philippine Sea (June 19–20). He then directed the invasions of Iwo Jima (February 19–March 26, 1945) and Okinawa (April 1–June 21). Spruance also oversaw the first extensive U.S. carrier operations against the Japanese home islands in February.

After the end of the war, Spruance took command of the Pacific Fleet from Nimitz in November 1945. Spruance was recommended for promotion to fleet admiral on multiple occasions, but the promotion was repeatedly blocked by Congressman Carl Vinson, who was a staunch supporter of Admiral William Halsey. When the fifth star finally went to Halsey, in 1949 Congress passed an unprecedented act that directed the navy to retain Spruance on full admiral’s pay for the remainder of his life, the same recognition accorded to the five-star generals and admirals. Spruance’s final naval assignment was as president of the Naval War College (February 1946–July 1948).

Spruance retired from active duty in July 1948 and served as U.S. ambassador to the Philippines during 1952–1955. He died in Pebble Beach, California, on December 13, 1969. A class of destroyers is named for him.

Unassuming and unflappable in stressful situations, Spruance, unlike Halsey, was prudent in his decisions and probably the best U.S. fleet commander of World War II.

Spencer C. Tucker

Further Reading

Buell, Thomas B. The Quiet Warrior: A Biography of Admiral Raymond Spruance. Boston: Little, Brown, 1974.

Forrestel, Emmet P. Admiral Raymond A. Spruance, USN: A Study in Command. Washington, DC: U.S. Government Printing Office, 1966.

Stalin, Joseph (1879–1953)

Secretary-general of the Communist Party of the Soviet Union, marshal of the Soviet Union, and Soviet dictator. Joseph Stalin was born Iosif Vissarionovich Dzhugashvili in the Georgian town of Gori on December 21, 1879; he was the only child of his parents to survive infancy. His parents were semiliterate peasants. Dzhugashvili graduated from the elementary ecclesiastical school in Gori in 1894, then studied at the Tiflis Theological Seminary during 1894–1899 but was either expelled or quit. There he was introduced to socialism and Marxism.

Dzhugashvili’s revolutionary career began in 1901 with robbery and counterfeiting in support of the Russian Social Democratic Labor Party. Arrested, he was exiled to Siberia in 1903. Coarse and ill-mannered, he was six times arrested and exiled and escaped five times. One of his aliases was Stalin (“Man of Steel”), given to him by his fellow revolutionaries for his strength and ruthlessness. Freed during the March 1917 Revolution, Stalin traveled to Petrograd and became editor of the Bolshevik party newspaper Pravda (“Truth”). Although he was a prominent figure in the party, he did not take a leading role in its seizure of power in November.
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Joseph Stalin (born Iosif Dzhugashvili) ruled the Soviet Union from the late 1920s until his death in 1953. He directed the Soviet military effort in World War II and was one of the most powerful leaders in world history. He was also one of its most brutal; millions of Soviet citizens died as a direct result of his policies. (Library of Congress)



Stalin was active in the Russian Civil War (1917–1922) and the Russo-Polish War of 1920–1921 and served as commissar of nationalities during 1920–1923, when he became secretary-general of the Communist Party of the Soviet Union, which position he used as a springboard to power. Following the death of Vladimir Lenin in January 1924, Stalin joined the struggle for power and by the late 1920s had triumphed over his rivals.

Stalin created the bureaucratic system of the Soviet Union and refined both the secret police and the slave labor camps begun under his predecessor. He abandoned Lenin’s New Economic Policy that permitted a degree of capitalism and initiated a series of five-year plans to build up the economy, with emphasis on heavy industry. His forced collectivization of agriculture claimed an estimated 10 million–15 million lives. Stalin was also behind the Great Purge trials of the 1930s that consumed virtually all of the top party leadership and Soviet military leaders, including 60 percent of Red Army officers above the rank of major. In the so-called Deep Comb-Out, hundreds of thousands of Soviet citizens simply vanished without a trace.

Much of the blame for the dismal showing of the Red Army in the Russo-Finish War of 1939–1940 and at the outset of the German invasion of the Soviet Union on June 22, 1941, was the result of Stalin’s misguided decisions. He styled repeated warnings of an impending German attack as “Western disinformation.” Despite early disasters, during the war Stalin grew as a military commander and strategist. Absorbing specialist military information, he made all important strategic decisions for the Red Army and took many decisions on the tactical level.

As the tide of war turned, Stalin seized opportunities that presented themselves in Eastern Europe and the Balkans. Knowing exactly what he wanted, he met with Western leaders in Moscow and at Tehran, Yalta, and Potsdam. To provide security for a badly wounded Soviet Union, Stalin insisted on friendly governments on its periphery. Although there were fears in the West that Stalin intended the communization of Western Europe, this was beyond his means in 1945. However, because of the Red Army presence on the ground, there was little that Western leaders could do to prevent the Soviets from controlling Eastern Europe and much of Central Europe.

The Soviet Union suffered grievously during the war, with perhaps 27 million dead and massive, widespread physical destruction. Stalin put his people to work rebuilding, forcing them to work long hours at living standards well below those of 1940. To unite the Soviet people under his leadership, he proclaimed the notion of a communist world threatened by encircling enemies. Once Stalin rejected a closer relationship with the West, the Cold War began in earnest.

Following an impasse over German reunification on Soviet terms, Stalin imposed a land blockade of the city of Berlin in June 1948. This sparked the first major East-West confrontation of the Cold War and led to the Berlin Airlift (June 24, 1948–September 30, 1949). Stalin’s tactics and saber rattling resulted in the formation of the North Atlantic Treaty Organization (NATO) in 1949 and prompted the movement toward West European unity.

Stalin pushed hard to develop an atomic bomb, a process greatly accelerated by Soviet espionage but successful in September 1949. He then adopted a less militant foreign policy in favor of one comparatively defensive in nature. Early in 1950, however, he gave his blessing to plans by Kim Il Sung, leader of the Democratic People’s Republic of Korea (North Korea), to invade the Republic of Korea (South Korea) in a bid to unify the peninsula under communist rule. When the war went badly for Kim and North Korea, Stalin sanctioned military intervention by the People’s Republic of China (PRC) and provided Soviet aircraft that were then turned over to the Chinese.

Stalin was preparing a new round of purges (the so-called Doctors’ Plot) when he died in Moscow on March 5, 1953, following a paralytic stroke. His eventual successor, Nikita Khrushchev, began the slow process of de-Stalinization and denounced the many excesses of the Red Czar.

Stalin was indisputably one of history’s most powerful rulers as well as one of its greatest murderers.

Spencer C. Tucker
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Starry, Donn Albert (1925–2011)

U.S. Army general. Born on May 31, 1925, in New York City, Donn Albert Starry entered the army in 1943 and served as an enlisted soldier during World War II. He matriculated at the U.S. Military Academy, West Point, from the ranks. Graduating in 1948, he was commissioned in armor. Starry served as a platoon leader in Germany. His battalion commander was Creighton Abrams, a highly successful tank battalion commander in World War II. An innovative and dynamic military thinker himself, Abrams was a significant influence on Starry.

Starry served two tours of duty during the Vietnam War. During his second tour he commanded the 11th Armored Cavalry Regiment as a colonel, leading it during the 1970 Cambodia Incursion, during which he was wounded on May 5. Promoted to major general, during 1973–1976 Starry commanded the Armor School at Fort Knox, Kentucky. There he wrote the influential monograph Mounted Combat in Vietnam, part of a series of official U.S. Army studies. Starry commanded V Corps in Germany as a lieutenant general (1976–1977). In 1977 he was promoted to full general and succeeded General William E. DePuy as the second commanding general of the Training and Doctrine Command (TRADOC).

Seizing upon the deep internal debate and controversy surrounding the 1976 edition of FM 100-5 Operation and DePuy’s concept of active defense, Starry presided over and personally directed the development of AirLand Battle doctrine and the long overdue recognition by the U.S. military of the operational level of war. Based heavily on classic German concepts of rapidly moving war fighting, AirLand Battle became the doctrine with which the U.S. Army fought the Persian Gulf War (1991) and the Iraq War (2003–2011). While TRADOC commander, Starry introduced the concept of sergeants’ business, which became a critical tool in rebuilding the noncommissioned officer (NCO) corps that had been decimated by the Vietnam War.

Starry’s last assignment was commanding general of the U.S. Army Readiness Command (1981–1983). He retired from the army in 1983. Starry then joined Ford Aerospace as a vice president. He also served on the board of Maxwell Laboratories (1988–1993) and during 1996–1998 was chairman of the board as the company became Maxwell Technologies (1996–1998). Starry also served as chairman of the board of Universal Voltronics, and in 1991 he became a senior fellow of the Joint and Combined Warfighting School at the Joint Forces Staff College. He also coedited an anthology of U.S. armor warfare history and doctrine, Camp Colt to Desert Storm: The History of U.S. Armored Forces (1999). Starry died in Canton, Ohio, on August 26, 2011.

Starry was one of a handful of key officers who in the decade following the Vietnam War rebuilt the U.S. Army into a genuine threat to the Soviet Army and the Warsaw Pact.

David T. Zabecki
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Steuben, Friedrich Wilhelm August Heinrich von (1730–1794)

Prussian military officer and inspector general of the Continental Army. Friedrich Wilhelm August Heinrich Ferdinand von Steuben was born in Magdeburg, Germany, on September 17, 1730. He entered the officer corps of the Prussian Army in 1746 and saw service during the Seven Years’ War (1756–1763), rising to captain.

Discharged with the end of hostilities, Steuben spent a number of years acting as a chamberlain to a Hohenzollern prince, when Steuben seems to have given himself the title of baron. In June 1777, he went to Paris and sought a commission in the American Continental Army. U.S. diplomats Benjamin Franklin and Silas Deane were impressed by Steuben’s military credentials, which presented him as a lieutenant general and quartermaster general of the Prussian Army. Steuben agreed to go to America as a volunteer without rank or pay in the Revolutionary cause.

Steuben arrived at Portsmouth, New Hampshire, in December 1777. He joined Continental Army commander General George Washington at Valley Forge in February 1778. Steuben made a strong impression on Washington, a shrewd judge of men and of character who prevailed upon Steuben to serve as acting inspector general. Steuben’s first assignment was to drill and discipline the troops. This was no easy task, as Steuben knew no English and worked through interpreters. The soldiers were so taken by the personable Steuben, however, that they responded enthusiastically. By April, he was employing four assistant inspectors and drilling the entire army. Steuben’s work was immensely important in enabling the Continental Army to fight on equal footing with the professional British Army.

In May, Steuben became permanent inspector general with the rank of major general. He contributed materially to American success during the Monmouth Campaign (summer of 1778). Particularly valuable was his military manual, Regulations for the Order and Discipline of the Troops of the United States. First published in 1779, it remained the basic drill manual for the U.S. Army until the War of 1812.

In the autumn of 1780 when Major General Nathanael Greene took command of the Southern Department, Steuben was assigned to assist him. Greene asked him to remain in Virginia, there to mobilize men and supplies to fight the British in the South. Steuben was thwarted in his efforts by Virginia’s slow response and the exhausted state of its economy, largely a consequence of British raids in the eastern part of the state that captured or destroyed precious stores. On June 6, 1781, Loyalists destroyed a large quantity of military stores left unprotected at Point of Fork, and Steuben was excoriated by Virginia politicians for the loss. Seeking to make him the scapegoat for Virginia’s less than satisfactory support of the war effort, they asked for an investigation of his conduct.

In early September, Steuben joined Continental forces at Williamsburg for the subsequent Siege of Yorktown. Washington gave him command of a division, and Steuben provided valuable advice on the conduct of the siege that led to a British capitulation (October 19, 1781). Steuben then returned to his duties as inspector general. In the spring of 1783, he assisted Washington in drafting a plan for a postwar military establishment. When peace was declared later in the year, Steuben helped demobilize the Continental Army.

Steuben resigned his commission On March 24, 1784. He remained in the United States, settling in New York City, and quickly established himself as an important figure in the social life of the city and the state. Soon, however, he experienced financial difficulties. The New York legislature gave him 16,000 acres of undeveloped land north of Utica, but this did little to alleviate his financial distress.

In the autumn of 1787, Steuben was compelled to abandon his estate on Manhattan and move to a boardinghouse on Wall Street. When Alexander Hamilton became secretary of the treasury in 1789, he became an advocate for Steuben. In August 1789 Steuben submitted his war expense claims to Congress, and in June 1790 the legislators granted him an annual pension of $2,500. Steuben died near Utica, New York, on November 18, 1794.

Paul David Nelson
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Stilwell, Joseph Warren (1883–1946)

U.S. Army general. Born near Palatka, Florida, on March 19, 1883, Joseph Warren Stilwell grew up in Yonkers, New York. He graduated from the U.S. Military Academy, West Point, in 1904 and was commissioned a second lieutenant of infantry. Requesting duty in the Philippines, Stilwell served with the 12th Infantry Regiment on Samur against rebel Puljanes in 1905. He next taught at West Point during 1906–1911 and then again served in the Philippines (1911–1913), briefly visiting China in 1911. Again a language instructor at West Point (1913–1916), Stilwell was promoted to captain in September 1916 and to temporary major in August 1917. He then went to France and served as an intelligence officer attached to the French forces before his assignment to the U.S. Army IV Corps of the American Expeditionary Forces in 1918. Stilwell was promoted to temporary lieutenant colonel in September 1918 and to temporary colonel in October 1918.

After garrison service following World War I, Stilwell secured assignment to China to study the Chinese language (1919–1923) and then attended the Infantry School at Fort Benning, Georgia (1923–1924), and the Command and General Staff School at Fort Leavenworth, Kansas (1925–1926), before returning to China as commander of the U.S. 15th Infantry Regiment at Tianjin (Tientsin) during 1926–1929, where he met George Marshall and was promoted to lieutenant colonel in March 1928. Stilwell returned to the United States to teach at the Infantry School (1929–1933). There he earned his nickname “Vinegar Joe” as a result of his direct and critical manner. Stilwell was a training officer for the X Corps reserve (1933–1935) before returning to China as military attaché (1935–1939).

Stilwell was promoted to colonel in August 1935 and to brigadier general in May 1939, and he took command of the 3rd Brigade of the 2nd Division in September 1939. He distinguished himself as commander of the so-called Red forces in the Louisiana-Texas maneuvers of May 1940 and was named commander of the new 7th Infantry Division at Fort Ord, California, in July 1940 and promoted to temporary major general in October. Stilwell took command of III Corps at Monterey, California, in July 1941.

Following U.S. entry into World War II on December 7, 1941, Stilwell, promoted to temporary lieutenant general, received command of all U.S. Army forces in the China-Burma-India theater in February 1942 while simultaneously serving as chief of staff to Guomindang (GMD, Kouomintang, Nationalist) Chinese leader Generalissimo Jiang Jieshi (Chiang Kai-shek). Charged with coordinating the efforts of Britain, China, and the United States against Japan, Stilwell was also responsible for preparing China for the planned Allied invasion of the Japanese home islands. When the Japanese overran Burma in the spring of 1942, Stilwell personally led an Allied column on a 140-mile march through the Burmese jungle to avoid capture. To prevent the collapse of China, he oversaw the effort to resupply Jiang’s forces, but the loss of the Burma Road forced the Americans to fly the needed matériel over the Himalayas, known as “the Hump.”
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U.S. Army general Joseph W. Stilwell, shown here in 1942, commanded U.S. forces in the China-Burma-India Theater and was chief of staff of the Guomindang (Nationalist) Chinese Army during the early part of World War II. Blunt and acerbic in manner, Stilwell was nonetheless a capable commander. His sharp criticism of Guomindang leader Jiang Jieshi (Chiang Kai-shek) led to his removal in October 1944. (Library of Congress)



Stilwell’s belief that China’s best hope for recapturing its territory from the Japanese was through the employment of Western-trained and -equipped Chinese Army forces brought him into direct conflict both with Jiang and Major General Claire Chennault, former commander of the American Volunteer Group (“Flying Tigers”). As commander of the China Air Task Force and later the Fourteenth Army Air Force and as a firm proponent of airpower, Chennault believed that his air force was capable of defeating the Japanese without the assistance of significant ground forces and argued that he should receive the bulk of supplies coming over the Himalayas. Jiang, worried that any forces employed against the Japanese would not be available for his anticipated postwar conflict with the Chinese communists, supported Chennault’s position.

Tensions between Stilwell, Chennault, and Jiang steadily mounted. Despite the demonstration of the potential of Chinese forces against the Japanese and gains in Burma, demonstrated by the capture of Myitkyina in August 1944, Stilwell was unable to convince Jiang to reform his army. When President Franklin D. Roosevelt urged Jiang to place Stilwell, promoted to temporary general in August 1944, in command of all Chinese forces, Jiang refused and then demanded Stilwell’s relief. Unwilling to alienate Jiang, Roosevelt replaced Stilwell with Lieutenant General Daniel I. Sultan on October 18, 1944.

Following his relief, Stilwell received command of the Tenth Army on Okinawa in June 1945, slated for the planned invasion of Japan. After Japan’s surrender and the inactivation of the Tenth Army, he returned to the United States and took command of the Sixth Army in January 1946. Suffering from undiagnosed and advanced stomach cancer, Stilwell died at the Presidio, San Francisco, on October 12, 1946.

Highly opinionated and often acerbic, Stilwell was also intelligent and perceptive. He was also a fine strategist and a adaptable tactician who manifested great concern for the welfare of his men. Although Jiang did not heed Stilwell’s advice, the outcome of the civil war in China validated Stilwell’s observations.
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Stuart, James Earl Brown (1833–1864)

U.S. Army officer and Confederate Army officer during the American Civil War (1861–1865). James Earl Brown “Jeb” Stuart was born at the family farm of Laurel Hill in Patrick County, Virginia, on February 6, 1833. During 1848–1850 he attended Emory and Henry College but left to enter the U.S. Military Academy, West Point, from which he graduated in 1854. Commissioned in the Mounted Rifles, Stuart was assigned to Fort Davis, Texas. In 1853 he transferred to the 1st Cavalry Regiment. Stuart spent much of the next six years on frontier duty in Kansas and was promoted to first lieutenant in 1855.

In November 1859, Stuart was in Washington, D.C. While there, Colonel Robert E. Lee, who had been superintendent at West Point when Stuart was a cadet, requested and secured Stuart as his aide to accompany the colonel and a company of marines to Harpers Ferry to subdue the insurrection led by John Brown. Returning to Kansas, Stuart was promoted to captain in April 1861.

With the start of the Civil War and the secession of Virginia, Stuart resigned his U.S. Army commission on May 10, 1861, and accepted a commission as a lieutenant colonel in the Virginia infantry. He organized the 1st Virginia Cavalry Regiment and was commissioned a colonel in the Confederate Army on July 16. Stuart distinguished himself in the First Battle of Bull Run (July 21, 1861), leading a charge that helped ensure the Confederate victory. Receiving command of a brigade, he was promoted to brigadier general on September 24.

During the Peninsula Campaign (March–August 1862), Stuart was charged with determining whether the Union right flank was vulnerable to attack. Having accomplished this mission, rather than simply return to camp he rode with his 1,200 men entirely around the Union army, covering 150 miles and taking a number of prisoners, horses, and supplies and helping to unnerve already cautious Union commander Major General George B. McClellan. The ride made Stuart famous throughout the South.

Stuart commanded more men during the Seven Days’ Campaign (June 25–July 1, 1862) and took part in the pursuit of the withdrawing Union forces. He then participated in the Battle of Malvern Hill (July 1) but prematurely opened fire with an artillery piece that revealed his presence and may have cost the Confederates victory. This did not prevent his promotion to major general on July 25, whereupon he took command of all cavalry in the Army of Northern Virginia.

Stuart raided Union commander Major General John Pope’s headquarters at Catlett’s Station (August 22–23, 1862) and covered Major General Thomas J. “Stonewall” Jackson’s advance to Bristoe Station and Manassas and then aided him at the Battle of Groveton (August 28). Stuart then took part in the Confederate invasion of Maryland, culminating in the Battle of Antietam (September 17). During October 10–11, he led 1,800 men in a raid on Chambersburg, Pennsylvania, in an unsuccessful effort to destroy the iron bridge over Conococheague Creek, but his men did circumnavigate the Army of the Potomac for a second time. During the First Battle of Fredericksburg (December 13), Stuart commanded the artillery on the Confederate right.

In the winter of 1862–1863, Stuart’s men held the Confederate line south of the Rappahannock River and provided timely intelligence to Lee on the Union crossing that culminated in the Battle of Chancellorsville (May 1–4, 1863). During that battle Stuart’s men helped protect Jackson’s flanking movement against Union cavalry. When Jackson was wounded, Stuart took temporary command of his corps. Stuart and his men were, however, caught by surprise in a Union attack led by Major General Alfred Pleasanton that ended in the largest cavalry battle ever fought in North America, at Brandy Station (June 9).

Stuart played a controversial role in the Gettysburg Campaign (June–July 1863). Lee assigned Stuart the task of protecting the right flank of the Army of Northern Virginia in its movement north but gave him discretionary powers. A large Union concentration prevented Stuart from crossing the Potomac until June 27–28 and forced him farther east than he intended. This cut him off from Confederate forces under Lieutenant General Richard S. Ewell, but rather than trying to close with Ewell, Stuart proceeded north on his own. Stuart’s reputation for reliability led Lee to mistakenly assume the Union Army of the Potomac was still in its camps north of the Rappahannock and forced him to fight at Gettysburg (July 1–3). Stuart arrived only on the afternoon of July 2, incurring a rebuke from Lee.

Stuart’s cavalry provided invaluable information on Union movements during the Overland Campaign (May 4–June 12, 1864). Stuart was mortally wounded in Virginia during the Battle of Yellow Tavern on May 11, 1864, and died the next day.

While the flamboyant Stuart was known as the “Confederate cavalier,” he was an uncommonly able cavalry commander who excelled in reconnaissance and the employment of cavalry in support of offensive infantry operations.
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Student, Kurt (1890–1978)

German Army general and the father of airborne forces. Born at Birkholtz, Brandenburg, on May 12, 1890, Kurt Student was educated at the cadet school at Lichterfelde (1905–1908). He joined the German Army as an ensign in 1910 and was commissioned a lieutenant in 1911. Student volunteered for flying school and qualified as a pilot in 1913. On the outbreak of World War I, he was testing aircraft armament. From 1916 Student commanded a fighter squadron on the Western Front, where he was wounded in aerial combat.

Student continued in the army after the war and was posted to the Central Flying Office, where he worked with the illegal German air units training in Russia. He then reverted to the infantry during 1928–1933, where he was promoted to major and served as a battalion commander. Following Adolf Hitler’s accession to power, Student directed air training schools for the Aviation Ministry. Promoted to colonel in August 1933, he headed the test center for aviation equipment and organized Germany’s first airborne forces.

Promoted to Generalmajor (U.S. equiv. brigadier general) in 1938, Student was inspector of Airborne Forces. He then commanded the 7th Air Division of paratroops and glider-borne infantry. Thanks in part to his high standards and talent in picking capable subordinates, Student soon commanded some of the finest infantry in the world.

Student played a key role in Germany’s invasion of France and the Benelux (May 10, 1940), directing his elite forces in reducing key strongpoints, most notably Fortress Eben Emael in Belgium. Suffering a serious head wound while personally directing an assault at Rotterdam, he went on leave. With the defeat of France, Student urged an immediate assault on Britain, with establishment of an airhead in the Folkstone area before Britain could recover its balance, but Hitler believed that the British would recognize the inevitable and negotiate.

Student returned to duty in September, when he was promoted to Generalleutnant (U.S. equiv. major general). He took part in operations against Greece and then directed the successful airborne assault on Crete (May 1941). The heavy casualties in this operation (a consequence of Ultra intercepts by the British) convinced Hitler that the days of parachute troops were over. From that point, the German airborne forces were employed as elite infantry.

Student then planned and his airborne forces carried out the rescue of Benito Mussolini (September 12, 1943). As General der Infanterie (U.S. equiv. lieutenant general), Student commanded the First Parachute Army during the Allied invasion of Normandy (June 6, 1944), and as Generaloberst (colonel general, U.S. equiv. full general) he assisted in the defense of Holland during Operation MARKET-GARDEN (September 17–25, 1944). In November 1944 Student assumed command of Army Group H in defense of the Rhine. In late April 1945 he commanded Army Group Vistula. Taken prisoner by the British in Schleswig-Holstein, Student was charged and convicted of war crimes by a British court but was released in 1948. Student died in Lemgo in the Federal Republic of Germany on July 1, 1978.

Intelligent, resourceful, and aggressive, Student was a capable commander and a brilliant innovator who was chiefly responsible for the introduction of airborne warfare. His hopes of commanding large-scale airborne operations were never realized, however.
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Subotai (ca. 1172–ca. 1245)

Mongol general. Born about 1172, Subotai (Subutai, Subodei) was an ethnic Tuvan and the son of a blacksmith. Subotai entered the service of Genghis Khan at age 17. Of great ability, Subotai was soon a general. He held his first independent field command in the Mongol conquest of the Khwarezmian Empire (1218–1224). Subotai next invaded Armenia and defeated a large Georgian force assembled for the Fifth Crusade in 1222, then moved against Russia and wintered on the Black Sea (1222–1223). Outnumbered two to one, Subotai and fellow Mongol general Chépé Noyon defeated a Russian-Cuman force of 80,000 men under Prince Mstislav of Kiev in the Battle of the Kalka River (1223). Subotai then led the army back to Mongolia, although Chépé died en route in 1224.

Subotai probably participated in Genghis Khan’s final campaigns against Hsia and the Chin Empire (1226–1227). Subotai besieged and took the Chin imperial capital of Pien Liang (Kaifeng) during 1232–1233. He then conquered the remainder of the empire (1233–1234).

New Mongol ruler Ögedei Khan (1227–1241) ordered an invasion of Europe. Although the Mongol armies were under nominal command of Batu Khan, Subotai served as Batu’s military adviser and was de facto commander. After conquering the Russian principalities (winter of 1237–1238), Subotai spent the next two years solidifying his Russian conquests as a base of operations for the planned invasion of the west. He also dispatched spies into Central Europe prior to the offensive against Poland, Hungary, and Austria. Kaidu Khan, commanding the northern force, destroyed the Poles in the Battle of Leignitz (Legnica, April 9, 1241), while Güyük’s army was victorious in Transylvania. Meanwhile, Subotai commanded the majority of Mongol forces on the Hungarian plain. Having carefully prepared the battlefield, he drew Hungarian king Béla IV’s 100,000-man army into the Battle of the Sajó River (April 11, 1241), where the Mongols reportedly slew 40,000–70,000 Hungarians.

Subotai spent the summer of 1241 consolidating his conquests and preparing to invade Germany and Italy. Mongol troops were already advancing into northern Italy and toward Vienna when word arrived of the death of Ögedei Khan. According to Mongol law established by Genghis Khan, all princes of the blood were required to immediately return to Mongolia from wherever they might be in order to take part in the election of a new khan. Subotai, the khans, and their armies broke off the campaign and returned to Mongolia. Subotai died in Mongolia in 1245 or 1248.

One of history’s truly great generals who was never defeated in battle, Subotai was adroit in his careful gathering of military intelligence before launching an offensive. Flexible in his tactics, he emphasized light cavalry as his primary offensive arm, but he understood the importance of engineers in siege warfare and made frequent use of siege engines, even in open warfare. Unlike many generals of the day who led from the front, Subotai stayed well to the rear, where he could direct the battle from a vantage point by means of signal flags.
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Suffren de Saint-Tropez, Pierre André de (1729–1788)

French admiral. Born in the Château of Saint-Cannat (Bouches-du-Rhône) on July 17, 1729, Pierre André de Suffren de Saint-Tropez was the younger son of the Marquis de Saint-Tropez. Suffren entered the French Navy as a midshipman in October 1743 and took part in the naval campaigns of the War of the Austrian Succession (1740–1748), seeing action in the Battle of Toulon (February 11, 1744). He then saw service in the North American station and took part in the failed Cape Breton expedition (1746). Suffren was taken prisoner by the British during the Second Battle of Cape Finistere (October 15, 1747).

At the end of the war, Suffren entered the service of the Knights of Malta in 1748 but rejoined the French Navy for the Seven Years’ War (1756–1763) and served as a lieutenant. He took part in the Battle of Minorca (May 20, 1756) but was again taken prisoner in the Battle of Lagos (August 18, 1759). Suffren was promoted to commander in August 1767 and to captain in February 1772. During the American Revolutionary War (1775–1783), he served in North America as a captain of a ship under Admiral Charles Hector d’Estaing and distinguished himself in the attack on Newport, Rhode Island (August 5–11, 1778), and in the French capture of Grenada (July 6, 1779).

Following command of the ship of the line Zélé (74 guns) in the Atlantic in 1780, Suffren led a squadron of 5 warships that departed France for India in March 1781. His orders were to sail to the Cape of Good Hope and there aid the Dutch, then continue on to India to disrupt British shipping and support operations against the British on land. En route, he attacked a larger English force at anchor at Puerto Praya in the Cape Verde Islands (April 16), inflicting damage to the English ships sufficient to dissuade their commander from continuing on to strike the Dutch colony at the Cape of Good Hope. Suffren remained off the Cape of Good Hope for two months, then sailed to Mauritius (Îsle de France), where he joined with a squadron under Admiral Comte d’Orves (October), the combined fleet arriving in Indian waters in January 1782. Following the death of d’Orves on February 9, 1782, Suffren had command of 12 ships of the line.

Suffren engaged the English fleet under the command of Admiral Sir Edward Hughes in a series of battles off the Indian coast through the spring and summer of 1782: Sadras (February 17), Provedien (April 12), Negapatam (July 6), and Trincomalé (September 3). Although none were decisive victories for Suffren, his aggressive melee tactics kept his opponent on the defensive. Anticipating British admiral Horatio Nelson’s tactics, Suffren tried, and sometimes succeeded, in doubling the British battle lines, catching the enemy ships between two fires. His successes were all the more remarkable in that unlike his British counterpart, Suffren lacked convenient bases and had to contend with flagrant insubordination by some of his captains.

Suffren refitted at Sumatra during November–December 1782 and then returned to India in January 1783, where he attacked Hughes for a fourth time off Cuddalore, forcing the British to raise the siege of that place (June 20). With the end of the war, Suffren had little to do and returned to France in March 1784. Promoted to vice admiral, he received command of the Brest squadron during the war scare of 1787. Suffren died in Paris on December 8, 1788. He was not murdered, nor did he die from wounds in a duel as some stories have it. Rather, he died from a lingering illness.

Without doubt the greatest French admiral of the 18th century, Suffren was a bold and innovative commander who had a good sense of tactics and strategy.
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Suleiman I the Magnificent (1494–1566)

Ottoman sultan. Born in 1494 most probably in Istanbul, Suleiman was the son of Sultan Selim I. Suleiman succeeded his father as sultan in 1520. In May 1521 Suleiman led Ottoman forces in an invasion of South-Central Europe and captured Belgrade (Beograd) on August 29, which he made his principal base for further operations into Central Europe against both Hungary and Austria. Suleiman then turned his attention to the eastern Mediterranean, laying siege to and taking the island of Rhodes, held by the Knights of St. John (July 28–December 21, 1522).

After suppressing a mutiny among the Janissaries in Istanbul (January 1525), Suleiman invaded Hungary, defeating the Hungarians in the important Battle of Mohács (August 29, 1526) and occupying the city of Buda (September 10). He then established his control over most of Hungary. Suleiman returned to Istanbul but resumed the campaign three years later, this time against Austria. Suleiman’s forces reached Vienna (September 23, 1529), but unusually heavy rains precluded him from bringing up the heavy siege engines required to take the city, and with the onset of winter he abandoned the effort on October 15 after only three weeks.

Suleiman formed an alliance with French king François I against Holy Roman emperor Charles V. Thereafter Suleiman regularly campaigned against Charles, although occasionally he was distracted by war against the Persians. Campaigning in Mesopotamia, Suleiman captured Baghdad (December 1534). In additional campaigning against Persia, he destroyed the city of Tabriz (August 1535).

Following the Austrian invasion of Hungary in 1542, Suleiman undertook another campaign against that country in 1543, moving up the Danube and capturing Gran (Esztergom) in August and Stuhlweissenburg (Szekesfehérvár) in September. He then concluded peace with Emperor Charles V in 1544. Suleiman campaigned in Armenia (1545–1549), taking Van and Tabriz (1548). In his final effort against Persia, he invaded and ravaged much of Georgia and western Persia (1552–1555). Under the terms of peace with Persia in 1555, Suleiman added territory to his empire as far east as the Caspian Sea.
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Sultan Suleiman I, known as the Magnificent, ruled the Ottoman Empire from 1520 to 1566. The longest reigning Ottoman sultan, he was also arguably the most successful. At war during most of his reign, he greatly expanded Ottoman influence, although this proved short-lived. (Getty Images)



At the same time, thanks in large part to his capable naval commander, Khair ed-Din (Barbarossa), Suleiman established Ottoman dominance over the eastern Mediterranean, including the Aegean Islands. An Ottoman fleet also secured much of the western Mediterranean (1552–1555), and most of North Africa accepted Ottoman suzerainty. Ottoman fleets also raided Sicily and Minorca during 1558–1561.

Domestically, Suleiman accomplished a great deal. He reformed the administrative structure, improved education, codified and simplified the laws (leading to the appellation of Suleiman the Lawgiver), and carried out a major building program in Istanbul. In defiance of custom, he married the favorite in his harem, Roxanna, a former captive from Galicia. She managed to discredit his first son, later executed on Suleiman’s orders. Suleiman resumed warfare against Austria in 1566, planning to besiege Vienna. He most usually accompanied his armies in the field, and he died in the course of this campaign on September 5, 1566, near Saigetvár, Hungary.

Probably the greatest of Ottoman rulers and at war almost constantly throughout his 45-year reign, Suleiman greatly expanded Ottoman power. His rule saw the height of Ottoman influence, but decline set in soon thereafter.

Spencer C. Tucker

Further Reading

Bridge, Anthony. Suleiman the Magnificent: Scourge of Heaven. New York: F. Watts, 1983.

Clot, Andre. Suleiman the Magnificent. Translated by Matthew J. Reisz. London: Saqi Books, 1992.

Kunt, Metin, and Christine Woodhead. Suleyman the Magnificent and His Age: The Ottoman Empire in the Early Modern World. New York: Longman, 1995.

Sulla, Lucius Cornelius (138–78 BCE)

Roman general and dictator. Born in Rome in 138 BCE into an old but undistinguished patrician family, Lucius Sulla served under Consul Gaius Marius in the Jugurthine War (112–105). Jugurtha, king of Numidia in North Africa, had revolted against Rome. Sulla made his reputation by capturing Jugurtha in 105, incurring Marius’s jealousy.

Sulla then campaigned with Marius to defeat Celtic tribes that had invaded the northern Roman frontier and destroyed legionary forces sent against them. He and Marius triumphed against the Teutones at Aquae Sextiae (Aix-en-Provence) in 102 BCE and against the Cimbri at Vercellae in northern Italy (101). During the Social War (91–88), fought over the issue of whether citizenship should be extended to Rome’s Italian allies (socii), Sulla again fought under Marius in the main Roman army against the other Italian cities. Sulla successfully besieged Pompeii (89). The war ended when the Senate agreed to grant Roman citizenship to the non-Roman population of Italy.

A new threat now arose in the East under Mithradates IV, king of Pontus in northern Asia Minor, who overran the greater part of the Greek peninsula. Concerned that he might wrest all the East, Rome went to war against him (87 BCE). Marius sought the command, but the Senate trusted Sulla more and elected him consul. Marius’s supporter M. Sulpicius Rufus then sought to reverse the decision of the Senate and secure the post for Marius, but Sulla moved his six legions on Rome. Rufus was slain, and Marius fled to Africa.

Soon after Sulla had departed with his army for the East, however, Marius and his supporters marched on Rome and seized power, initiating mass executions of their political opponents (87–83 BCE). Sulla meanwhile defeated a larger Pontic army in the Battle of Chaeronea (86) and was also victorious at Orchomenus (85). Forcing Mithradates to terms, Sulla returned to Italy (83). Marius had died in 86, and his lieutenants were inept. Sulla then won a series of battles, the most important of them being the Battle of Colline Gate outside Rome (spring 82) against the Sammites, who sought to avenge their defeat in the Social War. After this bloody battle, Sulla allowed the execution of some 3,000 Sammite prisoners.

When Sulla took power in Rome, his supporters executed some 5,000 political opponents. Their confiscated estates went toward paying the 120,000 demobilized soldiers bonuses in cash and land. Sulla then set about trying to reform the state and strengthen it against others, such as himself, who might try to seize power. He secured appointment to the ancient emergency office of dictator in 81 BCE and, in a precedent for emperors, waived its six-month term limit. Sulla then limited the duration of overseas commands, banned recurrent consulships, tightened treason laws, and stripped the tribunes of much of their authority. His concentration of powers in the hands of the Senate was doomed to fail, for that body was hopeless corrupt, and the army was now the dominant factor in Roman political life.

Weary of his duties and not aspiring to lifelong rule, Sulla abdicated in 79 BCE. In retirement he hunted, wrote, drank a great deal, and died on his estate of Pueoli (later Pozzuoli) in Campania in 78.

A brilliant tactician, Sulla was probably the most capable Roman general since Scipio Africanus.
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Sunzi (544?–496? BCE)

Chinese general and military theorist. Sunzi is an honorific name given to Sun Wu (Sun Tzu), meaning “Master Sun,” a sixth-century BCE general in the Chinese state of Qi. Little is known about the life of Sunzi. The earliest account of him is from the second century BCE. Apparently Sunzi was a member of the landless Chinese aristocracy who rose to be one of the major military commanders of King Wei of the state of Qi.

Sunzi’s book Bing Fa (Art of the Fighting Man, translated into English and published as The Art of War) is the only one of a half dozen Chinese military classics to have received wide study in the West. Although some scholars have questioned the book’s authenticity, most recognize it as China’s oldest and most profound military treatise. First translated from Chinese into French in the 18th century, Sunzi’s book reportedly influenced Napoleon Bonaparte. The book is also said to have had a major impact on Mao Zedong (Mao Tse-tung) in the 20th century. A good deal of the book’s appeal rests in the fact that it is a series of aphorisms rather than a long philosophical treatise. Sunzi emphasizes the need for effective intelligence, speed, surprise, deception, flexibility, and deception. He also stresses techniques that will bring victory over an opponent, and such principles can be applied to any field of human endeavor. Sunzi’s book has thus been used as a text in business schools.

A prominent Chinese general best known for his writings on military strategy, Sunzi has had great influence on Chinese, Asian, and Western military thought.
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Suvorov, Aleksandr Vasilievich, Prince of Italy (1729–1800)

Russian general. Born near Moscow on November 24, 1729, Aleksandr Vasilievich Suvorov was born into an important noble family. His father had been secretary to Czar Peter the Great and was also a lieutenant general. Suvorov enlisted as a private in the Life Guard Semeyonovsk Regiment at age 12 and was immediately granted leave to complete his schooling at home. He embarked on his military career at age 18 as a corporal. Suvorov was commissioned a lieutenant in the regular Russian Army in 1754 and a lieutenant colonel in 1758.

Suvorov first saw combat in Silesia against Prussian forces in July 1759 during the Seven Years’ War (1756–1763). He fought in the Battle of Kunersdorf (August 12, 1759) and was among the Russian troops entering Berlin (September 28, 1760). Promoted to colonel in September 1762, Suvorov took command of a regiment. In September 1769 he crushed the Bar Rebellion in Poland, which brought him promotion to major general in 1770. He took Cracow (Krákow, February 18, 1782) and its citadel (April 23).

Suvorov achieved his greatest renown in the Russo-Turkish War of 1768–1778. He won victories at Karasu and Küçük Kaynarca. Leading 3,000 Russians against 12,000 Ottomans, Suvorov captured Turtukai. His victory over Abher-Rezak Pasha’s much larger Turkish army in the Battle of Kozludji (June 19, 1774) established his military reputation. Recalled to Russia to deal with the peasant revolt led by Emelian Pugachev (1774–1775), Suvorov arrived after it was over.

Suvorov then married into the powerful Golitsyn family, although the match proved to be an unhappy one. Suvorov next commanded divisions in the Crimea and in the Caucasus. He was promoted to lieutenant general in 1780 and to general of infantry in 1783.

Suvorov again campaigned against Turkey in the Russo-Turkish War of 1787–1792, defending the Kinburn forts against two Turkish seaborne attacks (September and October 1787). He captured the Turkish fortress of Ochakov in the Crimea (December 17, 1788). Joining with Austrian general Friedrich Josias Graf Saxe-Coburg-Saalfeld, Suvorov defeated an army under Osman Pasha at Focsani (August 1, 1789). Suvorov then routed Yusuf Pasha’s army in the Battle of the Rimnic River (September 22, 1789), for which victory Suvorov was made the count of Rimniksy by Czarina Catherine II and a count of the Holy Roman Empire by Emperor Joseph II.

Suvorov’s forces stormed the Ottoman fortress of Izmail (December 22, 1790) but created controversy with the subsequent massacre of the majority of the defenders. Suvorov led Russian forces that suppressed a revolt in Poland led by Tadeusz Kościuszko (Thaddeus Kosciuszko) in 1794. Suvorov’s victories brought him promotion to field marshal in 1794, but the deaths of so many Poles at the hands of his troops also produced condemnation in the West. Nonetheless, Suvorov was greeted as a hero in Russia on his return to St. Petersburg in December 1795.

Paul III became czar on the death of Catherine in November 1796. Enamored of all things Prussian, he sought to remake the Russian Army along Prussian lines. Suvorov, who had just published his Nauka pobezhdat (The Science of Victory, 1797), could not restrain himself from criticizing the czar’s plans and was in consequence forced to retire from the army and was exiled to an estate at the village of Konchanskoe. After Czar Paul took Russia into the War of the Second Coalition against France, he called Suvorov from retirement in February 1799, entrusting him with command of Russian forces destined for Italy.

Commanding a combined Russian-Austrian army, Suvorov launched an attack on French forces under General Jean Moreau at Cassino on the Adda River (April 27, 1799) and then occupied Turin in May, in the process securing Lombardy and much of Piedmont. He then routed French forces commanded by General Etienne Macdonald on the Trebbla River (June 17–19). In his greatest victory of the campaign, in the Battle of Novi (August 15), Suvorov defeated French forces under Generals Jean Moreau and Barthélemy Joubert. For that victory Suvorov received the title “Count of Italy.”

Suvorov was planning to invade southern France when he was ordered to leave the Austrian forces in Italy and proceed to Switzerland to link up with a Russian corps under General Alexander Rimsky-Korsakov. Suvorov led his 20,000 men in a crossing of the Alps against French forces four times larger than his own in number but was soon blocked by French general André Masséna, who had just defeated Rimsky-Korsakov at Zurich. Although he was heavily outnumbered, Suvorov managed to extract his forces from Messéna’s planned encirclement, joining with Rimsky-Korsakov in Austria (October). Three-quarters of Suvorov’s forces survived what was correctly regarded as the epic retreat through the Alps. For his accomplishment Suvorov was awarded the highest Russian military rank, that of generalissimo.

Czar Paul was, however, angered to learn that Suvorov had revoked certain of his Prussian military reforms. When Suvorov returned to St. Petersburg on April 20, 1800, he learned that he was prohibited from entering the capital by daylight and was forbidden access to the imperial palace. In poor health and shaken by this disgrace, Suvorov died at his estate of Kobrin, near St. Petersburg, a month later on May 18, 1800. Czar Paul refused to allow Russian newspapers to publish an obituary notice. Suvorov’s military reputation was restored following Paul’s death in 1801.

Cunning, bold, and aggressive, Suvorov was popular with his men, for he pushed himself as hard as he pushed them. He is regarded as one of Russia’s greatest generals.

Spencer C. Tucker
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Swinton, Sir Ernest Dunlop (1868–1951)

British Army general. Born in Bangalor, Mysore, India, on October 21, 1868, Ernest Dunlop Swinton was educated at several schools, including Rugby. He attended the Royal Military Academy at Woolwich, England, for two years, graduating with a commission in the Royal Engineers in 1888. Swinton served in India (1889–1902) and in the South African War (Second Boer War, 1899–1902), where he gained experience with bridges and railroads, skills he put to work as an instructor at Woolwich in 1910. Posted to the historical section of the Committee of Imperial Defence, Swinton helped write the British official history of the Russo-Japanese War (1904–1905).

At the start of World War I, Swinton was a lieutenant colonel serving as deputy director of the railway transport service when British secretary of state for war Field Marshal Horatio Kitchener sent him to France as a semiofficial war correspondent. Swinton wrote under the pen name “Eyewitness.” He returned to Britain to serve as acting secretary for the Dardanelles Committee of the cabinet. Swinton suggested to Maurice Hankey, secretary of the Dardanelles Committee, the conversion into fighting machines of the Holt caterpillar tractors used for repositioning artillery that he had seen in France. Hankey secured the support of First Lord of the Admiralty Winston S. Churchill, who formed the Landships Committee at the Admiralty in July 1915.

Swinton helped draw up specifications for the new fighting vehicle and thought of it in ambitious terms, believing that it could have a decisive impact on the battlefield. Rather than reveal the tanks prematurely, he wanted to build a large number and then employ them without preliminary bombardment. He also understood that their success would hinge on the tanks working in conjunction with artillery and infantry as combined-arms teams. Swinton could not, however, conceive of tanks operating independently and instead saw them as a supporting arm to the advancing infantry.

In February 1916, Swinton took command of the Tank Detachment in the United Kingdom. It was Swinton who used the term “tank” to identify the crates in which they were shipped to France. To the curious, the crates would be presumed to contain water tanks.

In the summer of 1916, desperate for anything that might tip the balance for victory in the Battle of the Somme (July 1–November 19, 1916), Field Marshal Sir Douglas Haig insisted on committing the few tanks available. Swinton opposed but could not block their premature deployment before there were sufficient numbers and the crews could be properly trained, and he was overruled and replaced.

Swinton made two official trips to the United States late in the war as part of a diplomatic and public relations mission. He retired from the army as a brevet colonel and a temporary major general in 1919, served briefly with the Air Ministry, and then accepted a directorship with the French Citroën company in 1922. Swinton was Chichele Professor of Military History at Oxford University during 1925–1939. He was also colonel commandant of the Royal Tank Corps during 1934–1938. Swinton died in Oxford on January 15, 1951.

The key figure in British tank development, Swinton lived to see the culmination of the tank’s potential on the modern battlefield.

John F. Votaw and Spencer C. Tucker
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Tamerlane (1336–1405)

Mongol ruler. Timur, of Turco/Mongol descent and the son of a Central Asian lord, was born near Kesh south of Samarkand in Transoxania (now Uzbekistan) on April 6, 1336, and became known as Tamerlane (Timur-e-leuk, Timur the Lame) for a leg injury suffered as a youth. Tamerlane belonged to a Mongol clan that had adopted Islam as its religion and Turkish as its language. He claimed his legitimacy to rule as a relative of Genghis Khan, which is probably untrue.

Tamerlane soon became involved in the struggle that occurred in the breakup of the Mongol Empire established by Genghis Khan. Establishing his military reputation by 1360, Tamerlane joined with his brother-in-law, Emir Husayn, to secure all Transoxania (1364–1370). With the assassination of Husayn in 1369, Tamerlane assumed sole rule.

Tamerlane next campaigned against and defeated the rulers of Khwarizm and Jatah (today Tajikistan) during 1370–1380. He then invaded and conquered all of eastern Persia, including Khorasan (1383–1385). Tamerlane then returned to defeat an invasion from Russia (1385–1386) led by his former lieutenant Toktamish, whom Tamerlane had helped become ruler of the Blue Horde and then the Golden Horde, consisting of most of the Russian principalities. Tamarlane took the remainder of Persia, including the territory of present-day Armenia, Azerbaijan, and Mesopotamia, during 1386–1387. Toktamish invaded again and was again defeated (1388 and 1389), on the last occasion in the Battle of Syr Dar’ya (November or December 1389).
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Mongol ruler Timur, known in the West as “Tamerlane” (“Tamer the Lame,” for an injury suffered while a youth), was a masterful military commander who, like his forerunner Genghis Khan, led highly successful campaigns to conquer central and western Asia and defeat the Ottoman Empire. (Hulton Archive/Getty Images)



Tamerlane invaded Russia in 1390 and crushed Toktamish in the Battle of the Kondurch Rivere (June 18, 1391) but was forced to return to Persia to crush a revolt there (1392). Tamerlane then reconquered Armenia, Azerbaijan, Fars, and Iraq. He next took Mesopotamia and Georgia in 1395. Tamerlane then defeated yet another invasion by Toktamish (1395), winning the Battle of Terek (April 15). In retaliation, Tamerlane invaded and ravaged most of southern Russia and Ukraine, reaching to Moscow (1396). He returned to Persia to crush revolts (1396–1397) and then went on to invade India and defeat Mahmud Tughluk’s army at Panipat (December 17, 1398). Taking Delhi, Tamerlane’s men killed tens of thousands of people and virtually destroyed the city. Tamerlane then captured Meerut and withdrew back to the Punjab (March 1399).

Tamerlane next invaded Syria, defeating a Mamluk army in the Battle of Aleppo (October 30, 1400). He then sacked both Aleppo and Damascus. Capturing Baghdad, he massacred its population for rebelling against him (1401). Invading Anatolia, he defeated the Ottoman Turk army of Sultan Bayazid I before Ankara (July 20, 1402) and then captured Smyrna (Izmir) and received tribute from the sultan of Egypt and Byzantine emperor John I. Tamerlane returned to Samarkand in 1404. He was preparing an invasion of China (which had driven out the Mongols in 1389) when he fell ill and died at Otrar, near Chimkent (now Shymkent, Kazakstan), on January 19, 1405.

A brilliant tactician and a master of highly mobile warfare, Tamerlane created a vast empire that encompassed much of Western and Central Asia. The empire was held together chiefly by fear, however, for Tamerlane lacked any sense of what constituted effective rule. He knew only reprisal, to include the destruction of cities and the slaughter of rebellious inhabitants. Ironically, Tamerlane was also known as a patron of the arts, especially architecture. After his death, his empire was divided among his sons and grandsons.

Spencer C. Tucker
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Taylor, Maxwell Davenport (1901–1987)

U.S. Army general. Born at Keytesville, Missouri, on August 26, 1901, Maxwell Davenport Taylor graduated fourth in his class and as first captain from the U.S. Military Academy, West Point, in 1922 and was commissioned in the engineers. He attended the Engineer School, Fort Belvoir, Virginia, before being transferred to the 3rd Engineers in Hawaii. In 1926 Taylor transferred to the field artillery. A talented linguist, he taught French and Spanish for five years at West Point; graduated from the Command and General Staff College, Fort Leavenworth, Kansas (1935); and was assigned to Tokyo as an assistant military attaché to learn Japanese. In late 1937 he was briefly assistant military attaché in Beijing.

During 1939–1940, Taylor attended the Army War College. He was then appointed to the staff of U.S. Army chief of staff General George C. Marshall and promoted to lieutenant colonel. In July 1942 Taylor became chief of staff of the 82nd Airborne Division as a colonel, and in December he was promoted to brigadier general as the divisional artillery commander.

Taylor joined the division in Sicily after the Allied invasion, and on September 7, 1943, he volunteered for a secret mission behind enemy lines to Rome to determine if an airborne operation there was feasible. Meeting with Italian officials, he decided that the Germans had secured the facilities necessary for such an operation to fail. On Taylor’s recommendation, the mission was scrapped. Taylor was then senior representative on the commission that convinced the new Italian government to declare war on Germany.

Taylor then returned to the 82nd Division. In March 1944 he took command in the United Kingdom of the 101st Airborne Division. Promoted to major general in March 1944, he parachuted with the division during the Normandy Invasion, behind Utah Beach, and was thus the first Allied general to arrive in France (night of June 5–6, 1944). Rotated back to Britain after more than a month of combat, Taylor and his division next participated in Operation MARKET-GARDEN (September 17–25). On September 17 his division seized Vechel, captured and held the Zon bridge, and then took St. Oedenrode and Eindhoven.

Taylor was subsequently wounded and was out of action for two weeks. He was in Washington, D.C., on temporary assignment when the Battle of the Ardennes (Battle of the Bulge, December 16, 1944–January 16, 1945) began, and so Brigadier General Anthony McAuliffe commanded the 101st Division when it was sent to defend Bastogne. Taylor rejoined his division on December 25 and fought with it in the remainder of the battle. The division then mopped up pockets of resistance in the Ruhr before resuming the advance east. At the end of the war in Europe, the 101st Airborne Division helped take Berchtesgaden.

In September 1945 Taylor became superintendent of West Point, where he initiated curriculum changes. Between 1949 and 1951, he headed the Berlin Command. In 1951 he was promoted to lieutenant general and became U.S. Army deputy chief of staff for operations and training. In February 1953 Taylor took command of the Eighth Army in Korea, at a time when an armistice was imminent, as a full general. He was then commanding general, Army Forces Far East, in 1954 and commander in chief, Far East Command, in 1955.

Taylor was army chief of staff during 1955–1959 but differed sharply with President Dwight D. Eisenhower’s strategy of massive retaliation. Taylor instead advocated greater emphasis on conventional forces and the ability to fight limited wars, what became known as flexible response. He emphasized thorough training, believing that it, unit cohesion, and high morale were the keys to success in battle. Retiring in 1959, Taylor expressed his views publicly in a book, The Uncertain Trumpet, that caught the attention of John F. Kennedy. In 1960 Taylor became president of the Lincoln Center for the Performing Arts.

President Kennedy brought Taylor from retirement to serve as his military adviser during 1961–1962. Taylor was chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff during 1962–1964. He opposed the commitment of U.S. ground troops to Vietnam but urged escalation of the war through the bombing of North Vietnam. During 1964–1965 Taylor was ambassador to the Republic of Vietnam (South Vietnam). For the remainder of his life he defended U.S. policies in Vietnam and blamed his country’s defeat on the media. Taylor was president of the Institute for Defense Analysis (1966–1969) and president of the Foreign Intelligence Advisory Board (1965–1970). He died in Washington, D.C., on April 19, 1987.

An able combat commander and both cerebral and forthright, Taylor did not hesitate to speak his mind about causes in which he believed. He was certainly one of the foremost American soldier-statesmen of the 20th century.

Uzal W. Ent and Spencer C. Tucker
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Tecumseh (ca. 1768–1813)

Shawnee chief and organizer of a Pan-Indian resistance movement. Tecumseh was born around March 1768 in a Shawnee village along the Scioto River in Ohio near present-day Piqua. His father was a war chief of the Kispoko band. At the time, the Shawnees were trying to resist white settlers flooding into the Ohio Territory, resulting in Lord Dunmore’s War (1774). When the American Revolutionary War began in 1775, the Shawnees sided with the British in an attempt to retain their land. Tecumseh’s people were forced to flee westward to the Mad River in 1777 and then farther west in 1780. These experiences instilled in Tecumseh a hatred for whites in general and for Americans in particular.

Beginning at age 16, Tecumseh participated in war parties raiding white settlements, but the advance by white settlers continued. In 1786 Kentucky militia burned Tecumseh’s village, forcing his people to flee to a new location on the Maumee River. Under the leadership of his older brother Cheeseekau, Tecumseh earned a reputation as a brave and skillful warrior. Cheeseekau was killed in 1792 in an attack on Nashville, and Tecumseh succeeded him as war chief of the Kispoko band.

Tecumseh supported a loose confederacy of tribes organized by Blue Jacket and Little Turtle in 1790. When American armies under Brigadier General Josiah Harmar and then Brigadier General Arthur St. Clair marched against the tribes in Ohio, Tecumseh was among those who ambushed and defeated them. He took part in the Battle of Fallen Timbers (August 20, 1794), in which Major General Anthony “Mad Anthony” Wayne decisively defeated Blue Jacket and broke the Pan-Indian confederacy.

Tecumseh refused to attend the signing of the Treaty of Greenville in 1795, in which Native Americans ceded most of Ohio to the United States. Instead, he led his followers into Indiana Territory to escape white influence. In 1797 the band settled near present-day Anderson, Indiana. Tecumseh joined his brother, the prophet Tenskwatawa, in calling for a return to traditional values and a rejection of white influences. In 1805 Tecumseh moved his band back to Ohio, settling at Greenville. Tecumseh and Tenskwatawa exerted growing influence among other tribes, and Tecumseh opposed American expansionism and advocated the establishment of an Indian confederacy to prevent further white encroachment.

Although Tecumseh was careful to give no pretext for attacks by whites, he realized that he was in danger in Ohio. To avoid possible conflict before he was ready, he moved his band back to Indiana in the spring of 1808. They settled along the Wabash River, just below the mouth of the Tippecanoe River.

In 1809 Indiana territorial governor William Henry Harrison secured the cession of 3 million acres from tribes in Indiana in the Treaty of Fort Wayne. The outraged Tecumseh demanded that these land cessions halt, believing that the land belonged to all tribes and that none could be sold or given away without the consent of all. Realizing that only strength could stop American settlements, Tecumseh traveled widely to recruit for his confederacy. Although many favored his message, only the nativist Red Stick faction of the Creeks was willing to commit to joining him.

While Tecumseh was away in 1811, Harrison brought an American army to attack Tecumseh’s village on the Wabash. Tenskwatawa launched an unsuccessful surprise attack on Harrison but was decisively defeated in the Battle of Tippecanoe (November 7, 1811). This defeat diminished Tecumseh’s power and following.

Tecumseh now turned to the British. With the beginning of the War of 1812, he led a band of followers into Canada to fight with the British. He is said to have been commissioned a brigadier general in the British Army, the only Indian to be so recognized. Tecumseh led his band into Michigan and destroyed an American supply column in an ambush (August 5, 1812). He continued to harass American forces around Detroit, helping to force U.S. Army brigadier general William Hull to withdraw from Canada and then joining British commander Major General Isaac Brock in convincing Hull to surrender Detroit (August 16).

The British victory over Hull caused large numbers of warriors to join Tecumseh. Brock then led a combined British and Indian force against Ohio. They fought a series of battles against American columns under Harrison, who sought to recapture Detroit. Tecumseh was in Indiana in January 1813 when an American force was destroyed on the Raisin River, with a massacre of the wounded. He returned in time to join Brigadier General Henry Procter in the Siege of Fort Meigs (April 28–May 9). Tecumseh’s warriors destroyed an American relief column (May 5) before the allies gave up the siege. A second attempt to capture Fort Meigs in July also failed, and many of the warriors began to lose confidence in the British.

When Procter retreated to Canada after the American victory in the Battle of Lake Erie, Tecumseh was outraged. Nevertheless, he and a small group of warriors joined the British in their retreat eastward from Fort Malden. To pacify Tecumseh, Procter agreed to make a stand on the Thames River (October 5, 1813). Tecumseh was killed in the battle. After Tecumseh’s death and the British defeat, the Native Americans lost heart and dispersed.

Intelligent, resourceful, and brave, Tecumseh was a superb military commander and diplomat. Highly respected by his followers and foes, he was one of the outstanding figures of the War of 1812 and made possible the early British victories.

Tim Watts
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Tedder, Sir Arthur Williams (1890–1967)

British Royal Air Force (RAF) marshal. Born at Glenguin, Scotland, on July 11, 1890, Arthur Williams Tedder graduated from Magdalene College, Cambridge. Commissioned in the British Army in 1913, Tedder served in France at the beginning of World War I but was posted to the Royal Flying Corps in 1916. He rose to command 70 Squadron and accepted a commission in the RAF in 1919.

From 1929 to 1931, Tedder was assistant commandant of the RAF Staff College. He then held administrative positions at the Air Armament School and the Air Ministry. Tedder headed up training during 1934–1936 and then commanded in the Far East. He returned to Britain to become director of research in the Air Ministry in 1938.

In the summer of 1940, Tedder was transferred to North Africa as deputy air commander. In June 1941 he became air commander in chief of the Middle East Air Force, directing air operations against the Axis in North Africa. Tedder constantly struggled with a shortage of air assets. A forceful advocate of airpower, along with his subordinate Arthur Coningham, Tedder worked to combine and coordinate RAF activities with ground forces in innovative ways. In February 1943 as commander in chief of Allied air assets in the Mediterranean, he was overall air commander for the 1943 Tunisia and Sicily campaigns.

In late 1943 Tedder, as deputy supreme commander, used the experience gained in these operations to help plan air support for the Normandy Invasion, earning high praise from General Dwight D. Eisenhower. Tedder developed a detailed plan to use airpower to disrupt German communications and supply lines prior to the actual landings. In November 1944 he replaced Air Chief Marshal Trafford Leigh-Mallory as commander of tactical air forces.

At the end of the war in Europe, Tedder signed the surrender agreement with Germany on behalf of Eisenhower. When Tedder returned to Britain, he was promoted to air marshal. In January 1946 he was made a baron and appointed chief of the air staff, a post he held until his retirement in 1950. During 1954–1960 Tedder was chairman of the Standard Motor Company. He published his memoirs, With Prejudice, in 1967. Tedder died in Surrey on June 3, 1967.

An excellent strategist and administrator, Tedder was also a methodical planner who played an important role in the Allied victory in Europe in World War II.

Harold Lee Wise
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Tegetthoff, Wilhelm Friedrich von (1827–1871)

Habsburg admiral. Born in Marburg (today Maribor) on November 23, 1827, Wilhelm Friedrich von Tegetthoff chose a naval career at age 13. His family had a long tradition of service in the Habsburg military. Tegetthoff graduated from the naval academy in Venice as an officer cadet in 1845. His baptism of fire came when Venice rebelled against Habsburg rule in 1848. Tegetthoff assumed his first command, the steamer Taurus, in 1854.

On a minor mission during the Crimean War (1853–1856), Tegetthoff performed effectively enough to come to the attention of Archduke Maximilian, who became his patron. Tegetthoff then worked briefly in the Admiralty and drafted several important reform statutes. After accompanying Maximilian to Brazil in 1859, Tegetthoff became the captain of a frigate in 1860 and then took command of a ship of the line in 1861.

Tegetthoff commanded an Austro-Prussian naval squadron during the war over Schleswig-Holstein (1864). His first major success came in the Battle of Helgoland (May 9), when he engaged a numerically superior Danish force at close quarters and, although the battle was indecisive, ultimately compelled the Danes to lift their blockade of Hamburg.

Two years later Tegetthoff won his greatest success, an undisputed victory against an Italian squadron in the Battle of Lissa (July 19–20, 1866) during the war that pitted Austria against Prussia and Italy. Once again the Habsburg Navy faced a superior foe. Two of Tegetthoff’s largest ships, the Archduke Ferdinand Max and Habsburg, were armored only in anchor chains and railroad track. Tegetthoff resolved to attack nevertheless. He planned to engage the Italians at close quarters and use his biggest ships as rams. Tegetthoff executed this plan flawlessly, aided by Italian mistakes.

Naval success was countered by defeat on land, however, and the Habsburgs lost most of their maritime possessions. Tegetthoff, now a vice admiral, embarked on a study tour. After escorting the corpse of Maximilian, his patron and erstwhile emperor of Mexico, back to Vienna, Tegetthoff was promoted to full admiral. He then served as commandant and inspector general of the navy from 1868, outlining a program to rebuild the navy that, however, was thwarted by a lack of funds. Tegetthoff died unexpectedly in Vienna from a lung infection on April 7, 1871.

Tegetthoff, the renewer of the Habsburg Navy and the greatest admiral of the 19th century after Horatio Nelson, is remembered as a hero in the annals of the Habsburg Empire.

Timothy C. Dowling
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Themistocles (ca. 525–460 BCE)

Athenian military and political leader. Themistocles was born in 525 or 524 BCE into a wealthy family in Athens. He grew up to be both outspoken and practical. A champion of the recently established Athenian democracy, Themistocles also saw clearly that King Darius I of Persia intended to conquer European Greece.

Elected archon in 493 BCE on the platform of a hard line toward Persia, Themistocles began the fortification of the Piraeus coastal district and its transformation into a naval and commercial harbor. He sought to make its defenses sufficiently strong so that it could be held by a very small garrison, releasing more men for the fleet. In 490 Themistocles participated with nine other Athenian generals in the Battle of Marathon and was in the thick of this fight that defeated the first Persian attack on Greece.

Unlike many of his countrymen, Themistocles was certain that Persia would again invade Greece and with an even more powerful force. When workers at the state-owned silver mines discovered an unusually rich vein at Laurium in Attica in 482 BCE, Themistocles persuaded Athenians to spend this money on the navy, increasing the fleet from some 50 triremes to 200.
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Marble bust of Themistocles in the Vatican Museum, Rome. An Athenian statesman and admiral, Themistocles rebuilt the Athenian Navy and used it effectively to win the Battle of Salamis in 480 BCE and prevent Greece from falling under the control of the Persian Empire. (Werner Forman/Corbis)



When King Xerxes I of Persia did invade in 480 BCE, Themistocles devised the naval strategy and led a combined Greek fleet against the Persians in battles at Artemisium and Salamis. In the decisive engagement at Salamis (September 480), the Athenian fleet made up about half of the combined Greek navy that crippled a larger Persian force after Themistocles tricked King Xerxes into attacking the Greeks in narrow waters advantageous to the Greeks. Themistocles thus not only had made it possible for the Greeks to avoid Persian domination, but he also laid the basis for the Athenian naval empire that would dominate the Aegean for decades to come.


THEMISTOCLES




With the arrival of the Persians, most Athenians, including the leadership, fled to the island of Salamis, protected by the Athenian and allied Greek fleet. The Persian admirals did not wish to fight the Greek ships in the narrow waters of the Salamis Channel, and Xerxes sought a battle in the open waters of the Saronic Gulf (Gulf of Aegina), where his superior numbers could come into play. Greek leader Themistocles sought a battle in the Bay of Salamis, believing that a fight in close conditions would be to the advantage of his better-disciplined crews.

With the likely possibility that the ships from the Peloponnese would abandon the coalition, Themistocles resorted to a stratagem that would undoubtedly have cost him his life had it failed. He sent a trusted slave to the Persians with a letter informing Xerxes that he, Themistocles, had changed sides. The Greeks, he wrote, were bitterly divided and would offer little resistance; indeed, pro-Persian factions would fight the remainder. Themistocles also claimed that elements of the fleet intended to sail away during the next night and link up with Greek land forces defending the Peloponnese. The Persians could prevent this only by not letting the Greeks escape.

The letter contained much truth. It did not tell Xerxes what Themistocles wanted him to do: to engage the Greek ships in the narrows. Xerxes, however, took the bait. He ordered his ships to block all possible Greek escape routes while the main Persian fleet came into position that night. The Persians held their stations all night waiting for the Greek breakout. When that did not occur, as Themistocles anticipated Xerxes ordered an attack. Although badly outnumbered, the Greeks won the ensuing battle, thanks to superior tactics and seamanship. The Persians, according to one account, lost some 200 ships, the defenders only 40. The next day the remaining Persian ships departed for the Hellespont (Dardanelles).



Despite these accomplishments, Themistocles soon found himself in political difficulty. More conservative Athenian leaders such as Aristeides and Cimon urged a naval offensive against Persia and advocated friendly relations with Sparta, while Themistocles urged rapprochement with Persia and took an aggressive stance toward the Spartans. Accused of collaboration with the Persians, he was ostracized from Athens in 471 BCE. Themistocles eventually took up residence in Asia Minor, where Xerxes’ successor, Artaxerxes I, made him governor of Magnesia. Themistocles died there in circa 460 BCE.
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Theodoric I (ca. 456–526)

King of the Ostrogoths (East Goths) and later king of Italy. Born in Pannonia (today’s western Hungary and eastern Serbia) around 456, Theodoric (Flavius Theodoricus; in German, Dietrich the Great) was a son of King Theodemir, one of three Ostrogoth corulers, and Erelirva. As a young boy Theodoric was sent as a hostage to the court of Byzantine emperor Leo in Constantinople during 461–471. Returning home, Theodoric led an expedition that took Singidunum (Belgrade).

Following the death of his father in 474, Theodoric became involved in a protracted struggle to become king of the Ostrogoths. On the death of his rival and the murder of his successor, Theodoric became undisputed king in 484. Theodoric’s Ostrogothic kingdom consisted of the territory of today’s Yugoslavia and Bulgaria. Following a dispute with Byzantine emperor Zeno, Theodoric invaded Thrace during 485–486. He then came to an understanding with Zeno over Italy, where the usurper Odoacer had overthrown the western emperor in 476 and made himself king in 481 and was also seen as a threat to the Byzantine Empire. Zeno granted Theodoric the title of patrician of Italy, by which Theodoric controlled Italy under Zeno’s authority and promised to respect the rights of its Roman citizens.

Theodoric departed the Balkans with virtually the entire Ostrogoth population of some 150,000 people, including 40,000–50,000 soldiers. The Ostrogoths crossed the Julian Alps into Italy in 489. Theodoric then defeated Odoacer in the Battle of the Sontius (August 28) and the Battle of Verona (September 30). Receiving reinforcements from the south, Odoacer withdrew into the well-fortified city of Ravenna, but Theodoric besieged the city and finally forced Odoacer to come to terms (February 27, 493). The two men then agreed to share rule of Italy, but Theodoric then personally murdered Odoacer on March 15 and was acknowledged as king of Italy (493–526).

In theory only the viceroy for Zeno in Italy, in reality Theodoric ruled Italy and dealt with Zeno as an equal. Theodoric did, however, abide by the agreement he had made with Zeno whereby Roman citizens would be allowed the full exercise of Roman law. Much taken by Roman and Greek civilization, Theodoric preserved what he could of the classical heritage in Italy. His reign also saw a protracted period of peace in Italy.

Theodoric fought briefly with the Byzantine Empire and won a minor military victory in the Battle of the Margus (508) but soon opted for peace and expansion of Ostrogoth influence into Provence. Theodoric was allied with the Franks by marriage to Audofleda, sister of King Clovis I. Nonetheless, Clovis I’s desire to extend his rule over the Visigoths led to intermittent warfare during 506–523. For a time Theodoric was ruler over the declining Visigoth kingdom in Spain, acting as regent for the infant Visigoth king, his grandson Amalric (b. ca. 502). Although the Franks were able to secure Aquitaine in 507, Theodoric defeated their other invasions.

Wise and enlightened, Theodoric greatly admired classic Roman culture and was tolerant of other religions. When a mob burned the synagogues of Ravenna, Theodoric ordered that they be rebuilt at that city’s expense. An Arian Christian himself, Theodoric may have been planning a major persecution of Catholics in Italy in retaliation for persecutions of Arians by Byzantine emperor Justin I in Constantinople. In any case, Theodoric’s death at Ravenna on August 30, 526, prevented this from occurring.

Theodoric could be cruel, but he was also a wise ruler and was generally tolerant. He was certainly the greatest of the Romanized Barbarian rulers.
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Thomas, George Henry (1816–1870)

Union Army officer. Born in Southampton County, Virginia, on July 31, 1816, George Henry Thomas graduated from the U.S. Military Academy, West Point, in 1840. He served in the Second Seminole War (1835–1842) and the Mexican-American War (1846–1848) and saw action against the Comanches in the 1850s.

When the American Civil War began, Thomas remained loyal to the Union and was commissioned a brigadier general in August 1861. While commanding a division in Kentucky, he defeated a Confederate force in the Battle of Mill Springs (January 19, 1862). Thomas’s division was part of Major General Don Carlos Buell’s Army of the Ohio.

Thomas participated in the Shiloh Campaign, although the Battle of Shiloh (April 6–7, 1862) ended before Thomas and his division reached the battlefield. Following Shiloh, western theater commander Major General Henry W. Halleck reorganized Union forces so as to give Thomas command of what had been Major General Ulysses S. Grant’s army while Grant was sidelined in a meaningless second-in-command position. No significant action occurred during Halleck’s subsequent plodding advance toward Corinth, Mississippi. Thereafter, Thomas resumed his accustomed division command in the Army of the Ohio as that force moved east to restore the Memphis & Charleston Railroad. That fruitless effort came to an abrupt end, however.

When the campaign ended with Buell having done nothing to mitigate Washington’s frustration, it was not Thomas but rather Brigadier General William S. Rosecrans whom the authorities selected to replace the discredited Buell. Thomas continued in a subordinate role, commanding XIV Corps within what came to be called the Army of the Cumberland. He performed creditably at the Battle of Stone’s River (December 31, 1862–January 2, 1863).

Five months passed while the Army of the Cumberland remained idle, and Washington’s dissatisfaction now focused on Rosecrans. Thomas strongly supported his commander, insisting that the army should not move until all preparations were perfect, regardless of the broader strategic situation. When in June 1863 the army did move, Thomas performed well in the campaign that maneuvered Confederate forces under General Braxton Bragg almost completely out of Tennessee. In August Rosecrans resumed the advance, once again turning Bragg and forcing him back. The Confederates had received heavy reinforcements, and Bragg counterattacked at the Battle of Chickamauga (September 18–20, 1863). On the final day of the battle, Thomas had his finest hour. As the rest of the Union army broke under Confederate attack, Thomas, with his corps reinforced to about half the army’s total strength, continued to hold his position until nightfall, covering the rest of the army’s escape and becoming known as the “Rock of Chickamauga.”

After Chickamauga, Rosecrans allowed Bragg to besiege his army in Chattanooga. Washington responded by giving Grant overall command of Union forces west of the Appalachians. Grant sacked Rosecrans and elevated Thomas to command of the Army of the Cumberland. Grant reinforced the Army of the Cumberland with six divisions from the Armies of the Tennessee and the Potomac and then personally directed the combined force in drubbing Bragg in the Battle of Chattanooga (November 23–25, 1863). Although Thomas’s troops played a key role in the victory, he had committed them only reluctantly.

The following spring, with Grant’s promotion to general in chief, Major General William T. Sherman took over command of the army group for the advance from Chattanooga to Atlanta. Thomas continued to serve capably in command of the Army of the Cumberland. Following the fall of Atlanta (September 2, 1864), Sherman assigned Thomas to the defense of Tennessee, while Sherman took four corps on his November–December March to the Sea. Thomas’s army defeated the Confederates at the Battle of Nashville (December 15–16, 1864), and Thomas received promotion to major general for this success.

Following the Civil War, Thomas remained in the regular U.S. Army, commanding the Division of the Pacific beginning in 1869. He died, still holding the command, in San Francisco on March 28, 1870.

A steady, solid commander, Thomas was one of the most capable Union generals of the Civil War.

Steven E. Woodworth

Further Reading

Cleaves, Freeman. Rock of Chickamauga: The Life of General George H. Thomas. Norman: University of Oklahoma Press, 1948.

McKinney, Francis F. Education in Violence. Detroit: Wayne State University Press, 1961.

Woodworth, Steven E., ed. Grant’s Lieutenants: From Chattanooga to Appomattox. Lawrence: University Press of Kansas, 2008.

Thutmose III (ca. 1504–1425 BCE)

Pharaoh (ruler) of Egypt. Dates vary widely, but Thutmose III was born Menkheperre Thutmose (Thutmosis) around 1504 BCE near Thebes, the second son of a concubine of Thutmose II. Crowned pharaoh at age seven with his stepmother and future mother-in-law, Hatshepsut, Thutmose III was junior coregent for 22 years. During this time Egypt’s hold on the Levant and Nubia weakened. On Hatsheput’s death in 1479, Thutmose assumed direct rule. He was immediately faced with a revolt against Egypt by some 300 cities in the Levant led by Kadesh and Megiddo. Thutmose assembled an army of as many as 20,000 men and, in a swift campaign, marched into Palestine. Rejecting the advice of his generals, he attacked and defeated his enemies in the Battle of Megiddo (1479). He then took Megiddo after a siege of seven months.

During the next three decades, Thutmose mounted as many as 16 campaigns, establishing an empire that extended to the Euphrates River and bringing the Egyptian Empire to its greatest extent. He completed the subjugation of Palestine and Syria as well as part of the Hittite Empire in Asia Minor (modern-day Turkey). Thutmose also campaigned in northern Mesopotamia and up the Nile (south) into Nubia to the Fourth Cataract. He fully understood the value of sea power and created a fleet that controlled the eastern Mediterranean.

As a ruler, Thutmose showed himself to be a capable and effective administrator. He used the tribute and captives of his wars to rebuild the cities and temples of Egypt. Thutmose ensured the peace of his empire by taking to Egypt the children of the conquered kings as hostages. These he educated in Egypt to respect the pharaoh and then installed them as governors in their fathers’ cities. Thutmose’s rule and the first decades of his successors marked the zenith of Egyptian rule. Thutmose died in 1425 BCE near Thebes.

Thutmose III is widely regarded as one of the greatest, if not the greatest, of Egyptian pharaohs.
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Tiberius Claudius Nero Caesar (42 BCE–37 CE)

Roman emperor. Tiberius Claudius Nero Caesar was born in Rome on November 16, 42 BCE, to prominent aristocratic parents. His father and namesake had served in the Roman Army under Julius Caesar. When Tiberius was a boy, his mother Livia divorced her husband to marry Octavian, the future Emperor Augustus, in 38 BCE. In 20, Augustus sent Tiberius in command of an army against the Parthians in Armenia, where he was victorious. During more than two decades Tiberius commanded Roman armies with considerable distinction, especially in Illyrium (Yugoslavia) during 12–9 BCE and Pannonia (Hungary) during 6–9 CE but also in Germany during 9–7 BCE and 4–6 CE. Given the governorship of Transalpine Gaul during 19–18 BCE by Augustus, Tiberius was then sent with his brother Drucus to Germany in 15 to pacify tribes in the Black Forest area. Made consul in 13, Tiberius campaigned against the Pannonians during 12–9.

Following the death of Agrippa in 12 BCE, Augustus forced Tiberius to divorce his first wife and marry Agrippa’s widow, Augustus’s daughter Julia, in 11. This marriage was an entirely unhappy one. After the sudden death of his brother Drucus in 9, Tiberius campaigned in Germany during 8–7, pushing the Germanic tribes back toward the Elbe River. Julia’s scandalous behavior led him to secure Augustus’s permission to retire to the island of Rhodes during 6–5 BCE.

Tiberius returned to Rome in 1 CE. With the deaths of Agrippa’s sons and Augustus’s grandsons, Gaius and Lucius (2 and 4 CE, respectively), Augustus adopted Tiberius as his son, making him a likely successor in 4 CE. Tiberius returned to military service in 4 CE to fight first in Germany, where he won several inconclusive engagements (4–6 CE), and then in Pannonia (6–9 CE), where he won an important victory in the Battle of Bathinus (August 3, 6 CE), reestablishing Roman control in the Balkans. The destruction of three legions under Publius Quinctilius Varus in the Teutoburger Wald (Teutoburg Forest) in Germany in 9 CE, however, brought an end to Roman expansion.

During the last decade of Augustus’s life, Tiberius played an increasingly prominent role, receiving further recognition as the heir designate in 13 CE. He automatically became emperor on the death of Augustus in 14 CE. Tiberius relied heavily on his highly popular adopted son Germanicus and his own son Drasus to assist him, most notably in suppressing mutinies that broke out in the legions in Germany and Pannonia. Germanicus fought three campaigns in Germany during 14–16 CE. Transferred to the east, this appointment ended in his death in 19 CE, resulting in the recall of Piso, the governor of Syria, who was charged with his murder and committed suicide. Drasus died in 23 CE. The preferred succession was then with Nero Caesar and Drasus Caesar, the young sons of Germanicus and Agrippina.

Weary of the increasing acrimonious atmosphere in Rome, Tiberius retired to the island of Capreae (Capri), leaving affairs in Rome itself largely in the hands of powerful general Sejanus, commander of the Praetorian Guard, which had previously been scattered but that Sejanus now concentrated in Rome itself. Sejanus arrested Agrippina and her two sons Nero Caesar and Drasus Caesar in 29–30 CE, thereafter forcing them to commit suicide or having them murdered. Tiberius secretly transferred command of the Praetorian Guard to Macroj and had Sejanus arrested. Brought before the Senate, Sejanus was condemned to death in 31 CE.

Tiberius died at Misenum near Naples on March 16, 37 CE. Caligula, the third and surviving son of his nephew Germanicus, whom Tiberius had taken to live with him, succeeded him.

Hardworking, industrious, and an exceptionally able general and administrator, Tiberius strengthened the borders of the empire in Germany, in the Balkans, and in the east, solidifying the work begun by his stepfather.
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Tiglath-Pileser III (?–727 BCE)

King of Assyria. The date and place of the birth of Tiglath-Pileser III (Tilglath-Pilneser, Tukultī-Apil-Ešarra) are unknown. He may have been a younger son of King Adad-Mirari III but more probably was a military commander who seized the throne following a protracted period of unrest and decline. Shortly after becoming king in 745 BCE, Tiglath-Pileser embarked on the first of many military campaigns. A major military reformer, he discarded the former militia system of military service in favor of a strong standing army based on spearmen, horse archers, and chariots. Tiglath-Pileser also centralized authority, transferring to the monarch powers that formerly had been vested in the provincial governors.

Tiglath-Pileser first subdued the peoples of Syria who had become restless under Assyrian rule and then established firm control over Media (central Iran). He next turned north and in the region of present-day Armenia defeated forces under King Sardur of Urartu, who had extended his control into northern Mesopotamia and Syria. Tiglath-Pileser then invaded and overran Urartu itself, taking Arpad (near Aziz) after a prolonged three-year siege. When Arpad subsequently revolted against Assyrian rule, he recaptured it in 740 BCE.

Moving west, Tiglath-Pileser next campaigned against and defeated Azariah (Uzziah), king of Judah, in 739 BCE. Tiglath-Pileser then turned north again, retaking Media (737) and Urartu (735). He then conquered Phoenicia and Philistia along the Mediterranean coast and took Damascus (734–733), going on to occupy most of the territory of present-day Israel. Tyre also became an Assyrian tributary state in 732. Tiglath-Pileser then invaded Babylonia in 731 and, following two years of campaigning, captured the city of Babylon itself (729), establishing Assyrian control and taking the title of king of Babylon under the name of Pulu.

Typically for Assyrian kings, Tilgeth-Pileser spent virtually his entire reign campaigning. Assyrian rule was so harsh and arbitrary that the territories of the empire rebelled periodically and had to be reconquered. Prisoners were usually beheaded or impaled, and the conquered peoples were uprooted and transported to another part of the empire.

Having set up the second Assyrian Empire, Tiglath-Pileser built a grand palace at Nineveh, where he died in 727 BCE. He was succeeded by his son Ulylaya, who took the throne name of Shalmaneser V.

Tiglath-Pileser III’s rule saw a considerable expansion of Assyrian power in the Near East. A highly effective general and an indefatigable ruler, he created the second Assyrian Empire and brought it to its greatest extent.
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Tilly, Johan Tserclaes, Count of (1559–1632)

Commander of the Catholic League in the Thirty Years’ War (1618–1648). Born at Castle Tilly near Genappe (now Nivelle) in Brabant in the Spanish Netherlands in February 1559, Johan Tserclaes was a devout Catholic who was educated by the Jesuits. He joined the Spanish Army of Flanders commanded by the Duke of Parma as a cadet (ca. 1574) and is known to have taken part in the long siege and capture of Antwerp (July 1584–August 17, 1585).

Tilly served as governor of Dun (on the Meuse River) and Villafranche in Lorraine during 1591–1594. He then resigned from Spanish service to join the Austrian Army to fight the Turks in Hungary (1600–1608) and was promoted by the Austrians to colonel in 1602, general of artillery in 1604, and field marshal in 1605.

Leaving Austrian service, Tilly entered that of the leading Catholic prince Duke Maximilian of Bavaria and assumed command of the army of the Catholic League that he created in 1610. Following the outbreak of fighting in the Thirty Years’ War, Tilly led his 25,000-man army into the Kingdom of Bohemia in June 1620 and was victorious over the Protestant forces led by Christian of Anhalt-Bernberg in the Battle of White Mountain (November 8, 1620).

Defeated by Protestant forces under Ernst von Mansfeld at Mingolsheim (April 27, 1622), Tilly joined a Spanish army commanded by Gonzales de Córdoba to defeat Protestant troops under George Frederick of Baden-Durlach at Wimpfen (May 6) and then defeat Duke Christian of Brunswick’s army at Höchst (June 20), being rewarded with the title of count for the victory. Taking most of the palatinate, Tilly captured Heidelberg after an 1l-week siege (September 19), then defeated Christian again in the Battle of Stadtlohn (August 6, 1623).

In the Danish period of the war (1625–1629), Tilly met Danish forces under King Christian IV, who had entered the fray as the Protestant champion. In the Battle of Lutter am Barenberge in Brunswick (August 27, 1626), Tilly won his greatest victory, routing Christian IV. Tilly was wounded in the battle, and Albrecht Wenzel von Wallenstein led the subsequent imperial advance to the Baltic and the invasion and conquest of much of the Danish peninsula, forcing Christian to agree to peace at Lübeck on June 7, 1629, in the high point of the war for the Catholic side.

With the dismissal of Wallenstein in August 1630, Tilly was supreme commander of the imperial forces at the beginning of the Swedish period of the war (1630–1634). His army captured the Great Protestant stronghold of Magdeburg following a prolonged siege during November 1630–May 20, 1631, but the subsequent sack and slaughter of its inhabitants damaged his reputation and also rallied the Protestant princes around the Swedish king. Tilly met defeat at the hands of King Gustavus Adolphus in the great Battle of Breitenfeld (September 17, 1631), which restored Protestant fortunes. Tilly then withdrew into Bavaria as the Swedes overran much of central Germany, forcing the recall of Wallenstein in April 1632. During the Swedish advance into Bavaria in April, Tilly was mortally wounded when the Swedes crossed the Lech River on a bridge of boats and attacked Tilly’s camp (April 15–16). Tilly died in Ingolstadt in Bavaria on April 30, 1632.

A capable military commander and certainly one of the best generals of the Thirty Years’ War, Tilly was a sincere Catholic who treated his men well and was known to them as the “Monk in Armor.” His old Spanish tactics, however, fell prey to the new Swedish way of war.
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Timoshenko, Semyon Konstantinovich (1895–1970)

Marshal of the Soviet Union. Born in the village of Furmanka, near Odessa, in Ukraine on February 18, 1895, Semyon Konstantinovich Timoshenko was drafted into the Russian Army in 1915 during World War I. He served as a machine gunner and was decorated. Timoshenko, then a noncommissioned officer, was jailed for striking an officer in 1917 but was freed by the Russian Revolution of March 1917. Timoshenko joined the Red Army in April 1918 and earned his military reputation in the Russian Civil War (1917–1922), fighting at Tsaritsyn (later Stalingrad), near Warsaw, and in the Crimea. A man of great personal courage, Timoshenko also developed a friendship with Joseph Stalin, to whom he remained intensely loyal.

Virtually illiterate until he began his military schooling, Timoshenko graduated from the Frunze Military Academy in 1922, from cavalry schools, and from the Lenin Political Academy in 1930. He then held a succession of military commands before being appointed deputy commander of the Byelorussia Military District in August 1933. Timoshenko next headed the Northern Caucasus, Kharkov, and Kiev District commands. Timoshenko’s close association with Stalin enabled him to escape persecution in the Great Purges, and his career certainly benefitted from the execution of thousands of fellow officers.

A member of the Supreme Soviet on its creation in 1937, Timoshenko retained this position for life. He commanded the Ukrainian front in the Soviet occupation of eastern Poland in September 1939, following the agreement between the Soviet Union and Nazi Germany to partition that country between them. When Soviet forces performed poorly in the Finnish-Soviet War (1939–1940), Stalin appointed Timoshenko to command there on January 7, 1940.

Promoted to marshal on May 7, 1940, the next day Timoshenko succeeded Kliment Voroshilov as defense commissar. Rough and blunt, Timoshenko was in many ways unsuited for high command. He worked to rebuild the Red Army, although he slavishly followed Stalin’s guidelines. As such, Timoshenko must bear, along with Stalin, responsibility for the military debacle that followed the German invasion of the Soviet Union on June 22, 1941. Initially, Timoshenko refused authorization for Soviet commanders to return fire against the Germans. Yielding the post of defense commissar to Stalin on July 21, Timoshenko became commander in chief of the Western Front, where he had some success in delaying the German advance.

Transferred to command the Southwestern Front in September 1941, Timoshenko was unable to prevent the German breakthrough to the Crimea and the disaster of the Kiev encirclement, which could also be blamed on Stalin’s refusal to allow withdrawal. Transferred to the Finnish front during January–May 1942, Timoshenko was then back in the Ukraine, where his offensive at Kharkov failed (May 1942). During the remainder of the war he served in lesser assignments and, at one point or another, commanded operations on the northern Caucasus, the second and third Baltic, and the second, third, and fourth Ukrainian fronts.
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Marshal of the Soviet Union Semyon Timoshenko was a close associate of Soviet dictator Joseph Stalin. Rough and blunt, he bears considerable responsibility with Stalin for the early defeats sustained by the Red Army following the German invasion of June 1941. His subsequent record in the war was undistinguished. (Corbis)



After the war Timoshenko commanded the South Ural Military District (1946–1949) and the Byelorussian Military District (1946 and 1949–1960). He died in Moscow on March 31, 1970.

Although Timoshenko enjoyed success in the Winter War against Finland, his record as a commander against the Germans was at best mixed.
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Tipu Sultan (ca. 1750–1799)

Indian ruler, known as Tipu Sultan and the Tiger of Mysore. Born at Devanahalli (near present-day Bangalore) in the Kingdom of Mysore in southern India, Tipu was the son of Hyder Ali, an officer in the Mysorean army. The date of Tipu’s birth is in dispute, but it was between 1749 and 1753 and may have been November 20, 1750. A Muslim in a predominantly Hindu state, Tipu was well educated and fluent in several languages. He received military training from the French, who were then supplying and training the Mysore Army. During Tipu’s childhood, Hyder Ali seized power in Mysore. Tipu then commanded a cavalry corps during the First Mysore War (1767–1769) with the Maratha Confederacy.

With the British having failed to support him in the First Mysore War as they had promised, Hyder Ali committed himself definitively to the French and forged an alliance with Maratha against the British, attacking in 1780 to begin the Second Mysore War (1780–1784). Tipu took a leading role, seizing Chittur from the British (December 1781) and then defeating and taking prisoner an entire British East India Company force of 1,800 men and 10 guns under Colonel Braithwaite at Annagudi, near Tanjore (February 18, 1782).

On the death of his father on December 2, 1782, Tipu assumed the position of sultan. With the withdrawal of French aid following the end of France’s war with Britain in America in the Treaty of Paris (September 3, 1783), Tipu concluded peace with the British in the Treaty of Mangalore (March 11, 1784), restoring the status quo ante bellum.

Tipu put down rebellions within his own territories, uprooting entire populations and confining them at his capital of Seringapatam. He then embarked on an expansionary policy against Mysore’s neighbors. An implacable enemy of the British, in 1789 Tipu invaded their protectorate of Travancore on the southwest coast of India, touching off the Third Mysore War (1789–1792). France, embroiled in revolution and thwarted by British command of the seas, was unable to provide significant assistance. One notable military advance championed by Tipu was the use of mass attacks with rocket brigades in the army, which however were insufficient to halt the disciplined British infantry and artillery.

Following several years of war, British governor-general Lord Charles Cornwallis invaded Mysore, took Bangalore (March 7–21, 1792), and drove Tipu into Seringapatam, which he laid siege to and captured (September 6–7, 1792). Tipu was forced into a humiliating peace in which Mysore lost half its territories to the profit of the Marathas, the Nizam of Hyderabad, and the Madras Presidency, all either allied with the British or under their control. The losses included the districts of Malabar, Salem, Bellary, and Anantapur and paved the way for British dominance in southern India.

Fearful of a possible advance by General Napoleon Bonaparte’s French Army of Egypt against India, British prime minister William Pitt the Younger called on governor-general in India Richard Wellesley, Lord Mornington, to end any vestiges of French influence on the subcontinent, bringing on the Fourth Mysore War (1798–1799). Assisted by allied Indian states, the British sent two armies, one from Madras and the other from Bombay, into French-allied Mysore. The British defeated Tipu at Sedaseer (March 5, 1799) and at Malvelly (March 27). Tipu then withdrew to Seringapatam, which was besieged by British forces under General George Harris. Tipu had 30,000 men; the British and their allies numbered some 50,000 and took the city by storm (May 4, 1799). Tipu died that same day fighting to defend the city.

A capable military commander, Tipu also had a savage streak, as shown in his treatment of Christians and of prisoners. While he did not win his people’s affection, he did secure their respect.
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Tirpitz, Alfred von (1849–1930)

German admiral, state secretary of the navy, and architect of the World War I German Navy. Born in Küstrin on March 19, 1849, Alfred von Tirpitz joined the navy in 1865 and was commissioned in 1869. Promoted to captain in 1888, during 1892–1896 he was chief of staff of the high command. He commanded cruisers in the Far East during 1896–1897. Promoted to Vizeadmiral (U.S. equiv. rear admiral) in 1895 and to Admiral (U.S. equiv. vice admiral) in 1903, Tirpitz became the Imperial Navy’s first and only grossadmiral (grand admiral, U.S. equiv. admiral of the fleet) in 1911.

In June 1897 Kaiser Wilhelm II named Tirpitz as state secretary of the Navy Office, a post he held until March 1916. Energetic, domineering, ruthless, and an adroit politician, Tirpitz agreed with the Kaiser that Germany should have the world’s largest navy but emphasized battleships rather than commerce-raiding vessels. Tirpitz saw to it that the navy came under the Kaiser’s personal control and that the Reichstag had no power over naval construction or organization.

In April 1898 a year after rejecting his predecessor’s modest building program, the Reichstag passed Tirpitz’s much more ambitious plans. His success largely resulted from his own extraordinary promotional abilities. For public consumption, Tirpitz said that Germany wanted only a fleet capable of keeping the North Sea and Baltic shipping lanes open in time of war and protecting overseas lines of communication. He also said that Germany wanted a fleet only large enough that a major naval power would not risk losing sufficient ships in an engagement with the German Navy that it would be vulnerable to another naval power. This became known as the risk theory.

Tirpitz’s risk theory was designed to mask his real intent of building a fleet strong enough to challenge Britain, and even Britain with the United States, for control of the seas. He stated in 1899 that a navy was “a question of survival” for Germany. Tirpitz believed that after 1920, Germany would stand a good chance of winning a great naval battle for world mastery.

The 1898 Naval Bill called for 19 battleships, 8 armored cruisers, and 12 large and 30 small cruisers in six years. A second bill in 1900 doubled the projected navy to 38 battleships, 20 armored cruisers, and 38 light cruisers, a direct challenge to the British Home Fleet of 32 battleships. Passage of this bill so delighted WilhelmII that he raised Tirpitz to the hereditary Prussian nobility.

A naval-building race between Britain and Germany ensued. Tirpitz used international crises to secure the passage of supplementary construction laws in 1906, 1908, and 1912. The last of these laws increased the projected size of the fleet to 41 battleships and 20 large and 40 light cruisers.

Tirpitz was unsuccessful in his efforts to assume operational control over the navy at the beginning of World War I. His suggestions to send the fleet to sea and employ unrestricted submarine warfare were rejected. Frustrated, he resigned in March 1916.

Tirpitz then turned to politics. He was a founder of the Fatherland Party and during 1924–1928 was a deputy in the Reichstag. Tirpitz died at Ebenhausen near Munich on March 6, 1930. A German battleship of World War II was named after him.

Although Tirpitz was certainly a brilliant publicist for a strong German navy, his plan was a major error. Far from driving Britain to panic, German naval construction caused Britain to side with France. Britain also outspent Germany in the naval sphere, and the Royal Navy widened its advantage in most classes of ships. There were limits to what Germany could do, particularly as it was maintaining the world’s largest standing army. Had the bulk of assets spent on the navy gone to the army instead, Germany might have beaten France and Britain on land in 1914. Also, Tirpitz was late to embrace submarines; Germany entered World War I with 28, far fewer than the number for France and Great Britain.
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Tito, Josip Broz (1892–1980)

Yugoslav resistance leader and leader of Yugoslavia. Born on May 7, 1892, into a peasant family in the village of Kumroveć in Croatia, then part of the Austro-Hungarian Empire, Josip Broz was apprenticed to a mechanic and then followed this trade while traveling throughout the Dual Monarchy. In 1913 he was drafted into the Austro-Hungarian Army. An excellent soldier, on the outbreak of World War I Broz was a sergeant major commanding a platoon in a Croatian regiment.

Broz fought on the Carpathian front against the Russians until his capture in 1915. While a prisoner of war, he became fluent in Russian. Released following the March 1917 Russian Revolution, he joined the Bolsheviks at Petrograd but was then a political prisoner until the Bolsheviks took power in November 1917.

Broz fought in the Red Guard during the Russian Civil War (1917–1922) but returned to Croatia in 1920 to take an active role in the Yugoslav Communist Party (YPJ). His underground work, often from jail, brought his rapid rise in the party apparatus as a member of the YPJ Politburo and Central Committee. Broz took the pseudonym “Tito” for security reasons.

Imprisoned during 1929–1934, in 1937 Tito became secretary-general of the YPJ. Following the German invasion of Yugoslavia in April 1941, he took command of the communist Partisan movement with the twin goals of expelling the Germans and ultimately securing control of the government. Tito and the Partisans employed guerrilla tactics to compensate for their lack of advanced weaponry. Tito’s Partisans were in competition with the Serbian-dominated Ćetniks (Chetniks) led by General Draza Mihailovic, minister of war in the exiled government. For the most part, the Ćetniks were unwilling to embark on the types of actions that would bring widespread reprisals by the Germans against the Yugoslav population, while the Partisans had no such inhibitions. In a controversial decision that had far-reaching repercussions for the political future of Yugoslavia, in 1943 the British government, which provided the Allied military support to the Yugoslav resistance, shifted all support to the Partisans.

Tito’s Partisans grew to a force of 800,000 men and women by the end of the war, tying down a large number of Axis divisions. By May 1945, Tito was in full control of Yugoslavia. Tito’s forces moved into Carinthia in an attempt to annex the southern provinces of Austria. The seizure of this territory was only prevented by the timely arrival of the British V Corps, and the Yugoslavs were finally convinced by threat of force to quit Austrian territory in mid-May 1945.

Tito extracted his vengeance on the Croats, many of whom had been loyal to the Axis, as had Slovenes. Perhaps 100,000 people who had sided with the Germans were executed by the Partisans without trial within weeks of the war’s end. The majority of German prisoners taken in the war also perished in the long March of Hate across Yugoslavia.

With the support of the Soviet Union’s Red Army, Tito formed the National Front and consolidated his power. He nationalized the economy and built it on the Soviet model. Tito often went his own way in foreign policy matters, however, leading to a break with the Soviet Union in 1948. After this he became more pragmatic in economic matters and allowed a degree of decentralization. Tito claimed that there might be “different paths to socialism,” giving birth to what became known as polycentrism.

Tito traveled widely and became one of the principal leaders of the nonaligned nations. By 1954, however, he had ended reform efforts. In the mid-1970s the Yugoslavian economy began to falter, and nationalist pressure from various ethnic groups threatened to break up the state. Tito died in Lubljana on May 4, 1980. The complicated federated state system that he had decreed did not long survive his death, as the various ethnic groups asserted their independence.

A highly effective yet brutal leader of the Partisans, Tito proved to be an adroit diplomat during the Cold War who nonetheless was unsuccessful in his efforts at creating a unified country.
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Tōgō Heihachirō (1848–1934)

Japanese admiral. Born in Kajiya, Satsuma, on January 27, 1848, Tōgō Heihachirō joined the Satsuma domain navy in 1866 and was a gunnery officer in the 1868 Boshin War (War of the Year of the Dragon). He entered the new Imperial Navy as a cadet in 1871 and then apprenticed with the Royal Navy and studied mathematics at Cambridge during 1871–1878.

Promoted to lieutenant commander in 1879, Tōgō received his first ship command. Promoted to captain in 1888, he took command of the cruiser Naniwa and sailed it to Hawaii in 1893 during unrest surrounding the coup against Queen Liliuokalani. In the Naniwa, Tōgō began the 1894–1895 Sino-Japanese War off Korea, sinking by torpedo the British-flag transport Kowshing carrying Chinese troops (July 26, 1894). Tōgō participated in the Battle of the Yalu River (September 17, 1894) and commanded naval forces that seized Formosa. Promoted to rear admiral in 1895, he headed the Naval Technical Council and the Higher Naval College during 1895–1896. Tōgō commanded the Japanese squadron in the suppression of the 1900–1901 Boxer Uprising in China. In October 1903 he took command of the Standing and Combined Squadrons, virtually the entire Japanese fleet.
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Portrait of Japanese Admiral Tōgō Heihachirō. A national hero in Japan, Tōgō fought in the Sino-Japanese War (1894–1895) and the Russo-Japanese War (1904–1905). His greatest victory came against the Russians when he commanded Japanese forces in the Battle of Tsushima on May 27-28, 1905. (J. Morris, Makers of Japan, 1906)



Flying his flag in the battleship Mikasa, Tōgō began the 1904–1905 Russo-Japanese War with a surprise attack on the Russian Far Eastern Fleet at Port Arthur (February 7, 1904) and then carried out a blockade there. Promoted to full admiral in June, he won the Battle of the Yellow Sea (August 10), repulsing an attempt by the Port Arthur Squadron to reach Vladivostok. Tōgō then annihilated Admiral Zinovy Rozhdestvensky’s Baltic Fleet, which had steamed halfway around the world, in the Battle of Tsushima Straits (May 27–28, 1905), the only decisive fleet action in the history of the steel battleship. This brought Russia to the negotiating table.

Tōgō then was chief of the Naval General Staff during 1905–1909 and was made a count in 1907. Although virtually retired, he was promoted to admiral of the fleet in 1913 and then oversaw the studies of Crown Prince Hirohito. Tōgō formally retired in 1921, although he continued to have considerable influence on naval policies. He supported the big-navy advocates and opposed the 1930 London Navy Treaty, thus helping to widen the split in the navy between the treaty faction and the fleet faction. Tōgō died in Tokyo on May 30, 1934, the day after he was named a marquis.

A highly capable naval commander, Tōgō is regarded by the Japanese as one of their greatest national heroes.
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Tōjō Hideki (1884–1948)

Japanese Army general and prime minister. Born in Tokyo on December 30, 1884, Tōjō Hideki was the son of an army general. Tōjō graduated from the Japanese Military Academy in 1905 and then held a series of staff assignments during 1905–1909. He graduated from the Army Staff College in 1915. Tōjō served as an assistant military attaché in Berlin during 1919–1921 and was promoted to major in 1920. He was then a resident officer in Germany (1921–1922). Promoted to lieutenant colonel in 1924, he headed the Mobilization Plans Bureau within the Army Ministry during 1928–1929 and was promoted to colonel in 1929. Tōjō commanded a regiment during 1929–1931 and was chief of the Organization and Mobilization Section of the Army General Staff (1931–1933) before being promoted to major general in 1933. He was next the deputy commandant of the Military Academy in 1934 before commanding an infantry brigade (1934–1935).

Tōjō associated himself with the Control Faction. This influential clique within the Japanese military favored military cooperation with the civil bureaucracy and large corporations to carry out the expansion of Japanese influence in China. The failure of a coup attempt by the rival Imperial Way Faction in February 1936 paved the way for the Control Faction to dominate the army and eventually Japan itself.

Because of Tōjō’s position as one of the Control Faction leaders, his career in the late 1930s prospered. Advanced to lieutenant general in 1936, he was chief of staff of the Guandong Army Gendarmerie during 1935–1937 in Manzhouguo (Manchukuo), where, in his only combat experience, he directed a campaign against Chinese forces in the Chahar region. Tōjō was then recalled to Tokyo to become vice minister of the army (1938–1940). He then became army minister in the cabinet of Konoe Fumimaro in 1940. An ardent militarist determined to advance Japanese power by force of arms, Tōjō was a keen supporter of the Axis alliance with Nazi Germany and of expansion of the war in China. He was promoted to general in 1941.

Following the collapse of the Konoe cabinet in October 1941, Tōjō, still an active army officer, was appointed prime minister in an atmosphere of escalating tensions with the United States. As prime minister, Tōjō did nothing to alleviate those tensions and indeed sought to prepare Japan for a war that he considered inevitable. Japan initiated hostilities in the Pacific with its attack on Pearl Harbor (December 7, 1941).

Following an early succession of victories in Southeast Asia and the Pacific during 1941–1942, it became increasingly apparent that Tōjō and other Japanese leaders had grossly underestimated the political will and resources of the United States and its allies. In view of Japan’s growing matériel inferiority, Tōjō attempted to centralize and coordinate the war effort by taking personal control of key posts in the cabinet and in the army during 1943–1944. This action, however, aroused opposition in powerful civil and military circles who resented Tōjō’s intrusions. He also made a vain attempt to cultivate closer relations with Japan’s Asian neighbors by convening the Greater East Asian Conference in November 1943. This conference, attended by Japanese-sponsored puppet rulers from China and Southeast Asia, merely produced a vague declaration of Asian solidarity.

Under increasing pressure from his military and political rivals, who held him responsible for Japan’s mounting defeats, Tōjō resigned on news of the fall of Saipan to the Americans (July 12, 1944). Koiso Kuniaki became the new prime minister, and Tōjō was placed on the reserve list. With the Japanese surrender, Tōjō attempted suicide. Arrested, he was then tried and convicted of war crimes during 1947–1948. Tōjō was hanged in Tokyo on December 23, 1948.

Primarily a bureaucrat known for administrative efficiency, Tōjō, like many others in the Japanese government, was extremely shortsighted with little appreciation for the realities of Japan’s actual power and resources against those of the United States.
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Tokugawa Ieyasu (1543–1616)

Japanese military leader and shogun who after death became known as Gongensama. Born on January 31, 1543, in Mikawa province, Matsudaira Takechiyo (his childhood name) was the son of Matsudaira Hirotada, lord of Mikawa. Taken prisoner at age six, the younger Matsudaira became a hostage of Imagawa Yoshimoto, but an attack by Odo Nobunaga, the young lord of Owari, resulted in the Battle of Okehazama (July 1560) that brought Imagawa’s death and freed Matsudaira.

Tokugawa joined Odo’s service, taking the name Ieyasu in 1561. He then campaigned with Odo against Buddhist-led peasant uprisings and secured personal control of Mikawa province. The emperor granted Ieyasu the name Tokugawa Ieyasu in 1566, and he joined with Takeda Shingen to defeat Imagawa Ujizama and seize his lands in 1567. Tokugawa then joined with Oda to defeat Asakura Yoshikage in the Battle of Anaegawa (1570), then Katsyori at Nagashino fortress in Mikawa (June 1575). Tokugawa then secured control over Suruga.

Following the assassination of Oda Nobunaga on June 21, 1582, Tokugawa contested with Toyotami Hideyoshi to see who would assume control over Oda Nobunaga’s territories. Following the sanguinary Battle of Nagukute (summer 1584), the two men realized that to continue the struggle would ruin them both, and they reached an understanding whereby Tokugawa accepted Toyotomi’s overlordship. Together they subdued the lords of the Akanto plain in 1590, and Toyotomi, who assumed the title of regent, completed the work of unifying Japan.

The sudden death of Toyotami in 1598 left Tokugawa as the most powerful military leader and wealthiest daimyo (warlord). Although Toyotomi had set up a council of the major daimyo that he hoped would maintain the situation until his five-year-old son Hideyori was old enough to assume leadership, Tokugawa arranged alliances among the chief daimyo and began directing the affairs of state in the name of Hideyoshi’s heir. Some of the daimyo, led by Ishida Mitsunari, resisted, and the two sides resorted to arms. The opposing armies—numbering about 80,000 men on each side—came together in battle near the village of Sekigahara (October 21, 1600). Although Ishida had the better of it in the early going, one of the daimyo switched sides, and Tokugawa crushed his opponent. Tokugawa then seized the lands of those daimyo who had opposed him, parceling it out to his loyal supporters but keeping much of it for himself. The emperor subsequently named Tokugawa shogun at Edo (Tokyo) in 1603.

Tokugawa formally relinquished power to his son Hidetada in 1605 and retired to Suruga but continued to wield de facto power. Concluding that one of the leading daimyo, Toyotomi Hideyori, had to be eliminated, Tokugawa led a campaign against him and Hideyoshi’s son, Hideyori, at Osaka Castle. Tokugawa mounted a siege there in December 1614. Following a brief truce, a second siege in May 1615 saw 200,000 besiegers against 100,000 defenders. Tokugawa was successful in a pitched battle (June 2, 1615), and Hideyori committed suicide on June 4. This ended all opposition to Tokugawa’s rule. Tokugawa died the next year on June 1, 1616.

Certainly one of the greatest of Japanese generals, Tokugawa was also an adroit politician. Among his policies, however, was the Christian Expulsion Edict of 1614, which outlawed Christianity, expelled all Christians and foreigners, and banned Christians from practicing their religion. The Tokugawa Shogunate that he founded ruled Japan until 1868.
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Tourville, Anne-Hilarion de Cotentin, Count of (1642–1701)

French admiral and marshal of France. Born in the Château of Tourville in Normandy on May 23, 1642, into a family with long-standing maritime connections, Anne-Hilarion de Cotentin, Count of Tourville, learned the naval profession as a young man in the Order of St. John, the Knights of Malta. A page at age 14 to the head of the order, he was soon serving aboard a frigate. In 1661 he took part in campaigns against the Barbary corsairs and soon enjoyed success as a captain. In 1662 off Zante in the Ionian Islands, he captured four Ottoman ships and sank a fifth.

On December 4, 1666, Tourville accepted a commission as a lieutenant in the French Navy and command of the Courtisan. He then fought in the many wars of King Louis XIV (r. 1643–1715), taking part in naval actions during the War of Devolution (1667–1668) and the Dutch War (1672–1678). Rising in rank and responsibility, Tourville served in both the Mediterranean and the Atlantic and commanded the frigate Sirène and then the Excellent. In the Adriatic he took 3 Spanish ships (July 16, 1675), then destroyed 14 enemy vessels at Messina and participated in the capture of Augusta (August 17). These events brought him command of a squadron. Tourville then fought in the naval battles of Stromboli (January 8, 1676), Agosta (April 22), and Palermo (June 2). He particularly distinguished himself in the latter battle. In 1679 Tourville raised his flag in the Sans-Pareil.

From 1680, Tourville worked closely with Minister of Marine Jean Baptiste Colbert in building the French Navy. Tourville understood that it was not sufficient just to build ships but that a structure must be created to sustain them. He oversaw the construction of shore facilities and helped establish naval schools for the training of its officers. Because trained seamen could be found only in the maritime districts, Tourville recruited landsmen from the French interior and then set up facilities to provide initial training. In January 1682 he was commissioned a lieutenant general.

In 1683, flying his flag in the Vigilent, Tourville commanded a squadron during the French bombardment of Algiers. In 1688 in the Pompeux and commanding a squadron, he captured five Dutch ships in the English Channel. During the War of the League of Augsburg (Nine Years’ War, 1688–1697), Tourville was promoted to vice admiral on November 1, 1689.

Flying his flag in Le Soleil Royal, Tourville commanded the French forces in the significant naval victory over an Anglo-Dutch fleet in the Battle of Beachy Head (Battle of de Bezeviers, July 10, 1690) in which 75 French ships, the largest French fleet to put to sea to that point, engaged 36 English and 22 Dutch ships. The allies lost 2 ships, but most of the rest were badly damaged. No French ships were lost, although a number were cut up. As a consequence of the battle, the French temporarily controlled the English Channel.

Tourville, however, sustained a terrible defeat in the Battle of Barfleur and La Hogue (May 29–June 4, 1692). With 44 ships and 38 fireships, he obeyed orders from Louis XIV to put to sea in order to implement the king’s plan to send 30,000 French troops across the channel in an invasion of England, although he was forced to leave in port another 22 ships for lack of crews. At sea Tourville encountered an English-Dutch fleet under English admiral of the fleet Edward Russell with 99 ships (63 English and 36 Dutch) and 38 fireships. Although inflicting damage on his adversaries, Tourville could not overcome the terrible odds against him and was obliged to withdraw. He suffered 15 ships lost to English fireships sent against his ships that had sought refuge at Cherbourg (3 ships, including his flagship Soleil Royal) and La Hogue (12 ships). The battle ended the possibility of a French invasion of England. Uncharacteristically, Louis XIV did not hold the defeat against Tourville, who was created a marshal of France in March 1693.

On June 27–28, 1693, Tourville with 71 ships intercepted 400 English and Dutch merchant ships bound for Smyrna and, in the Battle of Lagos, chased off the 20 warships protecting them and captured 92 of the merchant ships. In ordering a pursuit of the enemy warships in line of battle (thus at the speed of the slowest ship) rather than a general chase, however, Tourville allowed the bulk of the merchant ships to escape. From 1695 onward, Tourville and other French naval commanders eschewed a guerre de escadre (war between battle fleets) in favor of a guerre de course (war against commerce).

Tourville retired at the end of the war in 1697 and died in Paris on May 23, 1701.

Energetic and resourceful, Tourville was a superb tactician who was totally devoted to his profession. He is considered by some naval historians as the greatest French admiral of the 17th and 18th centuries. Tourville’s thoughts on naval warfare were the source for the important treatise on tactics published by his chaplain, Father Hoste. Certainly the French regarded Tourville as a national hero.
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Toyotomi Hideyoshi (ca. 1536–1598)

Japanese general. Toyotomi Hideyoshi, whose childhood name was Hiyoshimaru, was born in modest circumstances around 1536 in what is now Nakamura-ku, Nagoya, in Owari Province, home of the Oda clan. As a youth he joined the Imagawa clan under the name Kinoshita Tokichiro. In 1561 when he was married into a samurai family, he was renamed Hideyoshi Tokichiro. He had joined the Oda clan as a servant but by dint of his ability soon rose to become an important general under Oda Nobunaga.

Hideyoshi fought in the Battle of Okehazanna in June 1560 and planned the successful attack on Saito castle in 1567. He fought in many other battles and was rewarded for his services by receiving territory in Omi Province. In the Battle of Nagashimo in June 1575, he commanded the left under Oda Nobunaga.

Hideyoshi was besieging the Mori clan at Takamatsu castle when he learned of the assassination of Oda Nobunaga and his son by Oda Nobunga’s vassal Akechi Mitsuhide on June 21, 1582. Hideyoshi then rushed south and defeated Akechi in the Battle of Yamazaki (July 4), establishing his own de facto control over the Oda clan. He still had to contend with, battle against, and for the most part defeat rivals for Oda Nobunaga’s holdings during 1583–1584, among whom the most formidable was Shibata Katsuie. Hideyoshi defeated Shibata in the Battle of Shizugatake in Omi (April 20–21, 1583), after which Shibata committed suicide.

Given the name of Toyotomi by the emperor in 1584, Hideyoshi Toyotomi was now de facto ruler of Japan. Because of his peasant origins, Hideyoshi was unable to secure from the emperor the title of shogun, which would have given him de jure power. Hideyoshi requested the last shogun to adopt him but was refused, whereupon he assumed the title of kampaku (regent). Hideyoshi then set about consolidating his control. He campaigned against the Ikko Buddhist sects during 1584–1585 and then launched campaigns on the islands of Shikoku in 1585 and Kyushu during 1586–1587. Following the latter campaign, which was indecisive, Hideyoshi issued the Sword-Hunt Edict in 1588 that limited the wearing of swords to samurai and hereditary daimyo (nobles). By forbidding ordinary people the right to bear arms, the edict completed the transition of the samurai into a professional military class. This remained the case for the next three centuries.
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Toyotomi Hideyoshi was instrumental in the 16th-century unification of Japan after a century of civil war. He also implemented administrative reforms and laid the groundwork for the prosperous Tokugawa period that followed his death. (Library of Congress)



Hideyoshi expelled Christian missionaries from Japan in 1587 and effectively abolished slavery by halting the sale of slaves in 1590. He also campaigned against the Hōjō clan of central Honshu, the last remaining threat to his authority, and was victorious over them in the Siege of Odawara in 1590. Hideyoshi set up a political structure centered on a council of the leading daimyo, while the regent held real authority.

Fearing a possible revolt by the samurai because of inactivity and wishing to distract them from domestic affairs, Hideyoshi mounted a major invasion of Korea, then called Choson, during 1592–1593. Although the Japanese experienced early success and occupied most of the Korean Peninsula, further advance was halted by Chinese intervention. When peace negotiations faltered, Hideyoshi invaded Korea for a second time during 1597–1598 but was largely unsuccessful. His later years were marked by periods of insanity. Hideyoshi died suddenly on September 18, 1598.

Energetic, bold, and a superb tactician and an adroit politician, Hideoyshi Toyotomi was one of the most remarkable figures of Japanese history. His rise from peasant to ruler was an especially remarkable accomplishment in the rigid society of 16th-century Japan. During his period in power, Toyotomi both unified Japan and solidified its feudal structure.
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Trajan (53–117)

Roman emperor. Born at Italica, in Hispania Baetica (near present-day Seville, Spain), on September 18, 53 CE, Marcus Ulpius Traianus, better known as Trajan, was the son of Marcus Ulpius Traianus, a prominent senator and general. Joining the Roman Army, young Trajan saw extensive service along the frontier. His father became governor of Syria during 76–77, where Trajan became a tribune during 78–88. Taking command of a legion in Spain, he was ordered by Emperor Domitian to join him with his legion in Germany, where Trajan campaigned with success against Antoninus Saturninus (88–89) and was rewarded by being named a consul in 91. Emperor Nerva (96–98), himself unpopular, won army approval by appointing the career soldier Trajan to be governor of Upper Germany (96) and then naming him his adoptive son and successor (October 97). Nerva thus began the adoptive process for emperors, leading to the so-called Five Good Emperors.

Trajan became emperor on the death of Nerva in 98 and immediately began an extensive inspection tour of the northern frontier. Although reportedly a man who drank to excess and was a pederast, Trajan was an extraordinarily effective ruler. He kept a close watch on the army and maintained it at maximum efficiency. He also established good relations with the Senate and the power structure of Rome, freeing many citizens who had been unjustly imprisoned under Domitian and continuing the process begun under Nerva of returning private property to those from whom it had been confiscated.

Trajan was a highly effective field commander, and his first major war as emperor was against Dacia (101–102), located on the other side of the Danube River in present-day Romania. King Decabulus had broken the terms of a truce of 89, and Trajan invaded Dacia and defeated him. Decabulus, however, invaded Roman territory in 105, and Trajan again took to the field against him. After constructing a great bridge over the Danube, Trajan conquered all Dacia and destroyed its capital of Sarmizegetusa in 106. Decabulus committed suicide, and Trajan sent Romans to settle the area and annexed Dacia to the empire in 107, benefitting financially from the income provided by the area’s gold mines. Trajan’s Column survives today from the complex he built in Rome to celebrate his victory. A great builder, Trajan caused the construction of many arches and rebuilt many major roads. He also sent forces into the East, securing what became known as Arabia Petraea (today the Sinai Peninsula, the Negev Desert, and southern Jordan).

The Parthian War (112–117) was prompted by the decision of the Parthians to place a ruler unacceptable to Rome on the throne of Armenia. Rome and Parthia had exercised joint hegemony over Armenia. Trajan led forces to Armenia, deposing its ruler and adding the country to the empire in 113. He then turned south and invaded Parthia, taking its major cities of Babylon, Seleucia, and finally the capital of Ctesiphon (115). Sailing down the Tigris River to the Persian Gulf, Trajan annexed all Mesopotamia. He then captured the city of Susa and deposed the Parthian king Ocroes I, placing his own candidate on the throne in what would be the farthest eastern projection of Roman power.

The fortress of Hatra in the Roman rear continued to resist a protracted siege, however. Trajan was also forced to deal with a Jewish revolt and a rebellion by the people of Mesopotamia against Roman rule. He put these down (117), but, becoming ill, departed for Rome. Trajan died en route from edema at Selinus, Cilicia, on August 8, 117. Trajan was succeeded by Hadrian, believed to have been adopted by Trajan on his deathbed.

One of Rome’s most capable emperors, Trajan was both a highly effective field commander and an efficient administrator.

Spencer C. Tucker
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Tran Hung Dao (1228–1300)

Vietnamese prince and general of the Tran dynasty (1225–1400) of the Kingdom of Dai Viet (today northern Vietnam) who is credited with having twice defeated Mongol armies in the second half of the 13th century. Tran Hung Dao is also known as Hung Dao Vuong, Tran Quoc Tuan, and Duc Thanh Tran. He was born in 1228.

The Mongols demanded passage through Dai Viet to assist a Mongol army under Soagtu that was engaged in a protracted struggle to subdue the Kingdom of Champa, situated along the central coast of present-day Vietnam. When Vietnamese ruler Tran Nhan Tong refused, the Mongols invaded in 1285. Their army of as many as 500,000 men was led by Toghan (Thoat Hoan), a son of Kublai Khan (Hot Tat Liet).

The Mongol invaders then occupied a major part of the country, including Thang Long (now Hanoi), the capital. Tran Hung Dao led the Viet forces that engaged the Mongols in protracted warfare, drawing them deep into the country, attacking their vulnerable supply lines, and letting disease work its toll. Many of the battles occurred on the water, with the Mongols unable to utilize their cavalry and with the Vietnamese naval forces largely successful. The Mongols were defeated and withdrew, attacked by the Hmong and Yao ethnic minorities as they did so. Sogatu, marching to Toghan’s assistance, was rebuffed by the Vietnamese and the Chams. Returning to Champa, he was there defeated and killed.

In 1287 Toghan returned with an army reported at 200,000 men and some 500 warships (counting 300,000 men in all) to attack the coast. At first, the Mongols were successful in regaining control of the northern part of the country, and the Tran army had to withdraw to Thanh Hoa to the south. After a series of victories at Ham Tu (Hung Yen Province) and Chuong Duong, the Tran forces, led by Tran Hung Dao, recaptured the capital of Thang Long and then crushed the Mongols in the Battle of the Bach Dang River (April 1288). Having guessed the Mongol attack route, Tran Hung Dao ordered steel-tipped wooden stakes placed in the river at low tide, then lured the Mongol ships commanded by Admiral Omar into the ambush site at high tide. When the tide receded, the ships were trapped and burned, and the Mongols were slaughtered along the riverbanks. Admiral Omar was taken prisoner and killed. The Mongol cavalry led by Toghan was more fortunate. Although the cavalry was ambushed on the road through Noi Bang, a number of the Mongols, including Toghan, escaped.

Tran died in 1300. Temples were built in his honor at Kiep Bac and in many other places throughout the country, where he has been honored and even worshiped as a saint and where he is respectfully referred to as Duc Thanh Tran. Before 1975, the Republic of Vietnam Navy selected him as its patron saint.

Tran Hung Dao has been considered the most important hero in Vietnamese history, having halted Mongol expansion southward. In addition to his great military achievements, his answer to King Tran Nhan Tong is familiar to every Vietnamese. When the king asked whether it would be a good idea to surrender to prevent the people’s suffering, Tran Hung Dao replied, “Your Majesty, if you want to surrender, please have my head cut off first.” His Hich Tuong Si (Proclamation to Generals and Officers) is regarded as a classic work in Vietnamese 13th-century literature, as is his Binh Thu Yeu Luoc (Essentials of Military Art).

Pham Cao Duong and Spencer C. Tucker
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Trenchard, Hugh Montague (1873–1956)

Royal Air Force (RAF) marshal. Born on February 3, 1873, in Taunton, Somerset, England, Hugh Montague Trenchard entered the British Army in 1893 and took part in the South African (Boer) War of 1899–1902, where he suffered a severe wound. Following convalescence, he returned to the army and served in Nigeria. Returning to Britain because of illness in 1912, Trenchard learned to fly at the Sopwith Flying School while on leave. The following year he became assistant commander of the Central Flying School at Wiltshire.

When Britain entered World War I, Trenchard became the chief of the army’s newly formed Royal Flying Corps (RFC), which moved to France in 1915. While commanding the RFC, Trenchard formulated a policy of launching successive waves of attacks in order to gain control of the skies over the battlefield. It was a tactic that became standard RFC and later RAF policy. While it proved generally successful, this policy also brought Trenchard contemporary and subsequent criticism for the often heavy casualties it incurred.

Trenchard was also intent on providing adequate RFC support for British ground troops. His close support of land forces endeared him to British Expeditionary Force (BEF) commander Field Marshal Sir Douglas Haig, who made Trenchard chief of the Air Staff in January 1918. It was in this capacity that Trenchard led the formation of the RAF, the world’s first independent air force.

Trenchard resigned following a quarrel with Air Secretary Harold Harmsworth, Lord Rothermere, in April 1918. In June Trenchard took command of an inter-Allied independent bomber force that raided German rail and industrial targets with some success and virtual impunity. These strategic raids, in support of the last great Allied offensives of the war, were the greatest examples of the efficacy of airpower and strategic bombing to come from the war.

War and Air Secretary Winston Churchill again made Trenchard chief of the Air Staff in February 1919. Later that year, Trenchard was created a baronet. As Air Staff chief, he established schools for flying cadets and staff officers. He also introduced a program of short-service commissions to create a reserve of trained airmen.

Trenchard became the first air marshal of the RAF in 1927. He retired from the RAF in 1929, was created a baron in 1930, and then became commissioner of the London Metropolitan Police in 1931. Among his many reforms, he created the Police College at Hendon before retiring in 1935. Created a viscount in 1936, Trenchard entered private business. He acted as chair of the United Africa Company until he retired in 1953. Trenchard died in London on February 10, 1956.

Most experts consider Trenchard, who was an officer of considerable administrative ability, the father of the RAF. Trenchard, the Italian Giulio Douhet, and the American William “Billy” Mitchell were the earliest airpower theorists and visionaries and primogenitors of today’s modern air forces.
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Tromp, Cornelis Maartenszoon (1629–1691)

Dutch admiral. Born in Rotterdam on September 9, 1629, Cornelis Maartenszoon Tromp was the second son of Dutch admiral Maarten Tromp. Cornelis Tromp went to sea at an early age, fighting against the Barbary pirates in 1648. Serving under his father and through his influence, Tromp was commissioned a captain at only age 19 in 1649. During the First Anglo-Dutch War (1652–1654), he took part in an expedition under Admiral Johan van Galen to the Mediterranean (1653–1654). Following action off Livorno (March 13, 1653) when Galen was killed, Tromp took command of the squadron. He was advanced to rear admiral that same year.

Tromp participated in the relief of Copenhagen from the Swedes in October 1658 and February 1659. During the Second Anglo-Dutch War (1665–1667), he organized an effective rear guard in the Dutch defeat in the Battle of Lowestoft (June 3, 1665) and was rewarded by being named commander of the fleet until Admiral Michiel de Ruyter could return. Tromp, as had been his father, was an Orangist, while some other admirals, most notably de Ruyter, were States Party republicans. During the 1650s this had caused trouble in the navy, but in the 1660s there was such discord that Tromp was dismissed in 1666, principally because of de Ruyter.

Tromp was recalled in 1672 during the Third Anglo-Dutch War (1672–1674), when the Dutch Republic came under a joint British-French assault. Tromp served with great effectiveness in the First and Second Battles of Schooneveld (May 28 and June 4, 1673). He combined with de Ruyter to defeat the attackers in the Battle of Kijkduin (August 21, 1673). Following the Treaty of Westminster on February 19, 1674, Tromp attacked French coastal shipping and then sailed to the Mediterranean in violation of orders. On his return, he was reprimanded.

Tromp was supreme commander of the Danish Navy during 1676–1678. Dispatched to help the Danes against the Swedes and French in the Northern War (1675–1679), he commanded the joint Dutch-Danish fleet in the defeat of a Swedish fleet in the Battle of Öland (June 1, 1676). Appointed lieutenant admiral general in early 1691, Tromp died on May 29, 1691, in Amsterdam.

Although Tromp was a competent commander and was popular with his men, in the era of de Ruyter he never rose to the prominence of his father. Tromp’s career also suffered from continued accusations of embezzlement and differences with other admirals.
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Tromp, Maarten Harpertszoon (1598–1653)

Dutch admiral. Born a commoner and son of a merchant captain in Breille, Holland, on April 23, 1598, Maarten Harpertszoon Tromp was nine years old when he began sailing with his father. When his father’s ship was taken by pirates and his father was killed in 1609, Tromp was forced to serve with the pirates during 1609–1611. An ardent Calvinist, he joined the Dutch Navy in 1617 and campaigned against the Barbary pirates. Again captured and held by pirates during 1621–1622, Tromp returned to the Netherlands, rejoined the navy, and was promoted to captain in 1624. As most 17th-century Dutch naval officers were noble, it was remarkable when Tromp was made lieutenantadmiral of Holland, replacing Filips van Dorp in 1637. Tromp was appointed to the post because of his unquestioned naval competence and popularity that led him to be called “Bestevaer” (Dear Father).

As lieutenantadmiral, Tromp worked to improve the navy, including increasing pay for seamen to ease their recruitment. But Tromp’s greatest success came against a Spanish fleet, commanded by Admiral Antonio de Oquendo, carrying some 20,000 soldiers that had been sent to wrest control of the English Channel from the Dutch. In a daring night attack off the coast of England, Tromp caught the Spanish by surprise and destroyed nearly their entire fleet in the Battle of the Downs (October 21, 1639). Some 7,000 Spanish seamen died in the battle, and only 16 of the 120 Spanish ships reached their destination of Dunkerque (Dunkirk).

Following this success, the Dutch allowed their navy to be sold off or to deteriorate. With the start of the First Anglo-Dutch War (1652–1654), the Dutch found themselves at a disadvantage in terms of both quality and firepower. The principal English ships carried heavier guns than any of those of the Dutch and had more of them. Tromp refused to concede naval superiority to the English, and in the Battle of Dungeness (December 10, 1652) off the English coast, he won a major victory over English admiral Robert Blake. Tromp succeeded in protecting the bulk of a homebound Dutch convoy from Blake in a running battle in the English Channel (February 28–March 2, 1653). In the most important battle of the war, Tromp with 98 ships engaged 100 English ships under Generals-at-Sea George Monck and Richard Deane in the Battle of the Gabbard (June 2–3, 1653). The battle ended with the Dutch losing 17 ships (6 sunk and 11 captured). The English lost no ships, but Deane was killed. Tromp was shot and killed by a musket ball from an English ship in the early fighting during the Battle of Scheveningen on August 10, 1653. Following a massive state funeral, Tromp was buried near William the Silent in the Oude Kerk at Delft.

The Battle of the Gabbard was a devastating blow to the Dutch economy, as long-distance trade now nearly halted. Too late, the States General ordered construction of 60 new warships, but none met the demands of the admirals for larger and more heavily armed ships. The States General did at least declare these ships the property of the Generality so that they could not be sold off after the war.

An extraordinarily capable naval commander, Tromp excelled in ship-to-ship combat. He could not, however, defeat the larger English ships mounting heavier guns.
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Trotsky, Leon (1879–1940)

Russian revolutionary, minister of war, and political leader. Born at Ivanovka, Ukraine, on October 26, 1879, into a well-to-do Jewish family, Leib (Lev) Davidovich Bronstein took the name of Leon Trotsky after he became a revolutionary. At age 17 Trotsky completed his formal education and began his revolutionary activities by helping to found the Russian Social Democratic Labor Party. An advocate of an end to the monarchy and for the emancipation of the people, Trotsky was arrested in 1898 and spent 3 years in Siberian exile.

Escaping, Trotsky made his way to London, where he met Vladimir Lenin in 1902 and wrote for the newspaper Iskra (Spark) during 1902–1905. Trotsky established his own independent reputation as a revolutionary, rejecting Lenin’s rigid model. Trotsky, not Lenin, also returned to St. Petersburg to take an active part in the establishment of a soviet (council) there during the Revolution of 1905. After the collapse of the revolution, Trotsky was again arrested. Again sent to Siberia, he escaped two years later and went to London. He then settled in Vienna, where he was active in the Austrian Social Democratic Party.

Trotsky was a war correspondent in the Ottoman Empire during 1912–1913. At the beginning of World War I, his calls for working-class people throughout Europe not to fight in a rich man’s war led both France and later Spain to expel him. He traveled to New York and there taught school until he heard of the Russian Revolution of March 1917. Trotsky returned to Petrograd in May. He and Lenin were in full agreement that the provisional government must be overthrown. They both assumed that a successful Marxist revolution in Russia would soon spread to the other major European industrialized nations.
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Russian revolutionary Leon Trotsky was a leader of the November 1917 Bolshevik Revolution and then foreign minister of the new regime. As commissar for war, Trotsky played a key role in the Bolshevik victory of the 1918–1922 Russian Civil War. (The Illustrated London News Picture Library)



Trotsky now joined cause with Lenin, and he, rather than Lenin, played the instrumental role in organizing and leading the Bolshevik Revolution on November 6–7, 1917. Trotsky then became the new government’s people’s commissar for foreign affairs. He led the Russian delegation that negotiated with the Germans at Brest Litovsk. He opposed Lenin’s policy of capitulation to the Germans in order to protect the revolution, proclaiming a policy of “no war, no peace.” When the Germans resumed their military advance, Trotsky favored waging “revolutionary war,” but Lenin prevailed. Lenin believed that it was better to give in to German demands, which would not last because of worldwide communist revolution, in order to protect the revolution in Russia. Trotsky’s policies in effect led to harsher German terms in the Treaty of Brest Litovsk on March 3, 1918.

With the outbreak of the Russian Civil War (1917–1922), Trotsky assumed the position of commissar for war, with responsibility for training, equipping, and directing the Red Army against the White forces supported by the Western Allies. He used to advantage Red control of interior lines and the railroad net. His unbounded energy and brilliance as a leader helped decide the war for the Reds. During the conflict, he traveled from trouble spot to trouble spot in a heavily armed train. Trotsky, despite his own objections, also directed on Lenin’s orders the unsuccessful Russian war with Poland (1919–1920). Trotsky favored the creation of a national militia rather than a professional army.

When Lenin suffered a stroke in late 1922 and died in January 1924, most experts believed that Trotsky would assume the mantle of power. Trotsky lost out, however, to Joseph Stalin, who established absolute control and expelled Trotsky from the party. Trotsky was exiled to Kazakhstan in 1928 and then deported to Turkey in 1929. After wandering over Europe, he and his wife eventually found safe asylum at Coyoacan near Mexico City in 1936. From there he worked to create an anti-Stalinist movement he called the Fourth International. Stalin sent agents to kill him. Trotsky escaped one assassination attempt in May 1940, but on August 21, 1940, a young man carrying a false Canadian passport and supposedly a family friend gained entry into Trotsky’s heavily guarded house, pulled a mountain climbing ax from his coat as Trotsky read his paper, and struck him in the head. The wound was mortal.

An intellectual and a revolutionary, Trotsky was also an exceptionally able minister of war who built a highly effective fighting force to win the Russian Civil War and maintain the Bolsheviks in power.
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Truman, Harry S. (1884–1972)

U.S. political leader and president (1945–1953). Born in Lamar, Missouri, on May 8, 1884, Harry S. Truman (he did not have a middle name, only a middle initial) grew up on the family farm in Grandview. Truman never formally attended college, but he read for the bar at night at the Kansas City School of Law. He enlisted in the National Guard as a young man and served in combat in France during World War I as a field artillery battery commander. Following the war, he transferred to the Organized Reserve Corps and reached the rank of full colonel in June 1932. Truman retained his reserve commission until he became president in 1945.

Truman entered politics in the 1920s and was elected a judge in the court of Jackson County, Missouri. He held that post during 1926–1934, when he was elected to the U.S. Senate from Missouri. He was reelected to the Senate in 1940, but he remained relatively obscure until his service as chairman of the Committee to Investigate the National Defense Program, when he helped eliminate millions of dollars of waste in defense contracting.

President Franklin D. Roosevelt selected Truman as his running mate in 1944, and Truman was sworn in as vice president in January 1945. Roosevelt did not share with Truman his thinking on many significant war-related issues, and Truman was thus poorly prepared to become president when Roosevelt died suddenly on April 12, 1945. Yet despite his almost blind start, Truman made some bold moves virtually immediately. He supported the San Francisco Conference of Nations that established the United Nations (UN), and he mustered popular and bipartisan support for that fledgling organization, with the intention of nurturing a postwar internationalist foreign policy.
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Harry S. Truman became president of the United States on April 12, 1945, upon the death of Franklin Roosevelt. Truman oversaw the end of the Second World War and made the fateful decision to drop the atomic bomb. He then led the nation in the tumultuous early years of the Cold War, including the Korean War. (Library of Congress)



When the Germans surrendered only 26 days after he assumed office, Truman appointed General Dwight D. Eisenhower to head the American Occupation Zone in Germany and supported a vigorous program of de-Nazification and war crimes prosecution. Attending the July 1945 Potsdam Conference, Truman worked with Soviet dictator Joseph Stalin and new British prime minister Clement Attlee to build on the agreements that had been reached by Stalin, Roosevelt, and British prime minister Winston Churchill at Yalta. Truman also decided to employ the atomic bomb against Japan, a decision he later said he never regretted.

As it became increasing clear that the Soviet Union was acting contrary to the Yalta and Potsdam agreements, Truman concluded that a strong Anglo-American stand was the only means of preventing a total Soviet domination of Europe. But rapid American demobilization had reduced U.S. military strength in Europe to 391,000 men by 1946, whereas the Soviets still had 2.8 million troops under arms. Truman used U.S. economic power and the country’s momentary nuclear monopoly to blunt the Soviet aspirations in postwar Europe. He also effectively blocked the Soviets from assuming any role in the occupation of Japan.

Truman was wary of Soviet conventional military power in Europe, but he also tried to maintain the wartime alliance that he considered essential to the viability of the UN. When Soviet intentions finally became crystal clear—first with the 1948 communist coup in Czechoslovakia and then with the 1948 Berlin Blockade—the defining Cold War American policy of containment solidified with three landmark decisions: the Truman Doctrine, the Marshall Plan, and the establishment of the North Atlantic Treaty Organization (NATO).

Truman laid down the principles of the Truman Doctrine in a speech before Congress on March 12, 1947, when he stated that the United States had to adopt a policy to support free peoples resisting subjugation by armed minorities or outside influences. The $12 billion Marshall Plan was the engine of economic recovery in Europe and effectively prevented Moscow from stoking and exploiting economic chaos. Truman decided on an airlift as the answer to the Soviet blockade of Berlin, demonstrating U.S. resolve to block the spread of communism in Western Europe. In April 1949, the United States entered into its first standing military alliance since 1800 with the establishment of NATO.

In what he described as his most difficult decision in office, Truman authorized the commitment of U.S. forces in Korea in June 1950 within a week of the North Korean invasion of South Korea. He also supervised the reorganization of U.S. defense and intelligence establishments along the lines that remain familiar in the early 21st century. His administration established the National Security Council, the Department of Defense, the U.S. Air Force, and the Central Intelligence Agency and formally established the Joint Chiefs of Staffs and the global network of joint military commands.

Truman’s decision to remove General Douglas MacArthur as U.S. and UN commander in Korea and the negative American public reaction to this, together with the stalemate in the war, led Truman not to run for reelection in 1952. Leaving office in January 1953, he retired to Independence, Missouri; wrote his memoirs; and supervised his presidential library. Truman died in Kansas City, Missouri, on December 26, 1972.

A highly effective war leader who was forced to deal with many difficult foreign policy issues, Truman was highly unpopular when he left office but is now regarded as one of the near-great American presidents.
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Tukhachevsky, Mikhail Nikolavyevich (1893–1937)

Soviet marshal and military theorist. Born on the Aleksandrovkoye estate 150 miles southwest of Moscow on February 26, 1893, Mikhail Nikolavyevich Tukhachevsky was the son of a nobleman and a servant girl. Debts forced the family to sell the estate and move to Moscow in 1909. There Tukhachevsky entered the Alexandrovsky Military College, studying military thought and history. During World War I as an officer in the elite Semenovsky Guards, Tukhachevsky fought in Poland and was highly decorated before being taken prisoner in 1915. After three attempts, he escaped in 1917.

In 1918 Tukhachevsky joined the Red Army. A protégé of Leon Trotsky, Tukhachevsky became a prominent military commander during the Russian Civil War (1917–1922), commanding the First Army and then the Eighth and Fifth Armies. Appointed western commander in April 1920, Tukhachevsky led the invasion of Poland in the Soviet-Polish War (1919–1921). Fighting here, however, laid the seeds for future conflict with Joseph Stalin and Kliment Voroshilov. At one point during the Battle of Warsaw, Stalin withheld vitally needed troops from Tukhachevsky’s command.

Tukhachevsky brutally crushed the March 1921 anticommunist uprising at Kronstadt as well as the Antonov Revolt in Tambov Province in the Volga region (1920–1921) and the Basmachi Revolt (1918–1933) in Turkestan. During 1922–1924 he headed the Military Academy, and in May 1924 he became deputy to Marshal Mikhail Frunze, chief of the General Staff.

Tukhachevsky was a leading theorist of counterinsurgency; indeed, some argue that he should be known as the father of counterinsurgency doctrine. His thoughts on this were expressed in an article, “Borba s Kontrerevoliutsionnim Vosstaniam” (Struggle with Counterrevolutionary Uprising) in Voina I Revoliustsiia (War and Revolution) in 1926. Tukhachevsky emphasized the need to take into account local customs and religious practices and the necessity for one individual to control both political and military efforts. The object of counterinsurgency operations was to break the opposing force into small guerrilla bands that could then be defeated in detail. Local forces should be employed where possible, turning those who were captured against their former comrades. Tukhachevsky noted the need for political concessions to break the insurgency; these could be rescinded once the insurgency had been ended. He also called for the confiscation and redistribution of “bandit” property and the relocation of hostile populations.

Following Frunze’s death, Tukhachevsky became chief of staff of the Red Army (1926–1928). After disagreements with Defense Commissar Voroshilov, Tukhachevsky took command of the Leningrad Military District (1928–1931). There he developed his theories of deep operations, the application of mechanization and armor along with air support to warfare, and the use of airborne troops, carrying out actual maneuvers with these forces. Tukhachevsky saw clearly the nature of the German threat and called for forward areas to be lightly held, with large formations remaining back for subsequent reaction and deep-penetration operations.

Tukhachevsky returned to Moscow in 1931 as deputy commissar for military and naval affairs and chairman of the Revolutionary Military Council of the Soviet Union and director of armaments. In 1936 he was named first deputy commissar for military-naval affairs and director of the Department of Combat Training. Foreign observers recognized Tukhachevsky’s contribution in creating the most advanced armor and airborne divisions in the world. In November 1935 Tukhachevsky was promoted to marshal of the Soviet Union.

Tukhachevsky believed strongly in the need to understand the defensive as a prerequisite for comprehending the operational level of war as a whole. Stalin, supported by Voroshilov and commandant of the Frunze Academy Marshal of the Soviet Union Andrei I. Yegorov, demanded unilateral adherence to the offensive in war. Tukhachevsky also predicted that German leader Adolf Hitler would cooperate with Japan and that Germany would invade both the West and the Soviet Union, and he argued for an end to cooperation with the Germans and a defense in depth.

Tukhachevsky’s publication early in 1935 of these views in an article titled “The War Plans of Germany in Our Time” angered Stalin, and that April Tukhachevsky was removed from his posts and assigned to command the Volga Military District. Arrested on May 26, 1937, he was secretly tried and condemned on charges of spying for the Germans. Tukhachevsky was executed by firing squad on the night of June 11–12, 1937, in Moscow. A 1956 Soviet investigation concluded that the charges against him had been fabricated, and he was formally rehabilitated in 1963.

A dedicated Russian patriot, Tukhachevsky was a brilliant military strategist. Stalin subsequently adopted Tukhachevsky’s ideas during World War II, when they were proven correct.

Spencer C. Tucker
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Turenne, Henri de la Tour d’Auvergne, Viscount of (1611–1675)

Marshal of France and the leading French general of the Thirty Years’ War (1618–1648). Born in Sedan on September 11, 1611, Henri de la Tour d’Auvergne was the second son of the leading French Protestant nobleman, Henri de la Tour d’Auvergne, Vicomte de Turenne and Duc de Bouillon, and his second wife, Elizabeth of Nassau, daughter of William the Silent, the stadtholder of Holland. The younger Turenne received a traditional Huguenot education but suffered from a speech impediment that he never entirely overcame. On the death of his father in 1623, Turenne began training for a military career and at age 14 was sent to Holland to learn soldiering from his uncles, Maurice and Frederick Henry of Nassau. Turenne took part in and won praise for his role in the Siege of ‘s-Hertogenbosch (Bois-le-Duc) in 1626, and Frederick Henry advanced him to captain in 1626.

In part because of the prospects of advancement it offered but also because his mother wanted to show the family loyalty to the Crown, Turenne entered French service as commander of an infantry regiment in 1630. With the French then allied with the Dutch, he returned to serve under Frederick Henry in 1632. Turenne participated in the siege of the fortress of La Motte in Lorraine (1634), where his leadership in an assault won him promotion to maréchal de camp (general of brigade). Turenne then served under Louis de Nogoret, Cardinal de la Valette, in the Rhineland campaign, distinguishing himself during a retreat from Mainz to Metz in 1635. Retaking the field in 1636, Turenne participated in the capture of Saverne (Zabern) in Alsace, during which he was seriously wounded. The next year, Turenne fought in Flanders and assisted in the capture of Landrecies (July 26, 1637). Serving under Bernard of Saxe-Weimar, Turenne had charge of the assault on the fortress of Breisach on the upper Rhine, which he captured on December 17, 1638.

Turenne then fought in northern Italy during 1639–1641, participating in the rearguard action known as the Battle of the Route de Quiers (November 19, 1639), and then assisted in the resupply of Turin, held by the French against forces led by Prince Thomas of Savoy. In 1641 Turenne commanded and took Coni (Cuneo), Ceva, and Mondovi. He was advanced to lieutenant general in 1642 and was second-in-command of French forces that took Roussillon on the Spanish frontier.

Turenne lost his ancestral lands when his brother was involved in the conspiracy of Cinq-Mars in 1642. Given command of French forces in Italy in 1643, Turenne took Trino. Recalled to France, he was advanced to marshal of France on December 19, 1643, and received the assignment of reorganizing the forces known as the Weimar Army, the remnant of Bernard of Saxe-Weimar’s forces that had been defeated at Tuttlingen (November 24).

Now commanding French armies fighting in Germany during the Thirty Years’ War, Turenne crossed the Rhine and was soon joined by the Army of Champagne, commanded by Le Grand Condé, Duc d’Enghien. A prince of the blood, Condé assumed command. The two generals defeated Bavarian forces in the Battle of Freiburg (August 3, 5, and 9, 1644), then successfully besieged Philippsburg. The next year Turenne commanded an invasion of Franconia but was surprised and defeated by Bavarian commander Baron Franz von Mercy at Mergentheim (Marienthal, May 2, 1645). Condé then again arrived with reinforcements, and their combined army was victorious over the Bavarians in the hard-fought Battle of Nördlingen (Allerheim, August 3, 1645), in which Mercy was killed.

Poor health forced Condé to withdraw, leaving Turenne again in command of the French army. The campaign did not at first go well, owing to the fact that the imperial forces were larger than those of the French, although Turenne did capture Trier (Trèves). Turenne had more success in 1646, forcing Elector Maximilian I of Bavaria to conclude peace in March 1647. Turenne was preparing to move against the weakened imperial forces when he was ordered to Flanders instead. He showed great skill in quelling a mutiny of Weimar troops in his command who had not been paid for many months. Turenne then moved into Luxembourg but was ordered to the Rhine to confront Bavaria, which had joined the war again. Invading Bavaria, he won a brilliant victory in the Battle of Zusmarshausen (May 17, 1648). Ravaging Bavaria, he forced it to come to terms. The Peace of Westphalia on October 24, 1648, ended the Thirty Years’ War.

Turenne immediately became involved in the Fronde (1648–1652), in which the nobles rebelled against Cardinal Mazarin and the young King Louis XIV. Turenne commanded the forces of the Fronde against the Crown and suffered one of his few defeats at Rethel (December 15, 1650). Reconciled to the Crown, Turenne returned to Paris in May 1651. He then twice defeated his former superior, Frondeur commander Condé, at Gien (April 7, 1652) and at the Porte de Saint-Antoine/St. Denis just outside of Paris (July 5), effectively ending the rebellion.

During 1653–1657 Turenne campaigned against Condé, who had gone over to the Spanish, in the Franco-Spanish War (1648–1659). Turenne defeated the Spanish at Arras (August 25, 1654) but was then himself defeated at Valenciennes (July 16, 1656). On June 14, 1658, Turenne defeated Condé and the Spanish in the Battle of the Dunes, where an English contingent fought on the French side. Turenne then went on to liberate Dunkerque (Dunkirk), which was then ceded to the English. The Spanish came to terms in the Peace of the Pyrenees on November 7, 1659.

Advanced to marshal of France on April 4, 1660, Turenne in effect commanded all of the French armies until his death. He led French armies in the invasion of Flanders in the War of Devolution (1666–1668). In 1668 two years after the death of his wife, he converted to Catholicism.

During the Dutch War (1672–1678), Turenne overran the Dutch provinces to Amsterdam but then was stymied when the Dutch opened the dikes and flooded the countryside in 1672. Crossing the Rhine in a preemptive attack against superior German forces in June 1674, he seized Strasbourg (September 24) and was victorious at Enzheim (October 4). He then conducted a highly unusual winter campaign during 1674–1675, surprising his opponents and winning yet another victory at Mulhouse in Alsace (December 29, 1674). He followed this up by another victory at Turckheim (January 5, 1675). His victories in Alsace forced the Germans to give up attempts to retake the province from France. Pursuing the withdrawing Germans, Turenne was killed while reconnoitering during the Battle of Sasbach near Strasbourg on July 27, 1675.

A national hero in France and much respected, even loved, by his soldiers for his ability, modesty, and concern for their welfare, Turenne was easily the most important French general in the first half of Louis XIV’s long reign. A brilliant and bold strategist and effective tactician, Turenne was certainly one of the best generals in French history.

Spencer C. Tucker
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U

Upton, Emory (1839–1881)

U.S. Army officer and military theorist. Emory Upton was born on August 27, 1839, to a farming family in Batavia in upstate New York. After a year at Oberlin College (Ohio), he entered the U.S. Military Academy, West Point, in 1856. Graduating near the top of his class in May 1861, Upton was commissioned a first lieutenant of artillery.

Upton fired the opening gun of the battle and was wounded at the First Battle of Bull Run/Manassas (July 21, 1861). He fought in the Peninsula Campaign (March–August 1862) and at the Battle of Antietam (September 17, 1862). To avoid an assignment teaching at West Point, Upton transferred to the infantry as a colonel of the 121st New York Volunteer Regiment. His unit participated in the First Battle of Fredericksburg (December 13, 1862) and the Battle of Chancellorsville (May 1–4, 1863).

Just before the Battle of Gettysburg (July 1–3, 1863), Upton received command of a brigade in VI Corps, which he led with great effectiveness there and at Rappahannock Station (November 7, 1863). He especially distinguished himself during Lieutenant General Ulysses S. Grant’s Overland Campaign of 1864 that brought the Union Army to the gates of Richmond.

Upton’s battlefield experiences led him to advocate an important change in infantry tactics, chiefly advancing the men in columns close to the enemy line, when they would deploy in line and charge. Applying this method, Upton led 12 regiments in breaking through Confederate defenses during the Battle of Spotsylvania Courthouse (May 7–19, 1864). The attack ultimately failed for lack of support, but Upton had demonstrated its potential for breaking through a strongly defended position.

Still only 24 years old, Upton was rewarded with promotion to brigadier general, to date from May 12, 1864. Given command of an infantry division a few months later in Major General Philip H. Sheridan’s Shenandoah Valley Campaign, Upton was wounded in the Battle of Opequon (September 19, 1864) and breveted major general. He was then transferred to Nashville, where he led a cavalry division in a campaign against Selma, Alabama, and Columbus, Georgia.

Following the war Upton reverted to his permanent rank of captain, but in July 1866 he was appointed lieutenant colonel of the 25th Infantry Regiment. One of the army’s leading intellectuals and reformers, Upton was assigned to West Point as an instructor during 1866–1867. There he produced A New System of Infantry Tactics (1867), which was adopted by the army the same year. To solve the dilemma of greatly enhanced infantry defensive firepower, Upton emphasized reliance on open formations, the basic unit being a squad of four men. Operating under simplified commands, the squads could easily form a battle line in any direction. Attacking infantry would form a skirmish line about 150 yards from the enemy, building it up by squads to a point where an attacking column could advance to about 200 yards away and then rapidly deploy into line and charge. This system essentially served the army in the Spanish-American War (1898) and into the two 20th-century world wars.

From 1870 to 1875, Upton was commandant of cadets and instructor in tactics at West Point. With the United States then involved in fighting Native Americans in the West, commanding general of the army General William T. Sherman sent Upton on a yearlong world study tour to Europe and Asia, especially the British India campaigns. Upton returned as an admirer of the German model of a strong standing army, with a large officer cadre and skeleton formations capable of rapid expansion in time of need. This system would do away with volunteer units entirely, for all volunteers would serve in the regular army under its officers. Upton also admired the German General Staff system and its frequent rotation of officers between staff and line assignments. He was an advocate of conscription but dared approach this only indirectly. Upton chiefly wanted the United States to abandon its dual system of federal and state control in favor of assigning all military duties to the regular army. He also argued against civilian control of the military.

Upton presented these views in his report, published as The Armies of Asia and Europe (1878), and in an influential manuscript work, The Military Policy of the United States. The latter, the nation’s first professional military history, was published posthumously in 1904. Congress and the country largely ignored Upton’s recommendations.

In 1880 Colonel Upton took command of the 4th Artillery Regiment at the Presidio, San Francisco, where on March 15, 1881, plagued by agonizing headaches perhaps caused by depression heightened by the death of his wife, he took his own life.

A brave soldier and a highly competent and innovative field commander, Upton was also a student of military history and an important original military thinker and theorist.

Neil Heyman and Spencer C. Tucker
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Vandenberg, Hoyt Sanford (1899–1954)

U.S. Army and U.S. Air Force general. Born in Milwaukee, Wisconsin, on January 24, 1899, Hoyt Sanford Vandenberg was the nephew of future Michigan senator Arthur H. Vandenberg, whose political influence probably aided the younger Vandenberg’s career. Hoyt Vandenberg graduated from the U.S. Military Academy, West Point, and immediately joined the Army Air Service in 1923. Selected as a flight instructor in October 1927, he then rotated between teaching and taking advanced flying and staff courses.

After graduating from the Army War College in June 1939, Vandenberg joined the Plans Division under Lieutenant General Henry H. “Hap” Arnold, chief of the Air Corps. Vandenberg’s excellent staff work directing the rapid air force expansion consequent to the start of World War II won him promotion to colonel in January 1942. Vandenberg moved to Britain to work on air support for the forthcoming North African invasion of November 1942. Promoted to brigadier general in December, he accompanied Major General James Harold Doolittle to Northwest Africa as his chief of staff, flying 26 combat missions and attending the Quebec, Tehran, and Cairo conferences in 1943. In August 1944 Vandenberg took command of the Ninth Air Force of more than 4,000 aircraft that provided tactical support to Allied ground forces throughout the West European theater. He was promoted to major general in March 1945.

Following staff appointments in Washington, D.C., in June 1946 Vandenberg became director of the Central Intelligence Group, forerunner of the Central Intelligence Agency, substantially expanding and centralizing its activities. Returning to duty with the Army Air Forces in April 1947, he became deputy commander and chief of the Air Staff. He was promoted to full general and became the newly independent U.S. Air Force’s vice chief of staff under General Carl “Tooey” Spaatz on October 1, 1947. Vandenberg succeeded Spaatz in April 1948.

Almost immediately, the U.S. Air Force was confronted with the Berlin Blockade and sustained a massive airlift to keep West Berlin supplied during June 1948–May 1949. Vandenberg advocated a 70-group air force, but President Harry S. Truman’s stringent budgetary policies initially restricted him to 55 groups or fewer. Vandenberg concentrated resources on developing strategic air offensive capabilities, ably presenting U.S. Air Force views in the heated 1949 controversy over the U.S. Navy’s strategic deterrent role and strongly supporting development of the hydrogen bomb.

When the Korean War began on June 25, 1950, the U.S. Air Force quickly established air superiority in Korea and provided vital support to United Nations ground forces. War also brought the expansion that Vandenberg had long advocated, doubling the air force to 106 wings, although he furiously protested the decision to defer for several years a promised further increase to his ideal of 143 wings. Vandenberg retired because of illness on June 30, 1953, and died in Washington, D.C., on April 2, 1954.

Vandenberg was the true architect of the U.S. Air Force. His indefatigable efforts to build up the new service effectively ensured the United States a Cold War strategic striking strength far surpassing that of any other nation.

Priscilla Roberts
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Van Fleet, James Alward (1892–1992)

U.S. Army general. Born on March 19, 1892, in Coytesville, New Jersey, and raised in Florida, James Alward Van Fleet graduated from the U.S. Military Academy, West Point, in 1915 and was commissioned in the infantry. He then served with the army along the Mexican border. Following U.S. entry into World War I in April 1917, Van Fleet led a machine-gun battalion in the 6th Division and saw combat in the Meuse-Argonne Offensive (September 26–November 11, 1918), during which he was wounded.

Following occupation duty in Germany, Van Fleet returned to the United States in June 1919. During 1920–1925 he was a Reserve Officers’ Training Corps (ROTC) instructor at the University of Florida, when he also coached its football team. He then commanded a battalion of the 42nd Infantry in Panama (1925–1927). Following a teaching assignment at the Infantry School, Fort Benning, Georgia (1927–1928), he completed its advance course (1929) and then returned to the University of Florida (1929–1933). Van Fleet served with the 5th Infantry in Maine (1933–1935). Promoted to lieutenant colonel, he instructed reservists in California (1936) and then served with the 29th Infantry at Fort Benning (1939–1941).

Promoted to colonel, Van Fleet took command of the 8th Infantry Regiment in February 1941. He retained command of the 8th Infantry until 1944, and his regiment spearheaded the 4th Division’s landing at Utah Beach during the Normandy Invasion (June 6, 1944). By the time the division participated in the capture of Cherbourg (June 22–27), Van Fleet had earned recognition as a highly effective commander. Promoted to brigadier general, he was assistant division commander of the 2nd Infantry (July–September). Following participation in the Siege of Brest (August–September 18), he took command of the 90th Infantry Division in the Third Army and was promoted to major general in November.

Van Fleet took part in fighting at Metz (November 1944) and the Battle of the Bulge (December 16, 1944–January 16, 1945). In February 1945 he assumed command of III Corps in the First Army, leading it in the breakout from the Remagen bridgehead and in the subsequent campaign in central Germany (March–May 8).

Van Fleet returned with III Corps to the United States in February 1946 and then headed the 2nd Service Command in New York before being named deputy commander of the First Army (June). He returned to Germany in December 1947 as deputy chief of staff of the European Command. In 1948 he was promoted to lieutenant general and named by President Harry S. Truman to head the U.S. Military Advisory and Planning Group in Greece, then torn by civil war. Appointed to the Greek National Defense Council, Van Fleet played a key role in one of the first confrontations of the Cold War. He helped mold the Greek Army into an effective fighting force, and by October 1949 it had defeated the communist-inspired insurgency. Van Fleet returned to the United States to assume command of the Second Army (August 1951).

Van Fleet’s stay in the United States was brief. On April 11, 1951, President Truman removed General Douglas MacArthur as head of the United Nations Command (UNC), replacing him with Eighth U.S. Army (EUSAK) commander Lieutenant General Matthew B. Ridgway. Van Fleet then assumed Ridgway’s former position as commander of EUSAK. Van Fleet was promoted to full general on August 1. Upon his arrival in Korea, he received orders to place EUSAK on the defensive while inflicting the heaviest possible losses on communist forces. Van Fleet repositioned the Eighth Army to the south of the 38th Parallel, where a rough stalemate had developed between UNC forces and the communists. Here his troops defeated the Fifth (Spring) Offensive by the Chinese People’s Volunteer Army (Chinese Army). Van Fleet then launched a counteroffensive, and by June the Eighth Army had inflicted some 270,000 casualties on the Chinese Army and the Korean People’s Army (North Korean Army).

Van Fleet chafed under the politically driven restraints of limited warfare that resulted in a series of often quite bloody defensive actions, which he saw as threatening to morale and discipline and ran counter to his predilections as a leader. Despite clashes with Washington over tactics and goals, Van Fleet kept the Eighth Army in fighting trim during the bitter and bloody stalemate that marked the Korean War’s last two years. Because of the nature of the conflict, his troops sometimes suffered heavy casualties even in small-scale actions, but they almost always inflicted even greater losses. Van Fleet also inspired the political and military leadership of the Republic of Korea (South Korea). He established infantry, artillery, and small-unit officers’ courses and retrained Republic of Korea Army (South Korean Army) forces. He also established the Republic of Korea Army military academy and sent Korean officers to military courses in the United States. While in Korea, Van Fleet suffered the death of his only son, U.S. Air Force captain James A. Van Fleet Jr., during a bombing run on April 4, 1952.

Van Fleet relinquished his command in Korea in February 1953 and retired from the army two months later as a full general. Whatever political difficulties he may have had, he went on to serve as President Dwight D. Eisenhower’s special ambassador to the Far East in 1954 and as a consultant to the secretary of the army on guerrilla warfare during 1961–1962. Van Fleet was also the prime mover behind the establishment in 1957 of the Korea Society, designed to strengthen ties between the United States and South Korea. Van Fleet died at Polk City, Florida, on September 23, 1992.

Resolute, pugnacious, and plainspoken, Van Fleet was forceful, courageous, and competent, a successful field commander and a noteworthy trainer who played a key role in the Cold War.

David R. Dorondo and Spencer C. Tucker
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Vasilevsky, Aleksandr Mikhailovich (1895–1977)

Soviet marshal and chief of staff of the Red Army. Born in Novaya Golchikha in the Volga region on September 30, 1895, Aleksandr Mikhailovich Vasilevsky was the son of an Orthodox priest. Vasilevsky attended a seminary before entering the czar’s army and rising to captain. He joined the Red Army in 1919, and during the Russian Civil War (1917–1922) he was elected commander of a rifle regiment. Vasilevsky then commanded the 143rd Regiment of the Moscow Military District and was chief of the Red Army’s Combat Training Directorate (1931–1934). In 1935 he was appointed deputy chief of staff of the Volga Military District. Between 1936 and 1937, Vasilevsky attended the Frunze General Staff Academy and then taught tactics there for several months.

Vasilevsky was then attached to the General Staff as chief of the Operations Training Section. Admitted to the Communist Party as a full member in 1938, he was deputy chief of operations of the General Staff (1939–1940) and then chief of the Operational Department (1941). Following the German invasion of the Soviet Union that June, Vasilevsky became invaluable to Stavka (the Soviet high command) in his visits to and coordination of the various military fronts. Only General Georgi Zhukov, with whom Vasilevsky worked out the successful 1942–1943 Soviet winter offensives, was more active in this regard. Appointed chief of the General Staff in June 1942, Vasilevsky was promoted to full general in January 1943 and to marshal of the Soviet Union in February 1943.

Vasilevsky coordinated the 3rd and 4th Ukrainian Fronts from Kursk through the advance from the Dnieper River to the Dniester and Prut Rivers and then subsequently coordinated operations for the 1st Baltic and 2nd Belorussian Fronts in East Prussia. In February 1945, he stepped down as chief of the General Staff to take command of the 3rd Belorussian Front following the death of its commander, General Ivan Chernyakhovsky.

Less volatile than Zhukov, Vasilevsky is said to have been a rational influence on Soviet dictator Joseph Stalin, who selected Vasilevsky in July 1945 for the singular honor of being the first Soviet theater commander against the Japanese. Vasilevsky’s Manchurian campaign was a lightning operation that required the coordination of three fronts from three directions, with the object of penetrating into central Manchuria to destroy the Japanese Guandong Army. The campaign was a complete success.

In November 1948 Vasilevsky was reappointed chief of the General Staff, and in March 1949 he became minister of defense. He retired from public life following Stalin’s death in March 1953. Vasilevsky was among 11 Soviets to receive the five-star ruby Order of Victory and was twice named a Hero of the Soviet Union. He published his war memoirs, Delo Vsei Zhizni (A Lifelong Cause), in 1973. The work revealed Stalin’s failure to follow the recommendations of his military advisers in the disastrous opening stages of the June 1941 German invasion. Vasilevsky died on December 5, 1977.

Vasilevsky was a capable field commander and staff officer whose talents for coordinating joint operations were particularly shown in the Soviet invasion of Manchuria at the end of World War II.

Claude R. Sasso
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Vauban, Sébastien Le Prestre de (1633–1707)

Marshal of France and military engineer par excellence. Born at Saint-Léger de Foucheret in Burgundy on May 15, 1633, Sébastien Le Prestre de Vauban fought as a cadet under the Duc d’Enghien (Le Grand Condé) during the Fronde (1648–1652), the rebellion of the French nobility against Cardinal Mazarin and young King Louis XIV. Taken prisoner, Vauban shared in the royal pardon and entered the French Army in 1653. Trained by Nicholas de Clerville, the leading French military engineer, Vauban was made a king’s engineer in May 1655 and was soon at work improving the French border fortresses under de Clerville’s direction (1659–1667).

During the War of Devolution (1667–1668), Vauban directed the successful French Siege of Lille (1667) and was rewarded by being advanced to colonel. At the request of Minister of War François-Michel Le Tellier, Marquis de Louvois, in 1669 Vauban drew up his Mémoire pour servir à l’instruction dans la conduite des sièges, which was published in 1740.

During the Dutch War (1672–1678), Vauban conducted the sieges of Maastricht (June 5–30, 1673), Valenciennes (February 29–March 17, 1677), and Ypres (March 13–26, 1678). At Maastricht he introduced one of his most important innovations, the digging of parallel trenches, each succeeding trench being dug slightly closer to the fortress. The trenches were connected to each other by zigzag communication trenches. Vauban was named commissaire-general des fortifications on the death of de Clerville.

During the War of the League of Augsburg (1688–1697), Vauban carried out several more successful sieges, including Philippsburg (captured October 29, 1688), Mons (March 25–April 10, 1691), Namur (May 26–July 1, 1692), and Ath (May 15–June 5, 1697). In this war, his most notable innovation was the use of ricochet fire to bounce shot along the parapets and maximize the destructiveness of artillery fire. Vauban employed this for the first time at Philippsburg.

Following the conclusion of peace, Vauban worked to improve French fortresses. His so-called Third System expanded his concept of a defense in depth. During the War of the Spanish Succession (1701–1714), Vauban successfully besieged Breisach (1703). He was named marshal of France in January 1703. During his long and distinguished military career, Vauban had conducted approximately 50 sieges. He also designed and oversaw the construction of more than 160 French fortresses, most of which were in the northeast to protect territory acquired there in Louis XIV’s many wars. Vauban is also usually credited with having invented the socket bayonet, which enabled soldiers to fight at the same time with their muskets and a thrusting edged weapon. Vauban died in Paris on March 30, 1707.

Vauban was quite probably the most important military engineer in history. A great innovator, he was also patient and methodical in his approach to siege operations and thus sparing of the lives of the attackers.

Spencer C. Tucker
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Vendôme, Louis Joseph, Duc de (1654–1712)

Marshal of France. Louis Joseph, Duc de Vendôme, was the son of Louis de Bourbon and the great-grandson of King Henri IV of France (r. 1589–1610) and his mistress, Gabrielle d’Estrées. Born in Paris on July 1, 1654, and orphaned at age 15, Vendôme inherited great wealth. Entering the French Army at age 18, he soon was fighting in the wars of French king Louis XIV (r. 1643–1715). Vendôme first distinguished himself as a subordinate in the Dutch War (1672–1678), and by 1688 he was a lieutenant general.

During the War of the League of Augsburg (Nine Years’ War, 1688–1697), Vendôme rendered effective service in French victories under Marshal François Henri de Montmorency-Bouteville, Duc de Luxembourg, at Steenkerke (August 3, 1692) and under Nicolas de Catinat de La Fauconnerie in the Battle of Marsaglia (October 4, 1693). From 1695, Vendôme commanded a French army in Spain, campaigning in Catalonia and taking Barcelona, which had been occupied by the allies for two years, in August 1697. Shortly thereafter Vendôme was promoted to maréchal de France.

Vendôme was the principal commander of French and Spanish forces in northern Italy during the War of the Spanish Succession (1701–1714), replacing Marshal François de Neufville, Duc de Villeroi, who had been taken prisoner. Vendôme was defeated by imperial forces under his relative Prince Eugène of Savoy in the Battle of Luzzara (August 15, 1702) but went on to conquer much of Savoy and to defeat Eugène in the Battle of Casaano (August 16, 1705). The next year Vendôme again defeated imperial forces, this time under Christian Detlev, Count von Reventlow, in the Battle of Calcinato (April 19, 1706).

Vendôme was then called to Flanders to shore up the French forces there after the disastrous defeat in the Battle of Ramillies (May 23, 1706). (Following his departure, Eugène drove the French from northern Italy, however.) In Flanders, Vendôme was able in 1707 to hold off allied forces under John Churchill, Duke of Marlborough, and in 1708 Vendôme outmaneuvered Marlborough and captured both Bruges and Ghent. Vendôme was severely handicapped in being subject to the orders of King Louis XIV’s grandson, the incompetent Duc de Bourgogne who had nominal command of the French forces in Flanders, and Bourgogne and Vendôme were defeated by the combined forces of Marlborough and Eugène in the Battle of Oudenarde (July 11, 1708). Although the damage had been done, Louis removed his grandson from command, and Vendôme was able to rally the retreating French forces and indeed repulse pursuing allied troops at Ghent, ensuring French control of western Flanders and the maintenance of secure communications to France. Disgusted by events, however, Vendôme retired to his estates.

Vendôme was soon back in action, called to aid his cousin King Philip V in Spain. There Vendôme won important victories against British and other allied forces in the battles at Brihuega and Villaviciosa (December 9 and 10, 1710), which ensured that the Spanish Crown would remain with Philip V. Vendôme did not live to see the end of the war. He died suddenly at Vinaròs in Spain on June 11, 1712, and was buried at El Escorial.

One of the more capable of King Louis XIV’s generals, Vendôme was personally brave and an inspirational leader. He was probably the most outstanding commander on the French and Spanish side during the War of the Spanish Succession.

Spencer C. Tucker
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Vercingetorix (ca. 75 BCE–46 BCE)

Leader of a Gallic revolt against Rome. Vercingetorix, a member of the Arverni tribe in central Gaul (later France), was born around 75 BCE but quite possibly later. Some contend that he was only in his late teens when he assumed leadership of the Gauls. His father, Celtillus, was an Arvernian noble who had been put to death for aspiring to the kingship. Gaul had only recently been conquered by Julius Caesar, but with Caesar away recruiting in Cisalpine Gaul and his legions scattered in garrison duty, a revolt broke out at Cenabum (Orléans) with the massacre of legionnaires in the early winter of 53.

Vercingetorix in the Arvernian city of Gergovia led his dependents in joining the revolt, only to be expelled from Gergovia by its leaders, including his own uncle, who believed that a revolt against Rome was too risky. Vercingetorix and his followers, mostly the poor, then seized control of Gergovia, and Vercingetorix was proclaimed king. He quickly took leadership of the revolt, which soon spread throughout central and western Gaul. Vercingetorix hammered out treaties and imposed his will through the taking of hostages, raising a large army and training it to a degree not seen before in Gaul.

Caesar, returning from Italy, fought his way through the Gallic forces and rejoined his legions. He then retook Cenabum. Unable to compete with the better-armed and better-trained Romans in pitched battle, Vercingetorix adopted guerrilla tactics, harassing the Roman lines of communication and carrying out a scorched-earth policy to prevent the Romans from living off the land. Caesar laid siege to Avaricum (Bourges) in February 52 BCE. Vercingetorix was unable to relieve the city, and Caesar took it in March, putting to the sword its population of 40,000 people. Caesar then moved on to lay siege to the Arverni capital of Gergovia. Vercingetorix won the battle because Caesar chose to attack rather than lay siege to the city and starve it out. When the Romans withdrew, Vercingetorix planned to attack them while they were drawn out on a march from the Saone Valley to the Seine. He assembled a large force of up to 95,000 men and might have been successful had some of his force not attacked prematurely. Both sides suffered heavily in the resulting battle, and in early July Vercingetorix withdrew to the stronghold of Alesia (Alise Sainte Reine, France), located on the top of Mount Auxois near the source of the Seine.

This time Caesar rejected an attack in favor of a protracted siege. Following one of history’s most masterly siege operations (July–October 52 BCE), Vercingetorix was forced to surrender. Transported to Rome and imprisoned in the Tullianum there, he was led through the city in Caesar’s triumph of 46 and then put to death either by strangulation or beheading.
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Gold coin of Vercingetorix, first century BCE. Chieftain of the Averni, one of the dominant Gallic tribes, the able and charismatic Vercingetorix led a confederation against Rome only to suffer defeat at the hands of Julius Caesar in the Battle of Alesia in 52 BCE. (Réunion des Musées Nationaux/Art Resource, NY



Resourceful, brave, and charismatic, Vercingetorix was hampered by factionalism among the Gallic tribes and in any case could not overcome superior Roman discipline and training and Caesar’s own adroit generalship.

Spencer C. Tucker

Further Reading

Caesar, Gaius Julius. Seven Commentaries on the Gallic War. New York: Oxford University Press, 1996.

Rudd, Stephen, ed. Julius Caesar in Gaul and Britain. Austin, TX: Raintree Steck-Vaughn, 1995.

Vessey, John William, Jr. (1922– )

U.S. Army general and chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff. Born in Minneapolis, Minnesota, on June 29, 1922, John William Vessey Jr. enlisted as a private in the Minnesota National Guard in May 1939 while still a student in high school. His unit, the 59th Field Artillery Brigade, 34th Infantry Division, was activated in February 1941. Vessey took part in the invasion of French North Africa (November 1942). Early U.S. setbacks there convinced him of the need for realistic combat training, physical fitness, air-to-ground cooperation, and modern weapons. Rising to first sergeant in September 1942, Vessey fought in the Battle of Anzio (January 22–June 5, 1944) in Italy and received a battlefield commission as a second lieutenant in May 1944.

After the war, Vessey remained in the U.S. Army with the field artillery and served with both the 4th Infantry Division in Germany and the Eighth Army in Korea. He was promoted to first lieutenant in April 1946, to captain in January 1951, to major in May 1958, and to lieutenant colonel in January 1963. Vessey completed his college degree through correspondence and night courses with the University of Maryland University College in 1963. During 1963–1965 Vessey commanded the 2nd Battalion, 73rd Field Artillery, 3rd Armored Division. He earned a master’s degree from George Washington University in 1965 and then in 1967 attended the Industrial College of the Armed Forces.

In Vietnam, Vessey commanded the 2nd Battalion, 77th Field Artillery, 25th Infantry Division. On March 21, 1967, during Operation JUNCTION CITY, Vessey’s batteries distinguished themselves when Fire Support Base Gold came under attack from elements of five Viet Cong battalions. Vessey received the Distinguished Service Cross for this action.

During October 1967–March 1969, Vessey commanded the 3rd Armored Division Artillery in Germany and was promoted to colonel in November 1967. He next was chief of staff of the division. In 1970 he qualified as an army helicopter pilot, and during 1970–1972 he headed the U.S. Army Support Command in Thailand. Vessey was promoted to brigadier general on April 1, 1971. During 1972–1973 he headed U.S. military support for the Royal Laotian government.

Returning to the United States, Vessey became director of operations in the Office of the Deputy Chief of Staff for Operations and Plans. Promoted to major general on August 1, 1974, Vessey assumed command of the 4th Infantry Division (Mechanized) at Fort Carson, Colorado. Promoted to lieutenant general on September 1, 1975, he became chief of staff for operations and plans. Promoted to full general on November 1, 1976, Vessey commanded the Eighth U.S. Army in Korea until 1979, a time of increased tensions in the Korean Peninsula amid talk of a possible U.S. drawdown of forces there.

During 1979–1982, Vessey served as vice chief of staff of the U.S. Army. From 1982 to 1985 he was chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff, the last World WarII combat veteran to serve in that capacity. Vessey’s tenure coincided with the deepening of the Cold War and a major U.S. rearmament effort. He supported the placement of new ballistic missiles in Europe and counterinsurgency operations in Central America. Vessey had opposed the deployment of U.S. troops to Lebanon beginning in 1982. His reservations proved prescient when a truck bomb destroyed the U.S. Marine Corps barracks in Beirut, killing 241 U.S. servicemen (October 23, 1983). President Ronald Reagan promptly withdrew the troops. Vessey oversaw the successful U.S. invasion of Grenada (October 1983) and was also partly responsible for the development of the Strategic Defense Initiative (SDI), also known as “Star Wars,” a program designed to defend against nuclear attack by shooting down or disabling ballistic missiles in flight.

Vessey retired from the army on September 30, 1985, after 46 years of military service. In retirement, he played a prominent role in normalizing relations between the Socialist Republic of Vietnam and the United States when he served as President George H. W. Bush’s negotiator with Hanoi on issues regarding prisoners of war and troops missing in action. In 1992 Vessey was awarded the nation’s highest civilian award, the Presidential Medal of Freedom.

Vessey, who worked his way up through all the military ranks from private to full general, was both a capable combat commander and a highly effective chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff during an important period in the Cold War.

David T. Zabecki
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Villars, Claude Louis Hector de (1653–1734)

Marshal of France. Born at Moulins on May 8, 1653, Claude Louis Hector de Villars entered the Corps of Pages in 1670 and then joined the French Army a year later in 1671. He distinguished himself during the Dutch War (1672–1678) as a leader of light cavalry. He participated in the Siege of Maastricht (June 5–30, 1673) and received command of a cavalry regiment later that same year at age 21, but because he had made an enemy of Minister of War François le Tellier, Marquis de Louvois, Villars saw only limited action in Flanders during 1674–1677.

After the Dutch War, Villars was sent on a mission to France’s ally Bavaria and during that time participated in Charles of Lorraine’s defeat of the Turks at Harkány, near Mohács (August 12, 1687). Returning to France, Villars was promoted to maréchal de camp (brigadier general).

During the War of the League of Augsburg (1688–1697), Villars earned recognition while fighting under François Henri de Montmorency-Bouteville, Duke of Luxembourg, who commanded the French Army in Flanders. Villars fought at Fleurus in the Netherlands (July 1, 1690), at Steenkerke (August 3, 1692), and at Neerwinden (July 29, 1693). At the end of the war, he was sent to Vienna as French ambassador.

During the War of the Spanish Succession (1701–1714), King Louis XIV sent Villars to aid Bavaria against Austria in 1702. Villars defeated Louis of Baden at Friedlingen (October 14, 1702) and received promotion to marshal of France on October 20. Villars then successfully besieged Kehl (February 25–March 9, 1703). Aided by Bavarian troops, he prevented Louis of Baden from taking Augsburg in the Battle of Munderkingen (July 31, 1703) and then defeated the Austrians under Count Hermann Styrium at Höchstädt (September 20). Villars resigned his command when the Bavarians refused to participate in an offensive against Vienna.

In 1709 Villars was assigned command of the French army in Flanders of some 112,000 men to meet a major allied invasion force of 110,000 men under the Duke of Marlborough and Eugène of Savoy. The French government instructed Villars to avoid a general engagement if possible. Following the allies’ successful Siege of Tournai (June 28–July 29), they laid siege to Mons (September 4–October 26), and the French government instructed Villars to fight to prevent its capture. Villars moved the bulk of his forces to Malplaquet, which he entrenched, knowing that because his army threatened their siege operations against Mons, the allies would have to attack him. Marlborough and Eugène accepted the challenge, resulting in the bloody Battle of Malplaquet (September 11). Although Villars was defeated and seriously wounded in this battle, it was in effect a strategic victory for France. The battle claimed some 20,500 allied troops killed or wounded, versus only 12,500 French casualties. Villars correctly reported to Louis XIV that one more such battle would drive the allies from the war.

Villars then oversaw the defense of France along the heavily fortified Ne Plus Ultra Lines in the northeast during 1709–1711, holding the attackers at bay. Following the British government’s recall of Marlborough, Villars took the offensive against Austrian forces under Prince Eugène of Savoy during 1712–1713, defeating a portion of Eugène’s army at Denain (July 24, 1712). Villars then went on the offensive, taking a number of French fortresses that had been lost in previous fighting, including Douai, Quesnoy, and Bouchain (August–October). With his own army now outnumbering Eugène’s army two to one, Villars then campaigned along the Rhine, besieging and taking Speyer, Landau, and Freiburg (May–November 1713). He then participated in negotiations with Eugène leading to the Treaty of Rastatt and the Treaty of Baden in March and September 1714, respectively, that ended the war with the forces of the Holy Roman Empire.

Villars was made marshal general of France, in effect the commander of the French Army, on October 18, 1733. In the War of the Polish Succession (1733–1738), he campaigned in northern Italy in 1734 against the Duchy of Milan and captured Novara, Tortona, and Milan. Villars died in Turin (Turino) on July 17, 1734.

Although vain, Villars was the most important French general in the second half of Louis XIV’s reign. Resourceful, bold, and an able administrator, Villars was the only French general who approached in effectiveness the allied generals the Duke of Marlborough and Eugène of Savoy. The Battle of Malplaquet was a defensive masterpiece.

Spencer C. Tucker
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Vo Nguyen Giap (1911–2013)

Vietnamese general and minister of defense. Vo Nguyen Giap was born in An Xa, Quang Binh Province, in central Vietnam on August 15, 1911. He attended the Lycée Nationale in Hue but was labeled an agitator and expelled. He then worked for a time as a journalist and joined the secret Revolutionary Party for a New Vietnam.

Arrested by the French in 1930, Giap was sentenced to two years of hard labor. Upon his release from prison, he studied at the Lycée Albert Sarraut in Hanoi, graduating in 1934. Giap then taught history and French at the Lycée Thuong Long. He also published a number of journals and newspapers, most of which were shut down by the authorities. Giap then earned a law degree from the University of Hanoi in 1938.

Giap joined the Indochinese Communist Party in 1937, which ordered him to southern China in 1940. He was forced to leave behind his wife and daughter. The French arrested his wife in 1941; she was subsequently tortured to death. In China, Giap met Ho Chi Minh. Under Ho’s orders, Giap returned to northern Tonkin, where he organized opposition to the French and became a leader of the Vietnam Independence League (Viet Minh), formed in 1942.

Giap formed 34 men into the Vietnam Armed Propaganda and Liberation Brigade in December 1944, the beginnings of the People’s Army of Vietnam (PAVN). His troops underwent strict political indoctrination and military training. Giap was responsible for refining the rural revolutionary warfare theories of Mao Zedong that combined political and military activity into revolutionary warfare. At the end of World War II, Giap became minister of the interior in the new Democratic Republic of Vietnam (North Vietnam), formed in September 1945. He was then named senior general in the PAVN (1946–1972) and minister of defense for North Vietnam (1946–1986).

Giap led the Viet Minh against the French in the long Indochina War (1946–1954), in the course of which he built an army of nearly 300,000 men. He suffered heavy losses when he went over prematurely to major pitched battles against the French Army in the Red River Delta area, but he achieved victory in the most important battle of the war at Dien Bien Phu (March 13–May 7, 1954).
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General Vo Nguyen Giap, a former history teacher, directed the army of the Democratic Republic of Vietnam (North Vietnam) to victory in the Indo-China and Vietnam Wars. (Getty Images)



Giap also led PAVN forces in the fighting in the Republic of Vietnam (South Vietnam) that followed South Vietnamese president Ngo Dien Diem’s refusal to hold the elections called for in 1956 by the 1954 Geneva Accords. Giap often engaged in intense debates with military commanders and political leaders over strategy. He generally cautioned patience, while others sought more aggressive action against South Vietnamese and U.S. forces. Giap opposed the Tet Offensive of January 1968. He was proven correct, as the offensive failed, producing high casualties for his own troops and no popular uprising in South Vietnam. However, the Tet Offensive was an unexpected psychological victory for Hanoi and led Washington to seek a way out of the war.

In 1972, Giap reluctantly ordered a massive invasion of South Vietnam in what became known as the Easter Offensive. Once again he was proven correct when the South Vietnamese, supported by massive U.S. airpower, blunted the attack and inflicted heavy casualties on the North Vietnamese. Still, when the offensive was over, PAVN forces occupied territory that they had not previously controlled, and the subsequent 1973 peace agreement did not require their removal.

Sharp disagreements within the North Vietnamese leadership regarding Giap’s military judgment led to him being stripped of his command of the PAVN, although he retained the post of minister of defense until 1986. Although Giap supported it, his protégé, General Van Tien Dung, directed the final offensive in 1975 that resulted in the defeat of South Vietnam. Appointed to head the Ministry of Science and Technology, Giap opposed the Vietnamese invasion of Cambodia in 1978. In 1991 he was forced to give up his last post as vice premier in charge of family planning. After his retirement, the government designated Giap a “national treasure” but also largely kept him from the media. Giap died in Hanoi on October 4, 2013.

Giap was certainly one of the great military commanders of the second half of the 20th century and an important figure in the reunification of Vietnam. With scant military knowledge at the start, he learned from his early mistakes and proved to be a remarkably adroit strategist.

James H. Willbanks
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Walker, Walton Harris (1889–1950)

U.S. Army general. Born in Belton, Texas, on December 3, 1889, Walton Harris Walker attended the Virginia Military Institute during 1907–1908, then graduated from the U.S. Military Academy, West Point, and was commissioned a second lieutenant of infantry in 1912. In 1914 Walker took part in the U.S. occupation of Veracruz, Mexico. Promoted to captain in May 1917 following U.S. entry into World War I, he served with the 5th Infantry Division in France and saw action in the Saint-Mihiel Offensive (September 12–16, 1918) and the Meuse-Argonne Offensive (September 26–November 11). He was promoted to temporary colonel in June 1919.

Reverting to the permanent rank of captain in late 1919, Walker attended the Field Artillery School at Fort Sill and was promoted to captain in July 1920. He graduated from the Infantry School at Fort Benning, Georgia, in 1922 and from its advanced course in 1923. After duty as a tactical officer at West Point (1923–1925), he graduated from the Command and General Staff College in 1926. Following a period as an instructor at the Coast Artillery School, Fort Monroe, Virginia, Walker served with the 15th Infantry Regiment at Tianjin (Tientsin) during 1930–1933. Promoted to lieutenant colonel in 1935, he graduated from the Army War College in 1936 and served in the War Plans Division of the Army General Staff in Washington, D.C. (1937–1940). As a temporary colonel, he commanded the 36th Infantry Regiment in 1941.

Promoted to brigadier general in July 1941, Walker commanded the 3rd Armored Brigade. He assumed command of the 3rd Armored Division in February 1942, followed by the IV Armored Corps at Camp Young, California, in September, establishing the Desert Training Center for units to serve in North Africa.

Walker moved the IV Armored Corps to Fort Campbell, Kentucky, in April 1943 and then to Britain as the redesignated XX Corps in February 1944. XX Corps landed in Normandy, France, that July as part of Lieutenant General George S. Patton’s Third Army. Walton distinguished himself in the drive across northern France, with XX Corps becoming known as the Ghost Corps for the speed of its advance. Walker’s corps reached Metz but was then halted for lack of fuel on September 15. During the German Ardennes Offensive (Battle of the Bulge, December 16, 1944–January 16, 1945) when Patton moved the bulk of the Third Army north to counterattack into the southern flank of the German thrust, Walker’s corps had to cover the entire army front. Walker then led XX Corps through the Siegfried Line (West Wall) and to the Rhine, reaching Linz, Austria, by the end of the war in Europe. He was promoted to lieutenant general in May.

Appointed head of the 8th Service Command in Dallas, Texas, in June 1945, Walker was named commander of the Fifth Army in Chicago in June 1946. In September 1948 he was appointed commander of the Eighth Army in Japan, the U.S. Army ground force element of General Douglas MacArthur’s Far Eastern Command.

The four divisions in the Eighth Army were at only two-thirds of their authorized wartime strength in men and equipment, and the soldiers were largely untrained. When the Korean War began on June 25, 1950, Walker became the primary ground United Nations Command (UNC) forces commander there (July 13). He also received operational control of the units of the Republic of Korea Army (South Korea) (July 17) and eventually all United Nations (UN) ground forces in Korea.

Walker’s poorly trained and equipped forces were no match for the invading Korean People’s Army, which pushed UN forces southward down the Korean Peninsula until Walker finally managed to stabilize a defensive perimeter around the port of Pusan. Bounded on east and south by the sea and on the west by the Naktong River, the Pusan Perimeter formed a rectangle roughly 100 by 50 miles. With his back to the sea but with the advantage of operating on interior lines, Walker issued his famous “Stand or Die” order on July 29.

During the next six weeks, Walker conducted one of the most skillful mobile defense operations in modern military history. Following the landing of X Corps at Inchon on September 15, Walker’s forces counterattacked and drove north the next day, linking up with X Corps (September 26). Walker protested UNC commander General Douglas MacArthur’s subsequent decision to separate the Eighth Army and X Corps for a drive into North Korea. Walker believed that the Chinese intervention in the war on October 25 was no minor counterattack, and he wisely brought the bulk of his forces back behind the Ch’ongch’on River.

MacArthur wanted an immediate resumption of the offensive, but Walker, critically short of supplies, demurred. Finally, Walker agreed to a resumption of the offensive on November 24. The Chinese then intervened in great strength on the night of November 25–26. In the face of overwhelming odds, Walker conducted a masterful series of delaying actions, withdrawing south and establishing a new defensive line roughly along the 38th Parallel on December 15.

On his way to visit a unit, Walker was killed when his jeep was struck by a truck on December 23, 1950. He was promoted posthumously to general on January 2, 1951.

Nicknamed “Bulldog” for his tenacity, Walker was a brave and tenacious commander who believed in leading from the front. Had his forces not held the Pusan Perimeter, the communists could have won the Korean War.

Spencer C. Tucker
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Wallenstein, Albrecht Eusebius von (1583–1634)

Leading 17th-century mercenary general. Albrecht Eusebius von Wallenstein (Waldstein, Waldstejn) was born in Hermanice, Bohemia, on September 24, 1583. Educated by the Jesuits, he then attended the University of Altdorf but was forced to leave for misconduct in 1599. He then studied at both Bologna and Padua.

Wallenstein joined the army of Holy Roman emperor Rudolf II, fighting in Hungary and distinguishing himself in the Siege of Gran (Esztergom, September 19–October 10, 1604). Wallenstein then returned to Bohemia and married a wealthy widow, inheriting her estates on her death in 1614. He raised and led 200 cavalry in the Austro-Venetian War (1615–1617).

On the start of the Thirty Years’ War (1618–1648), with the Bohemian Revolt in 1618 Wallenstein raised a regiment to fight on the Catholic side for Holy Roman emperor Ferdinand II and distinguished himself in the fighting that followed. With the crushing of the Bohemian Revolt in 1620, Ferdinand rewarded Wallenstein with considerable estates in Bohemia and Moravia. Wallenstein was made first an imperial count palatine (1622) then a prince (1625). He married a wealthy heiress in 1623 and, following further campaigning against the Protestants in Moravia (1623–1624), became the duke of Friedland in 1624.

In the Danish period of the war (1625–1629) when King Christian IV entered the struggle on the Protestant side, Wallenstein agreed to raise and maintain an army of 20,000 men for Emperor Ferdinand in April 1625. Wallenstein accomplished this by various expedients, including taxation from his own considerable estates and borrowing money against anticipated future tribute. He also granted commissions to those who would raise their own forces. Wallenstein helped maintain the army in the field by plundering conquered territories.

Victorious over the Protestants under Count Ernst von Mansfeld in the Battle of Dessau Bridge (April 25, 1626), Wallenstein then joined the other leading Catholic general, Johan Tilly, who had defeated Christian IV, to drive the Danes from Germany. On the wounding of Tilly, Wallenstein led the invasion of the Jutland Peninsula in 1627. Rewarded by being named duke (later prince) of Sagan (Zagañ), Wallenstein also received the duchy of Mecklenberg on the Baltic. He enjoyed success until the failure of his Siege of Stralsund (February–July 1628). Nonetheless, he forced Denmark to conclude peace in the Treaty of Lübeck on June 7, 1629.

Wallenstein toyed with the idea of building up a naval force to control the Baltic. His ambition, unbridled use of authority, and independence greatly alarmed the leading Catholic princes. With Sweden now threatening to enter the war, the princes prevailed on the emperor to dismiss his favorite general in the interest of Catholic unity on August 24, 1630.

When King Gustavus Adolphus of Sweden invaded Germany, the emperor was forced to recall Wallenstein in April 1632. Securing more power than before and assembling a new army, Wallenstein drove the Saxons from Bohemia and blocked the Swedish advance on the city of Nürnberg (July–August 1632). He then joined Maximilian of Schwabach and entrenched. Gustavus attacked but was forced to withdraw after suffering heavy losses against Wallenstein at Alte Veste (August 31–September 4, 1632).

Wallenstein moved north and invaded Saxony with some 30,000 men in September–October. He tried but failed to prevent the Swedes from crossing the Saale River and then engaged Gustavus in the great Battle of Lützen (November 16, 1632). Although the Swedes were ultimately victorious in the battle, Gustavus was killed.

Following Lützen, Wallenstein withdrew to Leipzig. He conquered Silesia in October before taking up winter quarters in Bohemia. Although the exact circumstances will never be known with any certainty, Wallenstein conspired to switch sides in the war and become the king of Bohemia. Toward that end, he opened discussions both with Sweden and France to force a negotiated peace on Ferdinand. Learning of Wallenstein’s plans, Ferdinand removed him from command and ordered his arrest on January 24, 1634. Ferdinand then charged Wallenstein with high treason on February 18. Learning of this, Wallenstein fled from Pilsen to Eger in Bohemia on his way to join the Swedes. There he and his escort were captured and murdered on the night of February 25, 1634.

Wallenstein was one of the great mercenary captains in history and certainly the best general on the imperial side in the Thirty Years’ War. Although he generally supported imperial policies, he did not favor Emperor Ferdinand’s insistence on religious conformity. Personally ambitious, Wallenstein was a gifted administrator and a bold and innovative field commander.
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Washington, George (1732–1799)

Commander in chief of the Continental Army during the American Revolutionary War and first president of the United States. Born in Westmoreland County, Virginia, on February 22, 1732, George Washington was one of seven children of Augustine Washington, a wealthy planter. Following the death of his father in 1743, George Washington came under the guardianship of his older brother Lawrence. Washington had little formal education. His mother blocked his plans to join the Royal Navy, and he became a surveyor in Culpepper County in 1749, spending several years surveying Virginia’s western lands. With Lawrence’s assistance, Washington received an appointment as a major in the Virginia Militia in 1752. Following Lawrence’s death in July 1752 and that of Lawrence’s daughter in September, Washington inherited the family estate of Mount Vernon.

Washington became involved in the struggle between the British and French for supremacy in North America when he volunteered to investigate reports of French incursions into the Ohio River Valley during October 1753–January 1754. When Virginia lieutenant governor Robert Dinwiddie ordered the formation of a regiment to oppose the French in the Old Northwest in the spring of 1754, Washington received a commission as lieutenant colonel of militia and was appointed second-in-command. On the death of the colonel in May, Washington assumed command and led 160 men across the Alleghenies. His preemptive attack on the French at Great Meadows (May 28) began the French and Indian War (1754–1763). The French then sought out the Virginians and forced their surrender at the hastily constructed Fort Necessity (July 4).


[image: image]

Portrait of Colonel George Washington in 1772 by Charles Wilson Peale. A strong leader and excellent judge of people, Washington grew as a military commander. He has rightly been called the “indispensable man” of the American Revolutionary War (1775–1783). He then served two terms as the first president of the United States. (Photos.com)



Allowed to return home with his men, Washington learned that the Virginia Militia would be broken into independent companies. Facing the prospect of reduction in rank to captain, he resigned his commission in October 1754. In the spring of 1755 Washington volunteered to accompany British major general Edward Braddock as an aide-de-camp without rank on Braddock’s ill-fated expedition against French Fort Duquesne near present-day Pittsburgh. The British met disaster in the Battle of Monongahela (July 9), where Washington exhibited both leadership and personal courage and helped bring the remnants of Braddock’s force to safety.

Refusing to blame Braddock and winning wide public approval for his role in the fiasco, Washington accepted command of the Virginia regiment as a full colonel in August 1755, training the men and supervising the construction and manning of a number of western frontier forts, which then turned back Native American raids in 1756 and 1757. Washington established a fine reputation, leading by example and manifesting concern for his men’s welfare.

Washington failed in his attempts to secure incorporation of the Virginia regiment into the British Army, but he commanded a brigade of some 700 provincial troops as part of Brigadier General John Forbes’s successful expedition against Fort Duquesne (July–November 1758), gaining valuable command experience in the process.

Resigning his military post in December 1758, Washington married wealthy widow Martha Custis and was elected to the Virginia House of Burgesses. He also represented Virginia at the First and Second Continental Congresses in Philadelphia in 1774 and 1775. With the beginning of the American Revolutionary War in April 1775, Washington began wearing his old militia uniform to congressional meetings.

Because he was native born, had some military experience, and was from the wealthiest colony of Virginia, Congress named Washington the commander in chief of the newly created Army of the United Colonies (Continental Army) on June 15. His formidable leadership skills, recognition of the primacy of civil authority in Congress, reputation for honesty, humility, and ability to pick able subordinates all proved to be crucial assets. Merely keeping the Continental Army together was a considerable achievement, but Washington worked hard to train the army. Within three years, thanks in large part to military equipment provided by France, Washington developed a small well-disciplined force capable of meeting the British on equal terms in selective battles.

Washington assumed command of the forces besieging Boston on July 3. Although he was successful in causing the British to evacuate that port city (March 17, 1776), the resulting New York campaign was a near disaster, fueled in part by his mistakes. British forces under Major General William Howe landed first on Staten Island and then crossed to Long Island, where Washington suffered defeat, although his evacuation on August 29–30 was masterful. Delaying actions at Harlem Heights (September 16) and White Plains (October 28) were successful, but he made a terrible mistake in leaving a large garrison on Manhattan Island at Fort Washington, which fell to the British on November 16. The British also took Fort Lee in New Jersey (November 20), but its garrison escaped. Forced to withdraw across New Jersey, Washington escaped across the Delaware River into Pennsylvania.

With enlistments of most of his troops about to expire, Washington risked everything in a daring raid on the British outpost at Trenton, where he was successful (December 26, 1776). He then went on to defeat the British at Princeton (January 3, 1777). These two victories restored confidence both in the Patriot cause and in Washington as a military leader.

Although Washington actively sought the advice of his subordinates and usually heeded it, he was an aggressive commander when opportunities arose. Defeated before Philadelphia at Brandywine Creek (September 11, 1777), he mounted a surprise attack on the British camp outside of Philadelphia at Germantown (October 4). The attack failed because of inept subordinates and an overly complex plan. At the same time, recognizing an important opportunity, Washington sent units north to assist in the defeat and capture of an entire invading British army under Lieutenant General John Burgoyne at Saratoga (October 7). Washington held the army together in the suffering of the winter encampment at Valley Forge (1777–1778) and then attacked the British on their withdrawal from Philadelphia at Monmouth Court House in New Jersey (June 28, 1778). Inept subordinate Major General Charles Lee threw away a splendid chance for victory.

The French had supplied important quantities of arms, powder, and equipment to the Americans, but after Saratoga they signed a formal treaty of alliance in February 1778 and were soon at war with Britain in June. Following Major General Horatio Gates’s defeat in the Battle of Camden (August 16, 1780) in North Carolina, Washington sent his able lieutenant, Major General Nathanael Greene, to the South. Greene proceeded to rebuild the southern army and then roll up the British outposts there. At the same time, Washington was able to take advantage of the arrival in North American waters of a powerful French fleet under Admiral François Joseph Paul, Comte de Grasse. Marching south from New York State with French land forces under Lieutenant General Jean Baptiste Donatien de Vimeur, Comte de Rochambeau, Washington laid siege to Lieutenant General Charles Cornwallis’s British army at Yorktown (September 26–October 19) and forced it to surrender. This defeat brought the downfall of the ministry in London and a new policy on the part of the British government of cutting its losses, leading to the Treaty of Paris on September 3, 1783.

Washington quelled a planned mutiny among his officers over pay at Newburgh, New York, in February–March 1783 and then resigned his commission in December to return to Mount Vernon.

Washington was selected as president of the convention that produced the U.S. Constitution in 1787. He became the first president of the United States in April 1789. His leadership was invaluable in establishing the new institutions of government and making them work effectively. Granted the rank of lieutenant general by Congress, Washington took field command of militia forces during the Whiskey Rebellion (1794). Again his leadership and calls for restraint proved invaluable in ending the crisis. Refusing to stand for a third term, Washington retired to his beloved Mount Vernon in 1797 and died there on December 14, 1799.

Although Washington had to acquire much of his military training on the job, he was truly one of the greatest generals in American history. Washington was so invaluable to the American cause that it is difficult to imagine success in the war without him. One biographer calls him the “Indispensable Man.” Much more than military skills, Washington brought the priceless gift of character. A brilliant strategist and a capable tactical commander who learned from his mistakes, he was personally brave and led by example. Washington often dipped into his own modest fortune to provide for his men and was genuinely admired by them.

Spencer C. Tucker
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Wavell, Sir Archibald Percival (1883–1950)

British Army field marshal who was commander in chief and then viceroy in India during World War II. Born in Colchester, England, on May 5, 1883, Archibald Percival Wavell was educated at Winchester. He graduated at the top of his class from the Royal Military Academy, Sandhurst, in 1901 and was commissioned in the Black Watch.

Wavell established his military reputation during the Boer War (1899–1902) and in service on the Northwest Frontier in India. He graduated, again at the top of his class, from the British Army Staff College, Camberley, and then studied the Russian language for two years in Russia. During World War I he served in France, losing an eye in fighting at Ypres. After his recovery and eight months with the Russian army in the Caucasus, he served in Palestine under General Edmund Allenby as a brigadier general. Wavell held a variety of posts in the 1920s and 1930s and returned to Palestine in 1937 to command British forces there during the Arab-Jewish riots.

Promoted to lieutenant general in 1938, Wavell was appointed commander in chief, Middle East, in August 1939. He had to create the command virtually from scratch in Cairo, with few resources. His heavily outnumbered forces halted the Italian invasion of Egypt from Libya, and he then launched Operation COMPASS. The operation was a spectacular success, destroying more than a dozen Italian divisions and clearing all of Cyrenaica. Empire forces operating under Wavell’s command also had considerable success in Ethiopia and against anti-Allied elements in Syria and Iraq. Reversals followed, however, largely due to the arrival in North Africa of German reinforcements under General Erwin Rommel and to Prime Minister Winston Churchill’s mistaken decision to strip resources from Wavell’s command for an intervention in Greece. Following the British defeat in Greece and Crete (over which Wavell had no control) and the failure of Operation BATTLEAXE to drive the Germans from Egypt and relieve Tobruk, Churchill replaced Wavell with General Claude Auchinleck in July 1941 and transferred Wavell to India as commander in chief there.

With the U.S. entry into the war, Wavell was briefly Allied commander in the Far East. Following the loss of Malaya, Singapore, and Burma, he prepared India for invasion and then mounted a counterattack against Japanese forces in Burma, which the Japanese repulsed. Promoted to field marshal in January 1943 and raised to the peerage in July, Wavell was named viceroy of India in June 1943, a post he handled well until he was replaced by Admiral Louis Mountbatten in 1947. Made an earl with the title Viscount Keren of Eritrea and Winchester, Wavell returned to Britain and settled in London. A prolific and talented writer, he wrote The Palestine Campaigns (1928), Allenby (two volumes, 1940 and 1943), Generals and Generalship (1941), Allenby in Egypt (1943), Speaking Generally (1946), and The Good Soldier (1948). He also edited a poetry anthology, Other Men’s Flowers (1944). Wavell died in London on May 24, 1950.

Wavell was a talented field commander who was usually forced to work with totally inadequate resources. A far more capable general than he receives credit for, Wavell made significant contributions to the Allied victory in World War II.

David M. Green and Spencer C. Tucker
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Wayne, Anthony (1745–1796)

Continental Army officer and later commander of the Legion of the United States. Born in Waynesborough, Chester County, Pennsylvania, of Irish descent on January 1, 1745, Anthony Wayne was educated at the Academy in Philadelphia but left school to become a surveyor. He was later a tanner in his father’s business.

Elected to the Pennsylvania colonial assembly in 1774, Wayne resigned upon the outbreak of the American Revolutionary War in 1775 to raise a volunteer regiment. Although he had no formal military training, in January 1776 he was commissioned colonel of the 4th Pennsylvania Regiment. Wayne was wounded in the Battle of Trois Rivières (June 8, 1776), and his action in covering the retreat of U.S. forces from Canada won him promotion to brigadier general in February 1777.

Wayne again distinguished himself in the Battle of Brandywine Creek (September 11, 1777), but he was caught by surprise in a British night attack on his camp at Paoli (September 21). Wayne requested a court-martial, which cleared him of any negligence. He earned praise for his conduct in the Battle of Germantown (October 4) and performed well in the Battle of Monmouth (June 28, 1778), leading the initial attack and then defending against the British counterattack. Wayne led a bayonet attack that carried the British position at Stony Point, New York (July 16, 1779), winning the nickname “Mad Anthony.” In January 1781 he ably defused a mutiny of the Pennsylvania line. During the latter stages of the American Revolutionary War, Wayne participated in the Yorktown Campaign (May–October 19, 1781) and then campaigned under Major General Nathanael Greene in Georgia until the British evacuated Savannah in July 1782. At the end of the war, Wayne was breveted a major general in September 1783.

After the war, Wayne retired to farm in Pennsylvania. He was a member of the Pennsylvania State Assembly in 1785 and was elected to the state convention that ratified the U.S. Constitution. Wayne then relocated to Georgia to manage landholdings the state had awarded him for his services there during the Revolutionary War in 1782. Unsuccessful in securing election to the U.S. Senate from Georgia, he won election to the U.S. Congress from that state in 1791, but the election was subsequently declared invalid because of voting irregularities.

In April 1792 following two disastrous expeditions against Native Americans in the Old Northwest by Brigadier General Josiah Harmar and Governor of the Northwest Territory Arthur St. Clair, President George Washington recalled Wayne as a major general to command the newly authorized 5,000-man Legion of the United States. Wayne took advantage of extended negotiations with the Native Americans to establish a camp at Legionville in western Pennsylvania and properly train the army. He stressed drill, proper sanitation, field fortifications, and marksmanship. Finally, in the summer of 1794 Wayne led the army, supported by Kentucky militia, west into the Ohio Territory. In the Battle of Fallen Timbers (August 20, 1794), he defeated Native American forces led by Shawnee chief Blue Jacket. This victory broke the power of the Native Americans in the eastern part of the Old Northwest and did much to restore the prestige of the U.S. Army, which had been badly tarnished in the earlier defeats. A year later, Wayne concluded the Treaty of Greenville with the Native Americans.

In 1796 Wayne secured the relinquishment of British forts in the Great Lakes area to the United States. While on a military excursion from Fort Detroit to Pennsylvania, Wayne died suddenly at Presque Isle (Erie), Pennsylvania, on December 16, 1796.

A bold, aggressive commander, Wayne insisted on thorough training and careful preparation. His accomplishments, culminating in the victory at Fallen Timbers, have led many to call him the father of the U.S. Army.

Paul G. Pierpaoli Jr. and Spencer C. Tucker
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Wellesley, Arthur, Viscount Wellington of Talavera (1769–1852)

British general and prime minister. Born in Dublin, Ireland, on May 1, 1769, Arthur Wellesley (Wesley) was the fifth son of Garrett Wellesley, the first Earl Mornington. Arthur Wellesley was educated at Eton and the French military school at Angers. He then entered the British Army. Family influence secured for him a commission as an ensign in the 73rd Highland Regiment in 1787. Promoted to lieutenant by the end of that year, Wellesley was a captain in command of a company in June 1791. Borrowing money from his brother, he purchased a major’s commission in the 33rd Regiment of Foot and was its lieutenant colonel in September 1793.

War had begun between Britain and France in 1793, and Wellesley led his regiment into combat under the Duke of York against the Dutch at Hondschoote (September 8). Wellesley then commanded a brigade in Flanders and in Hanover. Disappointed by the lackluster performance of the British Army, he considered resigning. Wellesley served in India during 1797–1805, which was fortuitous, as his elder brother, Richard Wellesley, the second Earl Mornington, was governor-general there. Rapid promotion followed. Arthur Wellesley took part in the campaign against Sultan Fateh Ali Tipu (Tipu Sulan), ruler of Mysore, and following the capture of Seringapatam and the death of Tipu, Wellesley became its governor. He won major victories in the Second Maratha War (1803–1805) at Poona (March 20, 1803), Ahmadnager (August 11), Assaye (September 23), Aragon (November 28), and Gawilgarh (December 15).

Returning to England as a major general in September 1805, Wellesley commanded a brigade in the abortive Hanover campaign of 1805. He entered the British Parliament from Rye and married in 1806. Wellesley was appointed chief secretary for Ireland in April 1807. He took part in the campaign against Denmark (July–September 1807) and was victorious at Kjoge (August 29).

Promoted to lieutenant general in 1808, Wellesley received command of a British expeditionary force for an invasion of Spanish Venezuela, but with the revolt against French rule in the Iberian Peninsula, the force was diverted there instead. Temporarily commanding British forces in Portugal at the beginning of the Peninsular War (1808–1814), Wellesley was victorious over French forces under General Jean Junot at Vimiero (August 21, 1808), leading to the liberation of Portugal from the French. Superseded by the cautious British general Sir Hugh Dalrymple, Wellesley was forced to stand on the defensive. Following the conclusion of the Convention of Cintra, which provided that the French soldiers would be returned to France in British ships, Wellesley and other British generals were called home and underwent an investigation by Parliament. Cleared of any wrongdoing, Wellesley returned to Portugal as commander of all British forces there (April 22, 1809). He captured Oporto (May 12) and defeated the French at Talavera (July 27–28), but superior French numbers forced him on the defensive. For his success, however, he was ennobled as Viscount Wellington of Talavera. Wellington then oversaw construction of a strong defensive system and kept the French from taking Lisbon during the winter of 1809–1810.
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British Army field marshal Arthur Wellesley, Duke of Wellington, led British forces against the French in the Iberian Peninsula and defeated Napoleon Bonaparte in the Battle of Waterloo in 1815. He commanded the army in 1827 and was prime minister of Britain during 1828–1830. (Chaiba Media)



Although constantly suffering from insufficient support from his own government, Wellington consistently performed well against the more numerous French. A commanding figure who seemed to be everywhere on the battlefield, he most often dressed in civilian clothes without insignia. He purported to despise his troops and was a stern and occasionally brutal disciplinarian. Nonetheless, he enjoyed the full support and loyalty of his men.


WELLINGTON




As prime minister, Arthur Wellesley, Viscount Wellington of Talavera, set himself firmly against parliamentary reform and social change, stances that made him unpopular with many. Indeed, it was not his military victories but the iron shutters installed on his London residence, Ashby House, to protect it from constant window smashers that led to him being called the “Iron Duke.”



Wellington defeated French marshals André Masséna and Michel Ney at Bussaco (September 27, 1810) and then defeated Messéna’s slightly larger force again at Fuentes de Oñoro (May 5, 1811). Taking the offensive in 1812 on the weakening of French forces in Spain occasioned by Napoleon’s invasion of Russia, Wellington was victorious at Ciudad Rodrigo (January 7–20) and Badajoz (March 17–April 9). He was named the earl of Wellington in February 1812.

In one of his greatest victories, Wellington routed Marshal Auguste Marmont’s army at Salamanca (July 22) and captured Madrid (August 12), for which Wellington was made marquess in October. Outnumbered by reconstituted French forces, Wellington withdrew in late October. Appointed general in chief of the Spanish Army, he reorganized his forces and took the offensive in the spring of 1813. Wellington then drove the French from Spain, routing a smaller force under King Joseph (Napoleon’s brother) in the Battle of Vitoria (June 21, 1813), and then winning the Battle of the Pyrenees (July 25–August 2). Besieging and taking San Sebastián (July 9–September 7), Wellington invaded southern France. For his accomplishments, he was advanced to field marshal in 1813.

Wellington defeated Marshal Nicolas Soult at Orthez (February 27, 1814) and then captured the key southwestern port city of Bordeaux (March 17) before taking Toulouse (April 10). As such, his forces played an important role in the defeat of Napoleon, who abdicated on April 4. Created a duke in May 1814, Wellington was British ambassador to the court of restored French king Louis XVIII (August 1814–January 1815) and then took part in the Congress of Vienna.

Following Napoleon’s escape from exile in Elba in March 1815, Wellington was recalled to command British and Dutch forces. He was in Brussels when Napoleon invaded Belgium and advanced to meet the French. Wellington held off attacks by Marshal Ney at Quatre Bras (June 16) but sustained heavy losses in the process. Wellington then fought Ney and Napoleon in the Battle of Waterloo (June 18), being joined just in time by Prussian forces under Field Marshal Gebbard Blücher and winning a narrow but decisive victory over the French that brought an end to the Napoleonic Wars.

After commanding British occupation forces in northern France (1815–1818), Wellington returned to Britain and entered politics. Appointed master general of the ordnance in 1818, he was ambassador to Austria (1822–1826) and then to Russia (1826). Wellington commanded the British Army in 1827. As prime minister during January 1828–November 1830, he opposed parliamentary reform and social change. His great accomplishment as prime minister was to secure passage of the Catholic Emancipation Act in 1829. Wellington served as foreign secretary (1834–1835) and then again commanded the British Army (1842–1852). His popularity returned in his later years. Wellington died at Walmar Castle in Kent on September 14, 1852.

Certainly the finest British field commander of the 19th century and one of the greatest British generals of all time, Wellington was personally brave and unflappable under fire. A brilliant tactician and strategist, he won the respect of his men because of his concern for their welfare and by being sparing of them in battle.

Spencer C. Tucker
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Westmoreland, William Childs (1914–2005)

U.S. Army general. Born in Spartanburg County, South Carolina, on March 26, 1914, William Childs Westmoreland graduated from the U.S. Military Academy, West Point, in 1936 and was commissioned in the field artillery. As a major, he served with distinction in the American defeat in the Battle of Kasserine Pass (February 19–25, 1943). Westmoreland fought in North Africa, Italy, France, and Germany and ended the war as a colonel. He served in the Korean War (1950–1953) and was promoted to brigadier general in November 1952 and commanded the 187th Airborne Regimental Combat Team.

Promoted to major general in December 1956, Westmoreland commanded the 101st Airborne Division at Fort Campbell, Kentucky (1958–1960). During 1960–1963, he was superintendent of the U.S. Military Academy. Promoted to lieutenant general, Westmoreland returned to Fort Campbell to command the XVIII Airborne Corps in 1963. In June 1964 he was named commander of the U.S. Military Assistance Command, Vietnam (MACV), as a full general.

Westmoreland subsequently presided over the steep escalation of the Vietnam War and eventually commanded more than half a million American troops there. He embarked on an aggressive effort to seek out and engage communist forces, defeating them in a war of attrition. Westmoreland had little interest in pacification programs. He and planners in Washington never did understand the extent to which leaders of the Democratic Republic of Vietnam (North Vietnam) were prepared to sacrifice manpower to inflict American casualties and influence opinion in the United States. Casualty rates heavily unfavorable to communist forces, taken as proof by Westmoreland that the war was being won, were nonetheless acceptable to Hanoi.

Westmoreland’s overly optimistic predictions regarding the war in late 1967 helped feed public disillusionment in the United States following the heavy casualties of the January 1968 communist Tet Offensive, which was nonetheless a communist military defeat. Westmoreland interpreted the situation after the offensive as an opportunity and proposed the dispatch of a substantial number of additional troops to Vietnam. President Lyndon Johnson, although he sent some emergency reinforcements, denied Westmoreland’s request.

In June 1968, Johnson recalled Westmoreland to Washington as chief of staff of the army. Westmoreland held that post until his retirement in July 1972, with much of his energies devoted to planning the transition to an all-volunteer force. Following retirement, he continued to speak out on the Vietnam War, published his memoirs, and ran unsuccessfully for governor of South Carolina. Westmoreland died in Charleston, South Carolina, on July 18, 2005.

A controversial figure in the postwar debate over U.S. involvement in Vietnam, Westmoreland was a talented commander in conventional warfare and an effective administrator who nonetheless did not fully understand the nature of the Vietnam War, a failing shared by many leaders in Washington as well.

James H. Willbanks
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Westphal, Siegfried (1902–1982)

German Army general. Born in Leipzig, Germany, on March 28, 1902, Siegfried Westphal entered the military in November 1918 as an officer candidate in the 12th Grenadier Regiment. He remained in the army after World War I, and in December 1922 he was commissioned as a lieutenant in a cavalry regiment. Westphal was assigned to the 13th Cavalry Regiment in 1938.

When World War II began in September 1939, Westphal was operations officer of the 58th Infantry Division. Promoted to lieutenant colonel in 1941, he became operations officer of General der Panzertruppen (U.S. equiv. lieutenant general) Erwin Rommel’s Panzergruppe Afrika that November. In August 1942 Westphal was promoted to colonel and then in March 1943, as one of the youngest generals in the German Army, to Generalmajor (U.S. equiv. brigadier general). That June, he became chief of staff to Generalfeldmarschall (field marshal) Albert Kesselring, commander in chief, South (the Mediterranean theater). As such, Westphal played an important role in the Sicily and Italy Campaigns. He was promoted to Generalleutnant (U.S. equiv. major general) in April 1944.

In September 1944, Westphal became chief of staff to Fieldmarschall Gerd von Rundstedt, German commander in chief on the Western Front. Westphal helped plan the German Ardennes Offensive that led to the Battle of the Bulge (December 16, 1944–January 16, 1945). Promoted to General der Kavallerie (U.S. equiv. lieutenant general) in February 1945, a month later Westphal returned to his prior position as chief of staff to Kesselring, a post he retained until the end of the war. Westphal rejected all involvement with National Socialism and firmly believed in the separation of politics from the military. He was a witness at the Nuremberg War Crimes Trials after the war and was released from imprisonment in 1947. Westphal subsequently wrote an excellent study of the German Army’s operations on the Western Front. Westphal died at Celle, Germany, on July 2, 1982.

A brilliant staff officer, Westphal was both hardworking and quick with decisions.

Spencer C. Tucker

Further Reading

Cooper, Matthew. The German Army, 1933–1945: Its Political and Military Failure. New York: Stein and Day, 1978.

Westphal, Siegfried. The German Army in the West. London: Cassell, 1952.

Wever, Walter (1887–1936)

German Air Force general. Born in Posen (today Poznań, Poland), Prussia, on November 11, 1887, Walter Wever joined the army as an officer cadet in 1905. He served as a platoon leader early in World War I. Promoted to captain in 1915, he was assigned as a staff officer in the German high command in 1917. Following the war, Wever continued to serve on the clandestine German General Staff, where he was known for his keen intellect, hard work, and ability to quickly grasp the essential concepts of complex problems. In 1933 Minister of the Air Force (Luftwaffe) Hermann Göring appointed Wever to fill the position of chief of the Air Command Office, essentially chief of the Luftwaffe General Staff.

Wever was one of the key architects of the Luftwaffe. An ardent Nazi, he used Adolf Hitler’s book Mein Kampf as the basis for planning the air force. Wever deduced that the Soviet Union was the real enemy and that the Luftwaffe would need a long-range bomber to strike Russian bases and factories. He was the chief advocate of the four-engine strategic Ural bomber. He believed that the other key tasks for the Luftwaffe were air superiority and ground support. Toward this end, he set about developing and organizing a balanced air force.

As chief of the Air Command Office, Wever was constantly traveling to visit his units and pilots to learn firsthand of their problems. He insisted on flying himself as an example to his subordinates. On June 3, 1936, during a visit to Dresden, Wever failed to release the aileron lock on his aircraft. He died in the crash at the end of the runway.

Wever was a gifted administrator. With his death, the Luftwaffe lost one of its leading strategic visionaries, resulting in a shift in Luftwaffe priorities to tactical airpower.

Marlyn R. Pierce
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Weyand, Frederick Carlton (1916–2010)

U.S. Army general and last commander of Military Assistance Command, Vietnam (MACV). Born in Arbuckle, California, on September 15, 1916, Frederick Carlton Weyand graduated from the University of California at Berkeley in 1939 and was commissioned through the Reserve Officers’ Training Corps (ROTC). In 1940 he was called to active duty and assigned to the 6th Artillery. During World War II, Weyand served as an intelligence officer in Burma. After the war he transferred to the infantry.

During the Korean War (1950–1953), Weyand was a lieutenant colonel and battalion commander in the 7th Infantry Regiment and operations officer of the 3rd Infantry Division (1950–1951). He was then on the faculty of the Infantry School, Fort Benning, Georgia (1952–1953). Military assistant in the Office of the Assistant Secretary of the Army for Financial Management until 1954, Weyand was promoted to colonel in 1955 and was military assistant to the secretary of the army during 1954–1957. He graduated from the Army War College in 1958. Chief of staff for the Communications Zone, U.S. Army, Europe (1960–1961), he was promoted to brigadier general in 1960. During 1961–1964, Weyand was deputy chief and chief of legislative liaison for the Department of the Army.

Promoted to major general in November 1962, in 1964 Weyand assumed command of the 25th Infantry Division in Hawaii. He took the division to Vietnam in 1966 and commanded it during Operations CEDAR FALLS (January 8–26, 1967) and JUNCTION CITY (February 22–May 4). In March 1967 he became deputy commander of the II Field Force and then its commander (July 1967–August 1968).

As commander of the II Field Force, Weyand controlled combat operations inside the so-called Saigon Circle during the January 1968 Tet Offensive. In the months leading up to the Tet Offensive, Weyand’s maneuver battalions were increasingly sent to outlying border regions in response to increased Viet Cong attacks. But Weyand and his civilian political adviser, John Paul Vann, were uncomfortable with the operational patterns they were seeing, including increased communist radio traffic around Saigon.

On January 10, 1968, Weyand visited with MACV commander General William Westmoreland and convinced the commander to let him pull more U.S. combat battalions back in around Saigon. As a result, there were 27 battalions (instead of the planned 14) in the Saigon area to meet the Tet attacks, which unquestionably altered the course of the Tet fighting to the allies’ advantage.

Weyand left Vietnam in 1968 and, as a lieutenant general, served as the army’s chief of the Office of Reserve Components until 1969. During 1969–1970 he was a military adviser to the Paris peace talks. In April 1970 Weyand returned to Vietnam as deputy commander of MACV. Promoted to full general in October 1970, he succeeded General Creighton Abrams as MACV commander in July 1972. Weyand presided over the U.S. military withdrawal from Vietnam and folded MACV’s flag on March 29, 1973.

After Weyand left Vietnam, he served as commanding general, U.S. Army Pacific. He became vice chief of staff of the army later in 1973 and then chief of staff (October 1974–October 1976). Just before the fall of the Republic of Vietnam (South Vietnam), President Gerald Ford sent Weyand to Saigon to assess the situation. Weyand arrived there on March 27, 1975, and delivered the message to President Nguyen Van Thieu that although the U.S. government would support South Vietnam to the best of its ability, America would not fight in Vietnam again. Upon his return to Washington, Weyand reported that the military situation could not be improved without direct U.S. intervention. As chief of staff of the army, he worked to improve combat-to-support troop ratios, achieve a 16-division army, and enhance unit effectiveness.

Weyand retired from the U.S. Army in October 1976. He died at his home in Honolulu, Hawaii, on February 10, 2010.

A capable field commander, Weyand played a critical role in the defeat of the communist 1968 Tet Offensive. He was also a highly effective army chief of staff.

David T. Zabecki
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Weygand, Maxime (1867–1965)

French Army general. Maxime Weygand was born in Brussels, Belgium, on January 21, 1867; his exact parentage remains a mystery. Rumors had him as the illegitimate son of Belgian king Leopold II or Emperor Maximilian of Mexico. Weygand was raised by a French family in Marseilles and Paris and, his foreign birth notwithstanding, acquired an appointment to Saint-Cyr, the French military academy. Upon graduation in 1887, he entered the cavalry and later taught at the French Army cavalry school at Saumur. His subsequent assignments established his reputation as a brilliant staff officer. Senior officers such as Generals Joseph Joffre and Henri Philippe Pétain came to appreciate Weygand’s administrative talents.

In 1913 Joffre, then French Army chief of staff, assigned Lieutenant Colonel Weygand to Général de Division Ferdinand Foch’s XX Corps of Second Army, the spearhead of Joffre’s War Plan XVII. From that point on Weygand’s career was inextricably connected with that of Foch. In August 1914 Foch assumed command of the Ninth Army on the Marne, and Weygand became his chief of staff, retaining that position throughout the war. Weygand soon became the only officer who enjoyed Foch’s full confidence. The quintessential chief of staff, Weygand was rarely far from Foch and was often seen whispering ideas into his ear.

Weygand’s staff and managerial skills perfectly complemented Foch’s more charismatic style of command. Foch developed the grand ideas, and Weygand put them into practice. “Weygand, c’est moi,” Foch often told visitors. The two became close personal friends as well. Both had Breton wives and estates not far from one another in Brittany.

Thanks in part to Foch’s patronage, Weygand enjoyed a meteoric rise through the ranks, despite never having held field command. Promoted to général de brigade in 1916 and général de division in 1918, Weygand served as France’s (and Foch’s) representative on the Supreme War Council at Versailles, and Foch selected him to read the armistice terms to the German delegation in November 1918 at Compiègne.

Following the war, in 1920 Weygand was sent to Poland to help organize that country’s military during its war against Russia. He later became commander of the Army of the Levant and high commissioner for Syria and Lebanon, and he then served as chief of staff of the French Army from 1930 until his retirement in 1935. In 1931 he won election to the Academie Française.

Recalled to service in 1939, Weygand commanded in the Middle East. Before his death in 1929, Foch had declared, “If France is ever in trouble, call Weygand.” French premier Paul Reynaud followed this advice in 1940, recalling Weygand from Syria to replace Maurice Gamelin as commander of French forces. The campaign for France was already in progress, however, and placing Weygand in command came too late to affect the outcome.

Weygand briefly served as Vichy France’s minister of defense in 1940 but opposed collaboration with the Germans. Arrested by the Germans in November 1942, he spent the remainder of the war in prison. On his release by U.S. troops, he was rearrested by the government of General Charles de Gaulle as a member of the Vichy government. Released in 1946, Weygand was rehabilitated in 1948. He then lived quietly, writing his memoirs and other books, including a biography of Foch. Weygand died at Paris on January 28, 1965.

A brilliant staff officer and an early advocate of mechanized warfare, Weygand was recalled to command the French Army too late to save France from defeat in 1940.
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Wilhelm II, Emperor of Germany and King of Prussia (1859–1941)

German Kaiser (emperor) and king of Prussia. Born in Berlin on January 27, 1859, Friedrich Wilhelm Viktor Albert von Hohenzollern was the son of Crown Prince (briefly emperor in 1888) Friedrich Wilhelm and Crown Princess Victoria, eldest daughter of Queen Victoria of Britain. Wilhelm was born with a withered left arm and neck problems, but he learned to compensate for these disabilities. He became Kaiser on the death of his father, Frederick III, from cancer of the throat on June 15, 1888.

Highly intelligent and widely read but headstrong, rash, and obsessed with his own importance, Wilhelm insisted on his way in all things. He was obsessed by all things military and especially the navy. Wilhelm believed that a powerful military would secure for Germany its “rightful” place in the world.

Wilhelm forced the resignation of his mentor, Chancellor Otto von Bismarck, de facto ruler of Germany, in March 1890. Wilhelm then embarked on an incoherent, reckless foreign policy that dismantled Bismarck’s alliance system and, with the exception of Austria-Hungary, isolated Germany in Europe. Wilhelm was also responsible for the building of a powerful German navy, part of his Weltpolitik (world policy) designed to see Germany realize her “place in the sun.” He appointed Admiral Alfred von Tirpitz as minister of marine and gave him enthusiastic support for the building of a powerful high seas fleet. By 1914, the German Navy was second only to that of Britain. As Bismarck predicted, however, rather than making Britain want to ally with Germany as Tirpitz and Wilhelm claimed would be the case, Germany’s naval construction alienated Britain, driving it to side with France, and contributed to the growing tension that led to World War I. The High Seas Fleet was still sufficiently inferior to the Royal Navy that it spent much of the war in port. Had the resources expended on the fleet gone instead to the army, Germany would most likely have won the war.

In the crisis following the assassination of Austrian archduke Franz Ferdinand on June 28, 1914, Wilhelm went along with the demands of his generals and his government in extending the so-called blank check to Austria-Hungary that brought the latter’s declaration of war against Serbia and set in motion the train of events leading to World War I. Only belatedly did Wilhelm seek to restrain his ally.

During the war control of events slipped from Wilhelm’s grasp to the army, especially to chief of staff of the army Generalfeldmarschall (field marshal) Paul von Hindenburg and first quartermaster-general (de facto chief of staff) General der Infanterie (U.S. equiv. lieutenant general) Eric Ludendorff. Germany passed under a military dictatorship led by these two men, with Wilhelm being little more than a figurehead.

It was ironic that the revolutionary upheaval that swept Germany at the end of the war originated in the German Navy. Forced from power (his abdication was announced for him on November 9, 1918), Wilhelm sought exile in the Netherlands, where he lived long enough to see Adolf Hitler lead the German nation into a new war. Wilhelm never accepted any responsibility for the events leading to World War I and died on his estate at Doorn on June 4, 1941.

Intelligent but erratic and entirely self-absorbed, Wilhelm played a major role in the coming of World War I and the defeat of his nation in that conflict.
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William I, Duke of Normandy and King of England (ca.1027–1087)

Duke of Normandy and king of England. Born in Falaise, Normandy, in 1027 or possibly 1028, William was the illegitimate son of Robert, Duke of Normandy, and Herleva, a tanner’s daughter. Worn down by his sins, his father left on a pilgrimage to the Holy Land in 1034, dying there in 1035. Before his departure from Normandy, Robert designated William as his heir and secured baronial support for this. Nonetheless, Robert’s death led to a protracted period of revolts by the Norman nobles, and William was obliged to spend most of his early reign quashing these. He was able to accomplish this only through the aid of French king Henri I, who was present when William defeated the nobles led by Count Guy of Brienne in the Battle of Val-les-Dunes (August 1047) near Caen. William then joined Henri in attacking neighboring Maine, waging war with Maine overlord Geoffrey Martel, Count of Anjou. William managed to retake the border fortress of Alençon in 1048 and captured Domfront in 1049.

Although small revolts continued thereafter, once Normandy was pacified William sought to expand his power. In 1051 he visited his cousin King Edward the Confessor in England, who was childless and designated William as his heir. To further strengthen his claim to the English throne but in defiance of Pope Leo IX, William in 1053 married Matilda of Flanders, daughter of Count Baldwin and a descendent of English king Alfred the Great.

King Henri of France turned against William because of William’s claim to the English throne and his marriage to Matilda. Henri then aided Count Geoffrey against William and invaded Normandy. William, however, was victorious over his enemies at Mortemer (1054) and defeated the French at Varaville (1058). William’s power was greatly enhanced by the death of Henri in 1060 and the succession of his infant son Philip I under the guardianship of William’s father-in-law, Count Baldwin.

William annexed Maine on the death of its ruler, Count Herbert II, in 1062. William strengthened his claim to the English throne during the controversial stay of Harold Godwinson, Earl of Wessex, in Normandy during 1064–1065, when Harold pledged fealty to William (Harold later claimed that he had been shipwrecked and forced to agree to William’s demands). On his deathbed on January 5, 1066, however, Edward apparently named Harold, rather than William, as his successor, and the English accepted the Earl of Wessex as King Harold II.



WILLIAM THE CONQUEROR




Several prominent Norman ecclesiastics opposed William the Conqueror’s marriage to Matilda of Flanders. An angered William removed them from their positions and burned down part of an abbey. When he secured formal recognition of the marriage from the new pope, Nicholas II, William agreed to build at Caen a new abbey, the famous Norman Abbaye aux Hommes.



Securing the approval of Pope Alexander II but meeting with little enthusiastic support from his own barons, William put together an army and sailed for England, landing on the southern coast in late September 1066. He then engaged and defeated Harold’s forces in the narrowly won but nonetheless decisive Battle of Hastings (October 14, 1066). Harold was among the dead in this most important battle ever on English soil.

William proceeded to London and was crowned king of England in Westminster Abbey on December 25, 1066. He then set out to pacify his new kingdom, building new castles and putting down revolts, sometimes with great ferocity. The most serious of these was that of Northumbria, led by Hereward the Wake and supported by the Danes, who sent a fleet in 1069. William proceeded north burning crops and ravaging the countryside, especially between York and Durham, in what became known as the Harrying of the North (1069–1070). His brutal tactics worked, and England was then largely pacified by 1071. William then invaded Scotland in 1072 and forced King Malcolm to pay tribute to him.

William parceled out land to his Norman followers and firmly established the continental feudal system in England. He reorganized England administratively, unifying the country under firm royal authority. William also introduced Norman law and justice. He broke the Scandinavian connection with England but ushered in a long period of confrontation with France.

William also ordered a full inventory of property, known as the Doomsday Book, in 1086. Once this was ascertained, he insisted that taxes owed be paid directly to the king. This was of immense importance in strengthening England, especially in its later dealings with France, which was much wealthier than England but where the king enjoyed far less authority and the Crown was not able to utilize most of the available resources.

William’s preoccupation with English affairs weakened his authority in Normandy. He returned to Normandy and spent 11 of the last 15 years of his life there. In 1073 William reestablished his control over Maine, which had revolted against him in 1069, but he then had to deal with revolts led by his eldest son, Robert Curthose, in 1077 and 1083. William was badly injured in a riding accident during a retaliatory raid against King Philip I and was taken to Rouen, where he died on September 9, 1087.

Known both as William the Conqueror and William the Bastard, William had a commanding physical presence. He was a strong ruler who was ambitious and resolute. Generous with his friends, he could be ruthless to those who opposed him. He gained military experience from an early age and continued to grow as a commander. William was an extraordinarily effective administrator who had profound influence on English history.
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William III, Stadtholder of Holland and King of England (1650–1702)

Stadtholder of Holland and king of England. Born in The Hague on November 4, 1650, William was the posthumous son of William II of Orange and Mary, daughter of King Charles I of England. Although never formally enrolled, he received his education from a professor at the University of Leiden.

With the beginning of the Third Anglo-Dutch War (1672–1674) and the threat of possible English invasion, William was made stadtholder of Holland and captain general for life in July 1672. As stadtholder, William was for all intents and purposes ruler of the United Provinces of the Netherlands during 1672–1702. He led the defense of the United Provinces against both the English at sea and a French land invasion instigated by King Louis XIV during the Dutch War (1672–1678). William proved himself to be an adroit diplomat, securing as allies Austria, Brandenburg, Spain, and Denmark.

William did not enjoy military success, however. Attempting to relieve the Siege of Saint-Omer, he was defeated by French forces under the Prince de Condé at Senef (August 11, 1674). William also lost to Philippe, Duc d’Orléans, at Mont Cassel (April 11, 1677) and attacked but was defeated by the Duc de Luxembourg at Saint-Denis (August 14, 1678).

William greatly improved his situation in 1677 when he married his first cousin Mary Stuart, elder daughter of James, Duke of York (later King James II), the younger brother of English king Charles II. William then worked to build an effective alliance system to curb the expansionist ambitions of King Louis XIV. The result was the League of Augsburg in 1686.

William was greatly concerned about James II’s open conversion to Catholicism and his pro-Catholic and pro-French policies. As a consequence of these and James’s troubled relationship with Parliament, a bloodless revolt occurred involving the leading Protestant nobles in England. In this so-called Glorious Revolution of 1688–1689, the nobles invited William and Mary (who remained a staunch Protestant) to England. William landed at Torbay on November 5, 1688, and marched on London to growing military support. James fled, and William and Mary received parliamentary approval and assumed the English throne as corulers on February 13, 1689. They were officially crowned on April 11.


[image: image]

William, Stadtholder of Holland, became King William III of England as a consequence of the Glorious Revolution of 1689. Although he did not live to see the end result he helped assemble the international coalition that stymied the expansionist ambitions of French King Louis XIV. (Library of Congress)



Mary deferred to her husband, and in effect William ruled England, Scotland, and Ireland from 1688 until his death. In 1690 he was forced to undertake military action in Ireland to establish his authority there over Jacobite and French forces and secured his Crown by defeating James in the Battle of the Boyne (July 11, 1690), the one significant military victory of his career. William was popular among the Dutch but not so in England, where the leading nobles who had hoped to increase their own power and manipulate him for their own ends discovered him to be an experienced politician, determined to be in charge.

William refused to honor the terms of the Treaty of Limerick (1691) that had granted toleration to Irish Catholics, and his reputation also suffered from the massacre of Glencoe in Scotland (February 13, 1692), when members of the Campbell clan massacred 38 members of the McDonald clan who had been slow to take an oath of allegiance to William. Another 40 women and children died of exposure when their homes were burned. Although the guilty were known, William failed to take action against them.

With the start of the War of the League of Augsburg (1688–1697), William went to the continent and assumed command of the allied armies in Flanders. He did not enjoy military success and was unable to prevent the French capture of Mons (April 1691) and Namur (July 1692). He was also defeated by the Duc de Luxembourg at Steenkirk (August 3, 1692) and Neerwinden (July 29, 1693), although he did lay siege to and recapture Namur (July 1–September 6, 1695).

William returned to England at the end of the war and died in London of pleurisy on March 8, 1702, but not before he had put together the major alliance system that opposed Louis XIV yet again in the War of the Spanish Succession (1702–1714). William was succeeded by his sister-in-law, Anne.

The dour and distant William was never a popular ruler in England. Largely a failure as a general, he was nonetheless a brilliant diplomatist who greatly influenced European history. Although he did not live to see the fruits of his efforts, William was the chief architect of the military combination that ended Louis XIV’s dreams of acquiring a natural frontier for France in the Netherlands.
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William the Silent, Count of Nassau and Prince of Orange (1533–1584)

Stadtholder (governor) of Holland. Born in Dillenburg Castle in Nassau (now Germany) on April 25, 1533, William was the eldest of 5 sons (12 children) of William Count of Nassau and Juliana of Stolhberg. At age 14 on the death of his cousin René of Châlon, William inherited vast estates and the title “Prince of Orange.” As a member of one of the most important noble families in the Netherlands, with extensive lands there and in Luxembourg and Flanders, William prepared for a career of public service. Holy Roman emperor Charles V served as regent for William until he came of age and insisted that he receive a Catholic education. William married Anna van Egmond en Buren, a wealthy heiress, in July 1551 and became Lord of Egmond and Count of Buren. Charles made him a cavalry captain that same year and then an army commander in 1555. That same year Spanish king Philip II appointed William a member of the Council of State of the Netherlands in Brussels and then made him stadtholder of Holland, Zeeland, and Utrecht in 1559.

William, however, objected to Philip’s harsh and arbitrary rule of the Netherlands and soon emerged as a principal opposition leader. A staunch Catholic who lived as much for the church as for affairs of state, Philip sought to stamp out both Protestantism and any hint of independence in the Netherlands. William, never a strong Catholic, moved closer to the Protestants, who wanted toleration for their faith. He was also sympathetic with the demands of many nobles for more autonomy from Spanish control.

Unhappy with the situation in the Netherlands, in 1567 Philip sent Fernando Álvarez de Toledo, Duke of Alba (Alva), to serve as governor. William withdrew to Nassau, and Alba established the Council of Trouble (Council of Blood) to judge those opposing Spanish rule. One of some 10,000 summoned to appear before the council, William refused and was declared an outlaw and his estates forfeit, whereupon he fled to Germany in 1567.

In Germany, William raised an army, mostly of mercenaries, to fight Alba and free the Netherlands from Spanish rule in 1568. At first William’s brother, Louis of Nassau-Dietz, led the forces in the field, winning the Battle of Heiligerlee (May 23) against Spanish forces in what is generally considered the beginning of the 80-year war for Dutch independence. Alba defeated Louis at Jemmingen (July 21). William returned to the Netherlands and personally campaigned in northeastern Flanders in October, but Alba defeated him at Joidoigne (October 20), and William withdrew in November.

William joined cause with the French Protestants (Huguenots) in 1570, but his hopes for French intervention against Spain were dashed by the St. Bartholomew’s Day Massacre (August 23–24, 1572) in Paris, in which most of the Huguenot leaders were slain. Asked to become stadtholder of Holland and Zeeland and lead these provinces against Spain, William agreed and also became a Calvinist in 1573. William’s forces then won some minor battles, including several at sea in 1574.

Philip did not give up and continued with grim persistence to commit resources in order to preserve Spanish rule. In the Pacification of Ghent on November 8, 1576, William managed to gain the assent of most of the leaders of the Netherlands for the expulsion of the Spanish, although he could not secure any unity on the religious issue. Catholic cities and provinces still refused toleration of Protestants, and Protestant cities and provinces refused the same for Catholics. William, always the moderate, favored religious toleration.

Don Juan, now governor of the Spanish Netherlands, called Alexandre Farnese there to help quell the revolt of the Dutch against Spain. Farnese, better known by his later title as the Duke of Parma, assisted in Don Juan’s victory over the Dutch at Gembloux (January 31, 1578). After the death of Don Juan in November, the able Parma commanded the Spanish forces in the Netherlands during 1578–1592.

While William secured the Union of Utrecht on January 29, 1579, that established a confederation of the northern provinces, Parma secured the Treaty of Arras in April 1579 that saw the southern provinces return to Spanish allegiance. Parma then went on to capture the important cities of Maastricht (June 1579) and Tournai (December 1581), and during the next four years he also took many more towns and cities, including Ghent, Ypres, Bruges, and finally Antwerp (August 17, 1585).

William meanwhile negotiated with Queen Elizabeth of England, who at first provided secret aid and then sent a small number of English troops under the Duke of Leicester, which drew Philip’s attention away from England. Meanwhile, lured by Philip’s widely publicized promise of substantial financial reward for the deed, a Burgundian, Balthazar Gérard, shot William to death with a pistol at Delft on July 10, 1584. William’s 17-year-old son, Maurice of Nassau, succeeded him.

William’s death helped energize the independence movement and staved off defeat so that the United Provinces ultimately achieved independence from Spain. The Dutch today recognize William as the father of their country (“Father of the Fatherland”). The name of William the Silent probably arose because of his frugality of speech. By nature a moderate, William was also strong, determined, and unswerving in the cause of independence.
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Wilson, Thomas Woodrow (1856–1924)

U.S. politician and president of the United States (1913–1921). Born in Staunton, Virginia, on December 28, 1856, Thomas Woodrow Wilson grew up in Augusta, Georgia. The son of a Presbyterian minister and seminary professor, Wilson was raised in a strict religious and academic environment. He studied history and politics at Princeton University, graduating in 1879. Wilson then studied law at the University of Virginia for a year and passed the Georgia bar examination in 1882. He practiced law for a time in Atlanta but abandoned it to earn a doctorate in constitutional and political history at Johns Hopkins University in Baltimore in 1886. By then he had joined the faculty at Bryn Mawr College. Wilson returned to Princeton in 1890, first as a professor of jurisprudence and political economy and then as president of the university in 1902, winning national acclaim for his academic reforms.

Turning to politics, Wilson won election as governor of New Jersey in November 1910. His progressive legislation led to his selection as the Democratic Party nominee in the 1912 presidential election, which he won. As president, Wilson was preoccupied with domestic policy and his “New Freedom,” the belief that government should encourage free competitive markets. He pushed through the Underwood Tariff that sharply reduced import duties and increased the number of duty-free items. Wilson also introduced the federal income tax. On his initiative, Congress passed the Federal Reserve Act of 1913. Wilson also secured passage of the Federal Trade Commission Act and the Clayton Anti-Trust Act in 1914.

Wilson was less successful in his foreign policy, where he sought to implement diplomacy based on morality. He pledged that the United States would forgo territorial conquests, and he and his first secretary of state, William Jennings Bryan, worked to establish a new relationship between the United States and Latin America whereby Western Hemisphere states would guarantee each others’ territorial integrity and political independence.

Despite Wilson’s best intentions in avoiding conflict with U.S. neighbors, he sent forces to occupy Veracruz, Mexico, in April 1914. Incidents along the border caused him two years later to mobilize the National Guard and dispatch a regular army force into northern Mexico under Brigadier General John J. Pershing in a vain attempt to capture Mexican revolutionary Pancho Villa. Although the operation was unsuccessful in its stated intent, it did provide useful training for the army.

Wilson proclaimed U.S. neutrality when World War I began in August 1914, calling on Americans to be neutral in thought as well as in action. The German Navy’s sinking of the passenger liner Lusitania on May 7, 1915, that resulted in the deaths of 128 Americans led Wilson to threaten war, compelling Germany to halt unrestricted submarine warfare. Wilson won reelection in November 1916 primarily on the platform of having kept the United States out of the war. Nonetheless, the National Defense Act of 1916 greatly enlarged the peacetime army and the National Guard and provided for the establishment of reserve formations and the Reserve Officers’ Training Corps (ROTC). German acts of sabotage against the United States and publication of the Zimmermann Telegram, in which the German government proposed an alliance with Mexico, alienated American opinion. But the great blow to Wilson’s efforts to keep the United States neutral came when Germany resumed unrestricted submarine warfare on February 1, 1917. The sinking of U.S. merchant ships and the loss of American lives led Wilson to seek a declaration of war, which Congress approved on April 6, 1917.

Wilson made it clear that the country was merely an “associated power” fighting the same enemy. He also did not want to bind the United States to an annexationist peace settlement. With no military experience of his own, Wilson deferred to his military advisers. He instructed American Expeditionary Forces (AEF) commander General Pershing to cooperate with the forces of other countries fighting Germany but to preserve the separate identity of the AEF. Wilson supported Pershing in his refusal to have the Allies employ AEF units piecemeal, but when French général de division Ferdinand Foch became supreme Allied commander in the spring of 1918 crisis when the Germans opened their great offensive on the Western Front and threatened to win the war, Wilson made it clear that Pershing was subordinate to Foch.

Wilson’s platform was to “make the world safe for democracy.” He also unwisely referred to the conflict as “the war to end all wars.” In January 1918 Wilson announced his Fourteen Points as a basis of peace. U.S. forces decisively tipped the balance in favor of the Allies, and Wilson played this to full advantage.

Following the armistice with Germany on November 11, 1918, Wilson decided to head the U.S. delegation to the Paris Peace Conference. He traveled widely before the conference began and was lionized by the people of Europe, convincing him that they wanted him to be the arbiter of the peace and that they favored a settlement based on right rather than on narrow national self-interests. Wilson erred in not including key Republicans in the U.S. delegation.

Wilson developed a close working relationship with British prime minister David Lloyd George. The two men stood together on most key issues against French premier Georges Clemenceau. The League of Nations was based on an Anglo-American draft, and Wilson defeated French efforts to detach the Rhineland from Germany. The resulting Treaty of Versailles with Germany and the general peace settlement were essentially Wilson’s work.

By the time Wilson returned to the United States in July 1919, popular sentiment had moved toward isolationism. The Republicans, led by Senator Henry Cabot Lodge, insisted on restricting the power of the League of Nations. Even some Democrats wanted amendments. Wilson embarked on a cross-country speaking tour in an effort to sway public opinion, but he suffered a stroke on October 2, 1919, that left him virtually incapacitated for the remainder of his administration. When he insisted that Democrats in the Senate reject any compromises in the agreements, the Senate refused twice to ratify the Treaty of Versailles and to enter the League of Nations. Wilson died in Washington, D.C., on February 3, 1924.

Wilson was an idealist rather than a pragmatist, and his missteps regarding the peace settlement after World War I and his mishandling of the treaty ratification helped doom his cherished League of Nations and engendered disillusionment and strong isolationist sentiment in the United States.
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Wingate, Orde Charles (1903–1944)

British Army general. Born in Naini Tal, India, on February 26, 1903, the son of a deeply religious British Army officer, Orde Charles Wingate spent most of his childhood in England. He was educated at the Charterhouse School and the Royal Military Academy, Woolwich, from which he was commissioned in the Royal Artillery in 1923. In 1927 he was posted to Khartoum, where he served with the Sudan Defence Force until 1933.

In 1936 Wingate was sent to Palestine, then in the throes of the Arab Revolt. Despite his Arabist training and the pro-Arab sentiment of Palestine’s British rulers, he became a fanatical Zionist and by 1938 had secured official permission to organize the Special Night Squads, joint Anglo-Jewish units that conducted small-unit operations against Arab terrorist hideouts. In 1939, Wingate’s extreme views led to his transfer back to England.

With the beginning of World War II, in 1940 Wingate was ordered to the Sudan to help organize the effort to drive the Italians from Ethiopia. The troops he raised, the Gideon Force, ultimately played a key role in achieving success in ousting the Italians and restoring Haile Selassie to his throne. Wingate and the emperor entered Addis Ababa on May 4, 1941. But Wingate’s outspokenness severely angered his superiors and led to his demotion to major. Exhausted, ill with malaria, and probably suffering from clinical depression, Wingate attempted suicide by stabbing himself in the neck while in Cairo, Egypt, in June 1941.

In early 1942, Sir Archibald Wavell, who had high regard for Wingate’s abilities, requested his transfer to the Far East. In India, Wingate raised the Chindits, an irregular force designed for operations in the enemy rear in Burma. The first Chindit operation (February–April 1943) was conducted by a brigade-sized force. It achieved only limited success but raised morale in a theater that had seen only Japanese victories to that point.

Wingate, promoted to acting major general, secured the personal support of Prime Minister Winston Churchill for further operations. The second Chindit operation, conducted by three brigades and supported by an American air contingent (March–July 1944), also had mixed results, in part because of Wingate’s untimely death in a plane crash on March 24, 1944, near Imphal in India.

Despite his extreme opinions, eccentricity, and disdain for the conventional, Wingate was a soldier of great self-confidence, determination, and mental and physical toughness. He made important innovations in irregular warfare.
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Wolfe, James (1727–1759)

British military officer. Born into an Irish family at Westerham in Kent, England, on January 2, 1727, James Wolfe was the son of Edward Wolfe, a British Army lieutenant colonel. The younger Wolfe entered military service in November 1741 at age 14 with a commission in the British Marines. He saw active service with the 12th Regiment of Foot in the War of the Austrian Succession (1740–1748), in which he fought at the Battle of Dettingen in Bavaria (June 17, 1743). Soon thereafter he became a captain in the 4th Foot. As a brigade major, Wolfe participated in the heavy fighting that followed the Jacobite Rising of 1745, seeing action in the Battle of Falkirk (January 17, 1746) and the Battle of Culloden (April 16, 1746). Returning to the Netherlands, he fought in the Battle of Lauffeld (July 2, 1747), where he was wounded.

Wolfe served as a brigade major with the 20th Regiment of Foot (1748–1749) and was advanced to lieutenant colonel in 1750. For the most part, he was stationed in Scotland until the outbreak of the Seven Years’ War (1756–1763). Wolfe’s first major action during that conflict was at Rochefort, France, a failed combined-arms diversionary expedition against a French coastal military base (September 20–30, 1757).

Having achieved the reputation as one of the top officers in the service of his age and rank, Wolfe was posted to America in 1757 with the local rank of brigadier general to serve under Major General Jeffery Amherst, British commander in chief in North America. Wolfe took part in the campaign against the French stronghold of Louisbourg, Canada. He played an important role in the capture of that fortress, particularly in getting his brigade on shore under trying conditions and in the successful defense of the British siege lines against French sorties. His role in the siege (June 20–July 27, 1758) earned him much praise and the notice of British prime minister William Pitt.

In January 1759 Wolfe returned to England, where Pitt entrusted him with the local rank of major general and command of 9,000 British troops for an attempt to capture Quebec. Wolfe’s forces debarked above Quebec on June 16, 1759. Taking the city proved to be a formidable challenge for Wolfe, who was in declining health during the siege and had strained relationships with his subordinates. After months of periodic shelling of Quebec and a disastrous frontal assault against the French lines, Wolfe decided on a daring plan, opposed by his leading subordinates, to covertly land a substantial force at Anse au Foulon (today Wolfe’s Cove) only a mile and a half from the city. His men scaled the steep cliffs there, dispatching the few French sentinels on duty on the night of September 12, 1759.

Wolfe then positioned 4,500 men and two artillery pieces on the heights of the Plains of Abraham, ready to receive the expected French counterattack. In the ensuing battle (September 13, 1759), the British were victorious. Twice wounded earlier in the fighting, Wolfe was wounded a third time when a ball passed through his lungs. This proved fatal. Wolfe died the same day, his passing eased by news of the British victory. Word of the victory and his death at the moment of triumph made Wolfe a national hero and a romantic figure in England.

Wolfe was a bold and resourceful commander. His death at only age 32 deprived the British of the services of a capable commander who might otherwise have played a major role in the American Revolutionary War.

John R. Maass and Spencer C. Tucker
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Xenophon (ca. 431–ca. 354 BCE)

Greek general and mercenary commander. Born the son of Gryllus, an upper-class Athenian, around 431 BCE, Xenophon grew up during the Peloponnesian War (431–404) and no doubt fought in the Athenian Army in its latter stages. He had sufficient economic means to be able to maintain a horse and serve in the cavalry. Xenophon also became acquainted with and much admired the philosopher Socrates.

Xenophon may have become disillusioned by the trial of Athenian admirals after the defeat at Arginusae (406 BCE). In any case, he left Greece after the Peloponnesian War to become one of 10,000–12,000 Greek mercenaries in the service of Cyrus the Younger against his older brother King Artaxerxes II of Persia. Cyrus was defeated and killed in the Battle of Cunaxa (401), although the Greek mercenary force remained largely intact. When its commander, Clearchus of Sparta, was invited to a peace conference at which he was treacherously executed, the Greeks found themselves deep in hostile territory in Mesopotamia and bereft of leadership. The mercenaries, known as the Ten Thousand, then elected new leadership, which included Xenophon, and began an extraordinary journey home. They were obliged to fight their way through Persians, Armenians, and Kurds to reach Trapezus on the Black Sea, where they proceeded by ship back to Greece.

Xenophon’s record of that extraordinary five-month journey (401–400 BCE), the Anabasis (Expedition or March Up Country), has him playing a key role in the survival of the force. It also discusses military leadership traits. Xenophon also wrote, among other works, the earliest extant cavalry manuals Hipparchikos (On the Cavalry General), which treats the duties of a cavalry commander, and Peri hippikēs (The Art of Riding). Another notable work is his Hellenica (A History of My Times).

Returning to Greece, Xenophon eventually became the commander of all forces under King Seuthes II of Thrace in fighting against Persia during 400–399 BCE. Xenophon then joined the Spartans and fought with them in Asia in 399–394. Later he was awarded an estate at Spartan state expense for his services. The exact circumstances are unclear, but in Athens Xenophon was declared a traitor, probably because he fought for the Spartan king Agesilaus against Athens in the Battle of Coronea (394) or perhaps because of his activities in the service of Cyrus, and was banished in absentia. Although the banishment was removed in 371, Xenophon chose to live in Corinth. Some sources suggest that he may have returned to Athens in 365. He died in Corinth or in Athens around 354.

A general of considerable ability and a keen judge of what constitutes effective military leadership, Xenophon was a prolific writer who is today admired for his style and diction. He is less reliable as a historian. No democrat, Xenophon much admired Sparta and its constitution.
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Xerxes I (519–465 BCE)

King of Persia. Xerxes, also known as Xerxes the Great, was the fourth king of kings of the Achaemenid Empire. Born in 519 BCE, Xerxes was the son of DariusI (Darius the Great) and Atosa, daughter of King Cyrus the Great. Revolt in Egypt in 486 led Darius to plan a military campaign there. Persian law required that the ruler designate a successor before setting out on campaign, and Darius designated Xerxes. Before Darius could set out, however, he fell ill and died in late 486. Xerxes was then proclaimed ruler. Xerxes was not the eldest son of Darius, who by tradition should have inherited the Crown, but he was the eldest son by Atosa and thus a descendent of Cyrus with perhaps superior claim. In any case, there was no challenge to his assumption of the Crown.

Xerxes soon campaigned in Egypt and Babylon, crushing the revolts, but in 484 BCE he greatly angered Babylonians by melting down the golden statue of their deity Marduk. This led to fresh revolts that year and in 482. Xerxes then turned to deal with Greece.

In 499 BCE the rich Greek city-states of Asia Minor had rebelled against DariusI. Aided by some of the city-states of Greece, notably Athens, they had burned the Persian city of Sardis. Darius I had put down the Ionian Revolt in 494 but then set out to punish Greece for its interference in Persian affairs. His expedition had ended in humiliating defeat in the Battle of Marathon (490). Darius then began assembling another army to invade Greece. Indeed, it was his raising of taxes to finance this expedition that had prompted the revolt in Egypt. Xerxes was determined to complete the task begun by his father.

The size of the Persian expeditionary force of 481 BCE has been much debated. The Greek historian Herodotus (“the Father of History”) calculated it at more than 1 million men, but modern reckoning puts it at perhaps 600 ships and three army corps of 60,000 men each, still a Persian advantage over the Greeks of some three to one. In the spring of 480 this host reached the Dardanelles (Hellespont), where Egyptian and Phoenician engineers had constructed a bridge of boats across the straits that was among the most admired mechanical achievements of antiquity. The Persian Army then quickly occupied Thrace and Macedonia, and the northern Greek city-states surrendered and allowed their troops to be added to those of the invaders. Only Plataea and Thespiae in the north prepared to fight. Sparta furnished the main contingent of land forces sent north under King Leonidas to hold the Persians long enough for the Athenian fleet to meet and destroy the Persian fleet.

Themistocles commanded 271 Athenian and allied warships. The Persian force of more than 650 ships had been reduced by storms to perhaps 500 serviceable warships, but this was still a comfortable advantage in numbers. The ensuing Battle of Artemisum (mid-August 480 BCE) off the northern coast of Euboea was inconclusive, although the Greeks managed to capture some 30 Persian vessels. Meanwhile, some 4,000 Greeks under Leonidas had taken up position at the narrow Pass of Thermopylae. The Greeks held for several days against overwhelming odds, but a Greek traitor led the Persians to flank the Greek position. Seven hundred Thespians and 300 Thebans refused the order to withdraw and remained with 300 Spartans. All were killed.

Themistocles withdrew southward with his ships, and Xerxes occupied Athens. Themistocles, now with some 310 ships, induced Xerxes, with 500 ships, to order an attack, and the Persians were defeated in the Battle of Salamis (probably September 20, 480 BCE). This prevented Xerxes from moving to conquer the Peloponnese.

Unrest in Babylon caused Xerxes to send a large part of his army back to Persia. The Greeks defeated the remaining Persian forces the next year at Plataea (August 479 BCE) and later that month attacked and burned the remaining Persian ships anchored at Mycale and inflicted heavy casualties on the Persian forces ashore. The Persians then withdrew entirely.

Xerxes returned to his capital of Persepolis and indulged his taste in monumental construction projects. He died in August 465 BCE, assassinated by Artabanus, commander of the royal bodyguard.

A capable ruler who did much to strengthen Persia and campaigned widely, Xerxes is nonetheless largely remembered today for his defeat at the hands of the Greeks.
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Yamamoto Gonnohyōe (1852–1933)

Japanese admiral. Born in the Satsuma domain (later Kagoshima Prefecture) on November 16, 1852, Yamamoto Gonnohyōe (Gonbei) as a boy fought in the 1863 Kagoshima War and the 1868 Boshin War (Year of the Dragon War). He then attended preparatory school in Tokyo before graduating from the Japanese naval academy in 1874. Yamamoto also trained with the German Navy during 1877–1878. He developed a new gunnery manual for the navy, commanded a cruiser, and then became director of the navy minister’s secretariat in 1891. In this latter post, Yamamoto helped rid the navy of many ineffective officers and created a naval General Staff similar to that of the army in 1903.

Yamamoto played a major role during the 1894–1895 Sino-Japanese War, a conflict that he strongly supported. Promoted to rear admiral in 1895, he became a vice admiral and navy minister in 1898. In the latter post Yamamoto showed great energy, determination, and political skill, pushing large naval spending bills through the parliament that made the navy the backbone of Japan’s national defense. He supported the Anglo-Japanese naval alliance of 1902 and was raised to baron the same year. Promoted to admiral in 1904, Yamamoto retired from the navy in 1906. Made a count in 1907, he also served as prime minister during 1913–1914. Yamamoto was again prime minister during 1923–1924, after which he retired from public life. Yamamoto died on December 8, 1933.

A capable and determined military and political leader, Yamamoto is today regarded by many as the father of the modern Japanese Navy.
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Yamamoto Isoroku (1884–1943)

Japanese admiral. Yamamoto Isoroku was born in Nagaoka, Honshu, Japan on April 4, 1884. He was the biological son of former samurai Takano Sadayoshi and the adoptive son of Yamamoto Tatewaki. The younger Yamamoto graduated from the Etajima Naval Academy in 1904. He participated in the Russo-Japanese War (1904–1905) and was wounded in the Battle of Tsushima (May 27–28, 1905). Yamamoto graduated from the Naval Staff College in 1916 and during 1919–1921 spent two years in the United States studying English at Harvard University.

Promoted to captain, Yamamoto served during 1921–1925 as the deputy commander of a Japanese naval air station. Learning to fly, he became a strong advocate of naval airpower. Yamamoto was naval attaché in Washington, D.C., during 1926–1927 and held a succession of command and staff positions before promotion to rear admiral in 1929 and command of the First Carrier Division (1933–1934). Promoted to vice admiral in 1934, he was navy vice minister two years later. In that post he criticized both Japan’s escalation of the war in China and its alliance with the Axis powers of Germany and Italy. He also opposed confrontation with the United States because of its great economic might.

Appointed commander of the First Fleet in 1938 and commander in chief of the Combined Fleet in August 1941, Yamamoto held the latter post until his death. Popular and much admired by both the officers and men of the fleet, Yamamoto did what he could to prepare the fleet for war. He was responsible for the preemptive strike against the U.S. Pacific Fleet at Pearl Harbor (December 7, 1941).

In response to the inconclusive Battle of the Coral Sea (May 7–8, 1942), Yamamoto developed an overly complicated plan to draw out and destroy the U.S. Pacific Fleet and its carriers. The resultant Battle of Midway (June 3–6, 1942) brought the destruction of four Japanese carriers and the loss of many key trained aircrew and support personnel. Yamamoto’s operations here and elsewhere were compromised in part by the U.S. ability to read the Japanese codes, which also brought his death on April 18, 1943, when long-range U.S. P-38 Lightning fighters were directed to shoot down his aircraft near Buin in southern Bougainville Island. This was a severe blow to Japanese morale but of questionable strategic value to the Allied war effort. Yamamoto was posthumously promoted to marshal admiral.
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Yamamoto hoped that the Japanese attack at Pearl Harbor would gain Japan an early advantage and purchase time for the Japanese to secure the resources of Southeast Asia and establish their defensive ring. In a strange misreading of the American character, however, he also thought that the attack might cause the United States to give in to Japanese demands. While the strike at Pearl Harbor did provide short-term advantage to Japan in allowing it to run riot in the Pacific for six months, it also united Americans behind the effort to defeat Japan.



A charismatic naval commander of great ability who inspired intense loyalty in his subordinates and well understood the importance of aviation in naval warfare, Yamamoto was nonetheless a failure as a strategist.
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Yamashita Tomoyuki (1885–1946)

Japanese general. Born in Osugi Nara, Kochi Province, Shikoku, on November 8, 1885, Yamashita Tomoyuki graduated from the Military Academy in 1906 and the Staff College in 1916. He was trained as an infantry officer. Following service on the General Staff in 1918, Yamashita was assigned as resident officer in Germany (1919–1921). Promoted to major in 1922 and to lieutenant colonel in 1923, he was concurrently military attaché to Austria and Hungary (1927–1929). Promoted to colonel in 1929, he commanded a regiment (1930–1932) and then served in the Army Ministry (1932–1936).

After commanding a brigade in Korea (1936–1937), Yamashita was promoted to lieutenant general in 1937. He was then chief of staff of the North China Area Army (1937–1939) and commanded the 4th Division (1939–1940). He was next inspector general of army aviation and traveled in Germany and Italy (1940–1941).

Assuming command of the Twenty-Fifth Army in November 1941, Yamashita led it in the Japanese invasion of Malaya beginning on December 8. Although outnumbered by British lieutenant general Arthur Percival’s forces by some 62,000 to 89,000 men, Yamashita’s speedy advance and Japanese command of the air, coupled with ineffective British leadership, brought the surrender of Singapore (February 15, 1942).

Largely because Premier Tōjō Hideki saw him as a rival, in July 1942 the “Tiger of Malaya,” as Yamashita had become known, was sent to command the First Army in northern Manchuria. Following Tōjō’s fall from power in July 1944, Yamashita was assigned to command the Fourteenth Army in the Philippines, arriving there only a week before the U.S. invasion of Leyte (October 20). Plagued by divided command with little authority over Japanese naval and air assets, Yamashita was unable to prevent the fall of Leyte that December. Following the U.S. landings on the big island of Luzon in January 1945, he gave Rear Admiral Iwabuchi Sanji charge of the defense of Manila. Iwabuchi ignored Yamashita’s orders to withdraw and staged a suicidal defense of the Philippine capital.
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General Yamashita Tomoyuki directed the highly successful Japanese conquest of Malaya in 1942 that culminated in the British defeat at Singapore but experienced less success when commanding Japanese forces in the Philippines during the U.S. invasion of 1944. In a controversial proceeding, he was brought to trial by the Americans on a charge of war crimes, found guilty, and executed in 1946. (AP Photo)



Yamashita then withdrew his remaining forces into the northern mountains and, despite lack of supplies, held out there until August 15, 1945. Charged with war crimes committed by Iwabuchi’s troops, Yamashita was found guilty and hanged in Tokyo on February 23, 1946.

Able, aggressive, and resourceful, Yamashita may have been Japan’s greatest field general of World War II.

Spencer C. Tucker
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Yamashita was charged with war crimes for atrocities committed by Admiral Iwabuchi’s Naval Defense Force. Yamashita claimed both ignorance of the atrocities and an inability to control his subordinate. In a controversial decision, the U.S. military court rejected this position, which became known as the “Yamashita defense,” holding that the crimes were sufficiently widespread that Yamashita must have known of them and that he was responsible for the actions of his subordinate commander.
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Yi Sun Sin (1545–1598)

Korean admiral. Born in 1545 into the ruling Yi clan, Yi Sun Sin (Yi Sun-sin) spent his naval career fighting the Japanese, who sought to take advantage of Korean weakness and court factionalism to conquer that country. In February 1591 with a major Japanese invasion in the offing, Yi became head of the Eastern Cholla Naval Command. He designed and caused to be built the famed kobukson (turtle) ships, the world’s first armored ships. These fast, low ships were partially protected by iron, and each mounted two cannon. The first turtle ship was launched only days before Japanese forces crossed the Tsushima Straits and landed at Pusan in April 1592, brushing aside two Korean squadrons. On land the Japanese took advantage of their unified command and superior weaponry to defeat several Korean and Chinese armies sent against them and advance on Seoul.

Yi collected 85 ships. These included two dozen galley battleships and 15 scout ships; the remainder were fishing boat conversions. With this force, on May 7, 1592, Yi surprised and destroyed 26 Japanese ships off Okp’o, and the next day he sank another 16 Japanese ships off Chokjinp’o.

Following repairs, Yi sailed with 26 ships, including 2 turtle ships, destroying 12 more Japanese ships off Sach’on on May 29. On June 2 he sank 20 other Japanese ships off Tangp’o. Reinforced, on June 5 he sank the majority of 26 Japanese ships at Tanghangp’o. These victories led the Japanese to send naval reinforcements. On July 7 Yi, now with 55 ships, discovered 75 Japanese ships at Kyonnaeryang and sent a few of his vessels into the harbor to lure out the Japanese. The next day Yi captured 12 Japanese ships and sank more than 40 others off Hansan-do. On July 10 he destroyed 30 or more of 40 Japanese ships at Angolp’o.

In August, Yi commanded 74 war galleys and 92 smaller vessels. He trained this force for three weeks and then set out for the principal Japanese base at Pusan. Here the Japanese had 500 ships, 100 of them warships. On September 1 in the Battle of Pusan, Yi attacked and destroyed or captured 100 Japanese vessels. He then scattered a large Japanese reinforcing convoy.

With Yi preventing Japanese resupply by sea, Korean irregulars on land attacked Japanese supply lines while a famine prevented effective Japanese foraging. The Japanese withdrew to a base around Pusan and entered into negotiations, during which time Yi put together 250 warships and as many smaller vessels. On March 4, 1594, he attacked and sank 31 Japanese ships in actions around Tanghangp’o.

A breakdown in peace talks led to new fighting in 1596. In early 1597, the Japanese had 150,000 troops in Korea and undertook a major land offensive. They also attempted to lure Yi into a trap. Learning of the Japanese plan, Yi refused a royal order to attack, whereupon he was dismissed. His successor, Won Kyun, proved singularly inept, leading to the destruction of the bulk of the Korean fleet off Pusan in July 1597.

The Korean court then reinstated Yi, who led the remaining 12 Korean ships into battle. After a series of small victories, he hurled his dozen ships against 133 Japanese ships at Myongnyang. Yi’s experience with and knowledge of tides and currents and his aggressive leadership brought a one-sided Korean victory. In this battle on September 16, 1597, the Koreans reportedly sank 30 Japanese ships.

During a lull of more than a year, Yi built up his naval strength. With some 500 ships, mostly Chinese, he attacked a Japanese fleet of 500 ships led by Admiral Konishi Yukinaga, destroying more than 200 of them in the Battle of Noryang (November 18, 1598). Yi, however, was hit by a cannon ball and killed.

Yi was an innovative inventor, a skilled sailor, and one of history’s most effective naval commanders. His success at sea was instrumental in the eventual Korean victory on land and Japanese evacuation. Regarded as a national hero in Korea, Yi is certainly one of history’s most brilliant naval commanders.
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Zeng Guofan (1811–1872)

Chinese general. Zeng Guofan (Tseng Kuo-fan) was born into a scholarly farming family in Xiang (Hsiang) District, Hunan, China, on November 26, 1811. He studied for the traditional scholarly examinations that were the route to civil service positions. Passing the highest academic examination for the doctoral degree (jinshi, chin-sin) on his second attempt in 1838, Zeng was a member of the Hanlin Academy in Beijing (Peking) for 13 years, concentrating on interpreting the Confucian classics. By the 1850s, however, he had become a critic of government policies.

Following the death of his mother in 1852, Zeng took the then-customary three-year leave at home for mourning but broke this off to raise a military force in Hunan against Taiping (T’ai-p’ing) forces that had entered the province during what became known as the Taiping Rebellion (1850–1864) against the Qing (Ch’ing) dynasty. One of the major events in Chinese history, the rebellion ultimately claimed the lives of some 20 million Chinese.

Zeng attracted a wide following to his army because of his insistence on observance of Confucian principles, including obligation to soldiers and loyalty to one’s superior. Soon his well-disciplined force of volunteers had grown into the Xiang (Hsiang) Army, the chief military force against the Taipings. Zeng also created a naval force of some 240 junks to operate on the region’s rivers.
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For decades afer they came to power in China, the communists praised the Taipings as the precursors of the Communist Party and roundly condemned Zeng Guofan, who was chiefly responsible for the defeat of the Taipings, as a traitor to his people for having maintained the Manchus in power. But now the Chinese leadership, worried about unrest in rural China, choose to depict Zeng quite differently. The Taipings are now cast in a negative light as threats to the social order, while Zang is touted as one of China’s greatest national heroes, lauded as a model of Confucian loyalty and self-discipline. Conveniently for the Chinese government, his primary contribution in Chinese history was his merciless action in crushing violent dissent.



Zeng’s forces were victorious in the Battle of Xiangtan (Hsiang-t’an, May 1, 1854), and he recaptured Hubei (Hupeh) in October. The rebels retook Hubei the next year, and Zeng could do little during the next two years. He did secure the position of viceroy of Liangjiang (Liang-chiang), comprising the provinces of Jiangxi (Kiangsi), Anhui (Anhwei), and Jiangsu (Kiangsu), during 1860–1864, and the right to finance his army through the collection of customs duties. His army grew to a force of 120,000 men with a number of capable generals, such as Li Hong Zhang (Li Hung Chang) and Zuo Zongtang (Tso Tsung-t’ang). Defeated at the Battle of Qimen (Ch’i-men) in Anhui Province in mid-1861, Zeng nonetheless continued to campaign and won the loyalty of the peasants. He was finally victorious, capturing the Taiping capital of Nanjing (Nanking) and ending the rebellion in 1864. For this he was awarded the title of marquis.

Thereafter an administrator, Zeng served as viceroy of Zhili (Chih-li, the old name for Hebei [Hopeh]) during 1865–1870 and again as viceroy of Liangjiang during 1870–1872. He resumed military command during May 1865–October 1866 against the Nian (Nien) Rebellion in northern China but then resigned in favor of his protégé, Li Hong Zhang.

Zeng was responsible for a number of reforms and supported a program of modernization in China. This included creation of the Jiangnan (Kiangnan) naval arsenal at Shanghai that built several modern warships. He strongly supported study of Chinese classical literature, but it was at his recommendation that the Chinese government first sent students to be educated abroad. Zeng died in Nanjing on March 12, 1872. After his death, the government accorded him the name of Wenzheng (Wen-cheng), the highest title possible under the Qing dynasty.

Although not a great field commander, Zeng was certainly the leading Chinese general and civil leader of 19th-century China. Both praised and condemned for this, his efforts ensured the continuation of the Qing dynasty into the 20th century.
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Zenobia (240–274?)

Queen of Palmyra in Roman Syria who led a revolt against Rome. Zenobia was of Arab ancestry, and her name in Aramaic was Bat-Zabbai. Arab writers know her as al-Zabbā, but her Roman name was Julia Aurelia Zenobia. Born in Palmyra in 240, Zenobia was reportedly a member of the ‘Amlaqui tribe. Her father, whose Roman name was Julius Aurelius Zenobius, was killed by members of a rival tribe, and Zenobia then became head of the ‘Amlaquis. Classical and Arab sources and tradition describe her as of dark complexion and possibly of Egyptian origin but more beautiful than Cleopatra; well educated and fluent in Greek, Aramaic, and Egyptian, with some knowledge of Latin; interested in the arts; and carrying herself as a man in riding and hunting.

By 258, Zenobia was married to King Septimus Odaenathus of Palmyra. She was his second wife. He had a son, Hairan, with his first wife. Around 266 Odaenathus and Zenobia also had a son, Vaballathus.

Meanwhile, warfare resumed between Rome and Persia. Reinforced by troops sent by Roman emperor Gallienus (r. 253–268), in 262 Odaenathus and a small army invaded the former Roman provinces east of the Euphrates River that had been taken by Persia. Driving off a Persian army besieging Edessa, Odaenathus retook Nisibis and Carrhae. During the next two years in raids deep into Mesopotamia, Odaenathus consistently defeated Persian ruler Shapur I (r. 241–272) and his generals and twice captured Ctesiphon. Reportedly, Zenobia accompanied him in the campaign. Odaenathus’s successes led Shapur to sue for peace in 264.

In 266 Odaenathus campaigned against the Goths, who had been ravaging Asia Minor. Although successful, he and his son Hairan were assassinated. Vaballathus then succeeded to the throne, but because he was only an infant, Zenobia was the effective ruler of Palmyra.

Uncertain of Zenobia’s loyalty, in 267 Emperor Gallienus sent an army to the east to reassert Roman control there. Zenobia and her general Zobdas defeated the Romans. Zenobia then went on to confirm the independence of Palmyra by conquering Egypt in 269. Zenobia reportedly accompanied the army in battle and walked with the men. Her actions led to her being known as the “Warrior Queen.”

Zenobia now controlled most of the former Roman eastern dominions, including Egypt, Syria, Mesopotamia, and much of Anatolia. In 271, however, Roman emperor Aurelian (r. 270–275) marched east with an army and in the hard-fought Battle of Immae near Antioch defeated Zenobia and her general Zobdas, who were reported as entering Antioch that day with a man resembling Aurelian in chains but then fleeing the city that night.

Aurelian pursued and in 272 defeated Zenobia and Zobdas decisively at Emesa (present-day Homs, Syria). Zenobia was unable to remove its treasury before Aurelian entered the city. Zenobia then sought refuge in her desert capital of Palmyra, but Aurelian followed and laid siege to it. Despite harassment of his supply lines by guerrillas, Aurelian was able to continue the siege, forcing Zenobia to surrender. Aurelian spared her and left her in control of Palmyra.

On Aurelian’s departure, however, Zenobia again declared independence. Aurelian returned in 273, again laid siege to Palmyra, and, when it surrendered, sacked the city. Zenobia and Vaballathus were captured trying to flee and were taken by Aurelian to Rome, Vaballathus reportedly dying en route. At Rome, Zenobia was exhibited in chains in Aurelian’s triumph in 274. Her fate is uncertain. She is variously said to have been beheaded, to have died in a hunger strike, or to have succumbed to illness, although one account has her freed by Aurelian and then marrying a Roman senator.
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Zhao Chongguo (137–52 BCE)

Important Chinese general in the Former Han dynasty (206/202 BCE–9 CE). Born in 137 BCE into a respectable family in Shanggui Prefecture, Zhao Chongguo (Chao Ch’ung’kuo) while a young man entered a cavalry unit in the army. His skill in archery and horsemanship led to him being assigned to the elite cavalry troop known as the Feathered Forest. Zhao enjoyed steady advancement in campaigning against the Xiongnu (Hsiung-nu) and saw long service under Emperor Wu (Liu Che, r. 141–87).

In 99 BCE in his first independent command, Zhao led a small relief force of some 100 men to the aid of Li Guangli (Li Kuang-li), whose 30,000-man army had been surrounded by the Xiongnu. Zhao fought his way through and opened a way for Li’s army to escape. Reportedly Zhao suffered some 20 sword cuts in the fighting. This accomplishment won the praise of Emperor Wu and brought important promotions, including the position of general of chariots and cavalry.

In 80 BCE Zhao led a force to suppress the Di people of Wudu (in the southwest of present-day Gansu). He then commanded Chinese Army garrisons in what is present-day Inner Mongolia. Returning to Shanggu, Zhao was named chief commandant of waters and parks. In 74 he was promoted to general of the rear. In 72–71 he was among 5 generals leading an army of 150,000 horsemen against the Xiongnu (Hsiung-nu), and in 70–69 he campaigned with success, leading 40,000 men against a force of 100,000 Xiongnu who had invaded present-day Shanxi.

Zhao gained his greatest renown in 61–60 BCE during the course of a campaign against the Qiang, presumed ancestors of the Tibetans on the western frontier. Zhao is probably best known for his system of military farms (the tuntian). While an excellent means to secure supplies for the army and make the soldiers as self-sufficient as possible, this strategy was primarily designed to deny crop and grazing land to China’s foes. Zhao died in 52 BCE.

Regarded as one of the greatest generals in Chinese history, Zhao was said to be extraordinarily brave and to possess strategic insight.
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Zheng He (1371–1433)

Chinese admiral and explorer. Zheng He was born Ma He in 1371 into a Muslim family in Kunyang south of Kumming in Yunnan. He was descended from a Persian who had been governor of Yunnan in the early Yuan dynasty. In 1381, a Ming army invaded Yunnan. Ma He’s father was killed, and the boy was captured and made a eunuch and was sent to the court of the emperor’s son, Zhu Di, the prince of Yan. Ma He eventually rose to become a trusted adviser to the prince and played a prominent role in Zhu Di’s rebellion against Emperor Jianwen, second emperor of the Ming dynasty (r. 1396–1402), for which Ma He was given the name Zheng Hu. Zhu Di then became Emperor Yongle (r. 1402–1424).

Given the positions of chief envoy and admiral, Zheng He was entrusted with carrying out a series of large overseas naval expeditions, of which there would be seven during 1405–1433. Emperor Yongle intended these to establish a Chinese overseas presence, eradicate piracy, impose imperial control over foreign trade, and secure foreign recognition of Chinese suzerainty and also tribute. The first expedition, which departed from Suzhou for the “Western Ocean” (the Chinese term for the Indian Ocean), is said to have numbered several hundred large ships carrying upward of 28,000 men. The second voyage occurred during 1407–1409, the third during 1409–1411, the fourth during 1413–1415, the fifth during 1416–1419, the sixth during 1421–1422, and the seventh during 1430–1433. These voyages touched India, Southeast Asia, Arabia, Brunei, and East Africa.

Zeng He preferred diplomacy, but when necessary he used military force to achieve China’s aims. In addition to securing tribute and recognition of China’s suzerainty, he ended the piracy that had long plagued Chinese and Southeast Asian waters, defeating pirate leader Chen Zuyi and bringing him back to China for execution. Zeng He also waged war on land, defeating the forces of the Kingdom of Kore in present-day Sri Lanka. During his voyages he brought back to China envoys from as many as 30 different nations.

Zheng He died during his seventh expedition to the “Western Ocean” on the return trip after the Chinese fleet reached Hormuz in 1433. His tomb in Nanjing is empty, for he was buried at sea. Zheng He’s sailing charts were published in 1628.

Zheng He is counted among history’s most important naval explorers, diplomats, and fleet admirals.
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Zhu De (1886–1976)

Chinese military leader, politician, and vice chairman of the People’s Republic of China (PRC). Born in Yilong, Sichuan Province, on December 18, 1886, Zhu De (Chu Teh) went to Germany in 1922 and studied in Berlin and Göttingen, joining the Chinese Communist Party (CCP) the same year. He returned to China in 1926 and engaged in covert military activities. Zhu’s two most innovative contributions were the development of the CCP’s Red Army in 1927, which later became the People’s Liberation Army (PLA). Zhu’s military leadership and talents ensured the CCP’s victories in both the Sino-Japanese War (1937–1945) and the Chinese Civil War (1946–1949). In both struggles, Zhu commanded the CCP’s armed forces.

After the establishment of the PRC in October 1949, Zhu held a number of top positions: commander in chief of the PLA, one of the vice chairmen of both the Central People’s Government Council and the People’s Revolutionary Council, and a member of the Standing Committee of the Party’s Central Committee. Zhu gave up these posts in September 1954 and became the PRC’s sole vice chairman and the first-ranking vice chairman of the National Defense Council, in political importance ranking second only to Chairman Mao Zedong. Zhu was named 1 of the 10 marshals of the PLA (1955). Given his advanced age, Zhu became less active in military affairs, participating only in important military conferences, but became more active in foreign relations.

During his tenure, Zhu frequently traveled abroad on inspection tours to Moscow, Eastern Europe, and North Korea. He relinquished his two vice chairmanships in April 1955 and served as chairman of the Standing Committee of the National People’s Congress, a nominal legislative body. Thereafter Zhu seldom made public appearances until the mid-1960s, when he was persecuted during the ultraleftist Cultural Revolution (1966–1976) simply because of his military background and because he was perceived as a threat to Mao’s leadership. Zhu died in Beijing on July 6, 1976.
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Chinese Communist general Zhu De commanded forces against first the Japanese in World War II and then the Guomindang (Nationalists) in the Chinese Civil War (1946–1949). He was named a marshal of the People’s Liberation Army in 1955. (Bettmann/Corbis)



An important Chinese general, politician, and revolutionary, Zhu is regarded as the founder of the PLA. He conceptualized modern guerrilla warfare, with its emphasis on control of the countryside.
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Zhu Yuanzhang (1328–1398)

Chinese military leader who ended the Mongol Yuan dynasty (1271–1368) and was the founder and first emperor of the Ming dynasty (1368–1644), ruling as Emperor Hongwu. Zhu Yuanzhang (Chu Yuan-chang) was born into a poor peasant family in a village in Fengyang County, Anhui (Anhwei) Province, on October 21, 1328. All of the rest of his family except one brother died during a plague, and without means of livelihood, Zhu became a monk at a local Buddhist monastery. He did not remain there long and for three years was a wandering beggar, experiencing firsthand the sufferings of the common people. Returning to the monastery, he was there until age 24 and learned to read and write.

The monastery was subsequently destroyed by military forces putting down a local rebellion. Zhu joined the rebels and rose rapidly in rank and responsibility in the military force known as the Red Turbans, which followed Buddhist teaching. Zhu has been seen as a follower of Confucianism and as a military commander relied on a strong system of loyalty of subordinate to superior. In 1356 Zhu’s forces captured the city of Nanjing (Nanking), which became the center for his operations. Nanjing’s population swelled as peasants from the surrounding lawless areas were attracted there by Zhu’s reputation for fair government.

From 1360, Zhu and his capable lieutenants fought other armies in a protracted war on land and water for control of the Yangzi (Yangtze) River Valley. Riven by factional strife, the Yuan dynasty was unable to deal with the growing threat to its power in the south. Chen Youliang was Zhu’s principal antagonist in the struggle for control of the Yangzi Valley. Zhu fought Chen in the Battle of Lake Poyang (August 30–September 2, 1363) near Nanchang. Involving hundreds of thousands of men, it was one of history’s largest naval battles. Although his force was outnumbered, Zhu defeated Chen, who was killed in battle a month later. Afer the Battle of Lake Poyang, Zhu did not personally campaign and instead directed his armies in the field from Nanjing.

In 1367 Zhu’s forces defeated those of the Kingdom of Dazhou, headed by Zhang Shicheng. The other major warlords in the Yangzi River region then surrendered, and on January 20, 1368, Zhu claimed the Mandate of Heaven and proclaimed himself emperor of the Ming dynasty, with his capital in Nanjing. Zhu took Hongwu (Hung-wu) as his throne name.

Emperor Hongwu sought to end Mongol rule and restore that of the Han in China. In 1368 he ordered Ming armies northward to take control of the territory still ruled by the Yuan. That September, the Ming took the city of Khanbaliq (Dadu, present-day Beijing), and the Mongols fled to Mongolia. Ming forces captured Yunnan, the last remaining Yuan-controlled province, in 1381. Chin was now unified under the Ming dynasty.

As emperor of a unified China, Hongwu set out to establish a strong state structure. He highly centralized government, with the emperor controlling all aspects of Chinese life. Hongwu relied on an extensive surveillance system and purges as well as on the use of torture and the massacres of tens of thousands of suspected opponents and their families to prevent internal threats. Administratively, Hongwu revamped the system of Confucian examinations, with civil administrative and military leadership posts being based on merit and knowledge of literature and philosophy. Confucian scholar bureaucrats regained their positions of authority.

Seeking to ease the suffering of the Chinese peasantry, Hongwu instituted laws that would preserve government taxes but prevent the peasants from losing their lands. He also distributed land to the peasants and ordered population transfers to invigorate agriculture in remote areas. The government also undertook public works projects, including the construction of canals and dikes and the planting of trees.

Hongwu was content with China’s then current geographic borders and pursued a noninterventionist policy abroad, but he believed that a strong army was vital to holding the empire together and preserving it from outside attack, especially by the Mongols. He reorganized and expanded the army, and in 1392 it reportedly numbered some 1.2 million men, the world’s largest. A firm believer in gunpowder weaponry, Hongwu established the goal of equipping half of the army’s men with firearm weapons. As a result of his efforts, the Ming became the primary disseminator of world firearms technology. Hongwu died in Nanjing on June 24, 1398.

A military innovator and highly effective administrator, Emperor Hongwu was certainly one of the most important Chinese rulers.
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Zhukov, Georgi Konstantinovich (1896–1974)

Marshal of the Soviet Union. Born in Strelkovka, Kaluga Province, Russia, on December 1, 1896, Georgi Konstantinovich Zhukov was the son of peasants. His father was a cobbler, and his mother was a carter. Apprenticed as a furrier at age 12, Zhukov was conscripted into the Russian Army in 1915. He served in the cavalry during World War I, rising to noncommissioned officer rank. After recovering from wounds received from a mine, he joined the Red Army in 1918.

Zhukov commanded from platoon through squadron levels in the Russian Civil War (1917–1922), joining the Communist Party in 1919. He took charge of a cavalry regiment in 1922 and a brigade in 1930. In 1932 he received command of a cavalry division, and in 1936 he received command of a corps. Zhukov was one of the few senior officers to survive the military purges of 1937. Serving as deputy commander of the Belorussian Military District, in June 1939 he was dispatched to the Far East to deal with the Japanese attempted invasion of Mongolia. By the end of August he had decisively repulsed the Japanese in the Battles of Khalkhin Gol (May 11–September 16, 1939).

In 1940 Zhukov was promoted to full general, and near the end of the Russo-Finnish War (1939–1940) he was appointed chief of the General Staff. After the Germans invaded the Soviet Union (June 22, 1941), Zhukov asked to be relieved as chief of the General Staff when Soviet leader Joseph Stalin rejected his suggestion that Kiev be abandoned before its loss to the Germans. Stalin’s decision resulted in the German capture of some 665,000 Soviet troops.
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Marshal of the Soviet Union Georgi Zhukov, known as “Stalin’s Fireman,” was involved in the planning and execution of virtually all Soviet military campaigns of World War II. Many regard him as the best Soviet field commander of the war. (Bettmann/Corbis)



During the course of World War II, Zhukov was involved in the planning and execution of nearly every major campaign of the Eastern Front. In October 1941 he replaced Marshal Kliment Voroshilov at Leningrad and galvanized the Soviet defense there. Then as commander of the Western Front later that same month, Zhukov organized the defense of Moscow and in November and December launched the counteroffensive that forced the Germans back. In the autumn of 1942 Zhukov and General Aleksandr Vasilievsky planned the counteroffensive that trapped German general Friedrich Paulus’s Sixth Army at Stalingrad (August 23, 1942–February 2, 1943).

Promoted to marshal of the Soviet Union, Zhukov was appointed deputy supreme commander of the Red Army. He returned to Leningrad in 1943 and lifted the siege there. Then in July as Stavka special representative, again along with Vasilievsky, Zhukov supervised the defense of the Kursk salient and the subsequent offensive that swept across the Ukraine.

In the summer and autumn of 1944, Zhukov commanded the Belorussian campaign (Operation BAGRATION) that destroyed German Army Group Center and ended the German occupation of Poland and Czechoslovakia. In April 1945 he personally commanded the final assault on Berlin and took the official German surrender for the Soviet Union (May 8, 1945), then remained to command Soviet occupation forces in Germany.

In 1946 Zhukov assumed command of all Soviet ground forces, but in 1947 he fell victim to Stalin’s paranoia and desire to diminish the reputation of potential rivals and was demoted to command of the Odessa Military District. After Stalin’s death in 1953, Zhukov became deputy minister of defense and then in 1955 became defense minister. During the Nikita Khrushchev years, Zhukov’s fortunes rose and fell and then rose again when Khrushchev was deposed in 1964. Zhukov died in Moscow on June 18, 1974.

An aggressive commander of great tactical and strategic ability, Zhukov was probably the best Soviet senior commander of World War II and certainly the best-known Soviet general in the West.
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Žižka, Jan (ca. 1376–1424)

Bohemian general and military innovator. Jan Žižka was born into a family of gentry in Trocnov, Bohemia, around 1376. At some point in his youth he lost his left eye, earning him the appellation “Žižka the One-Eyed.” As a young man he joined the court of King Wenceslaus IV (r. 1376–1419) of Bohemia and rose to be chamberlain to Queen Sophia. Žižka played a prominent role in the nearly incessant warfare of the period, commanding mercenaries who fought for the Kingdom of Poland and the Grand Duchy of Lithuania and defeated the Teutonic Knights in the great Battle of Grunwald (also known as the First Battle of Tannenberg) on July 15, 1410.

Žižka was the preeminent figure of the Hussite Wars (1419–1436), joining the followers of Jan Hus in 1419. Hus, a professor and theologian at Charles University in Prague, came to be regarded as a heretic by the Catholic Church. Promised safe conduct to the Council of Constance by King Sigismund of Hungary, brother of Wenceslaus and heir to the Bohemian throne, Hus was nonetheless brought to trial and burned at the stake there in 1415. Nationalism and class conflict were also at play.

In 1419 Wenceslas died, and Sigismund, a staunch Catholic, attempted to take over Bohemia. Many opposed him, remembering his “guarantee” of Hus’s safety. The Hussite Wars began on July 30, 1419, in the First Defenestration of Prague, when protesting Hussites threw city councilors from the windows of the town hall, killing seven. The Hussites and the Taborites, the extreme faction of the Hussite movement, joined ranks against Sigismund, and at Sudonìø (March 25, 1420) Žižka was victorious in the first major battle of the Hussite Wars.

Žižka was a master of defensive-offensive warfare and a military innovator, employing laagers (wagenburg, or wagon forts) to protect against cavalry attack. He modified ordinary four-wheeled horse-drawn farm carts to carry small guns and used these so-called battle wagons with great success. There were two types of carts: the first was an essentially defensive fighting vehicle with built-up sides to provide protection for up to 18 men; the second type mounted light cannon. The battle wagons could be chained together end to end, with heavy boards filling the meeting points between them as well as the spaces underneath the carts between their wheels in order to form a sort of mobile fort that could be defended on all sides.

Žižka rarely fought an offensive battle. He sought to fight on enemy territory, selecting a strong defensive position near an enemy force and using artillery fire to provoke an attack. He would then reduce the strength of the attackers by close-range artillery and small-arms fire. (He was reportedly the first to employ pistols on the battlefield.) With the enemy severely weakened, Žižka’s cavalry and infantry would then sortie from behind the wagons and attack.

In March 1420, Pope Marin V proclaimed a crusade against the Hussites. Sigismund advanced on Prague with a 30,000-man army, and the people of Prague appealed to Žižka for assistance. On July 12 the crusaders instituted a siege, attacking Virkov Hill the next day. On July 14, Žižka and the Hussites arrived and defeated Sigismund’s army in the Battle of Vitkov Hill. (A 27-foot-tall statute of Žižka on horseback—reportedly the tallest equestrian statue in the world—commemorates the victory.) Sigismund was then decisively defeated near Pankrác (November 1).

Internal discord prevented the Hussites from capitalizing on their successes; at the Hussite stronghold of Tabor, Žižka suppressed the communistic Adamite movement. In 1421 Sigismund again invaded Bohemia with a large German army and in August laid siege to Zatec, but following an unsuccessful attempt to storm the city, the invaders withdrew. Near-constant warfare between Žižka and Sigismund and his partisans followed. During the siege of the castle at Rábi, Žižka lost his right eye. Now totally blind, he nonetheless continued to direct Hussite military operations. Although Sigismund captured Kutná Hora, Žižka decisively defeated him in the Battle of Nìmecký Brod (Deutschbrod) on January 10, 1422.

In 1423 civil war began among the Hussites, but in the Battle of Horic (April 27, 1423) Žižka reestablished his authority. In September he invaded Hungary with an army. Although they enjoyed initial success, the Hussites were soon driven from Hungarian soil. In 1424 civil strife again broke out in Bohemia and was again crushed by Žižka, who planned then to invade Moravia. However, he died of the plague at Pøibyslav on October 11, 1424, before he could carry out this plan. Although the invasion proceeded under his successor Prokop the Great, the Hussites soon withdraw and were again swept by internal discord.

Reportedly never defeated in battle, Žižka is today also regarded as a Czech nationalist who defended the homeland against invasion. Although he was a brilliant military innovator, more powerful field artillery soon rendered Žižka’s battle wagons obsolete.
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Zrínyi, Miklós (1508–1566)

Hungarian general. A Croat, born the son of Count Miklós Zrínyi at Castle/Burg Zrin in Croatia in 1508, the younger Miklós Zrínyi (also known as Nikola Šubić Zrinski) distinguished himself in fighting against the Ottoman Empire. He fought at Vienna during Sultan Suleiman I’s siege of that city (September 23–October 15, 1529). Zrínyi murdered the traitor Johann Katzianer, who tried to persuade him to defect to the Ottoman side on October 27, 1539. Zrínyi then led 400 men to help save the imperial forces from defeat in the siege and assault of Pest (September 26–October 5, 1542), for which he was named bán (viceroy) of Croatia in 1542 and received significant landholdings in Hungary from Ferdinand I.

As one of Hungary’s largest landholders, Zrínyi was committed to keeping the Turks out of the country. He led the relief of the island fortress of Szigetvár on July 22, 1556, but resigned the governorship of Croatia in 1561. The same year, Zrínyi was appointed captain of Szigetvár but soon resigned because of the lack of financial support from the court for the restoration of the damaged fortress. Zrínyi again defeated Ottoman forces at Segesd in 1564.

When Suleiman resumed warfare against Austria in 1566 and moved north with a large army in his campaign to take Vienna, Zrínyi carried out attacks against the Ottoman flanks, destroying several Ottoman detachments at Siklós in July. He also accepted his reappointment as captain of Szigetvár. Suleiman halted his progression north to move against Szigetvár, reportedly committing 90,000 men and 399 cannon for the purpose. Zrínyi and his small garrison of only 2,300 soldiers and 2,000 civilians held out for a month but abandoned the outer walls of the fortress for the citadel after the walls had been reduced by the Turkish heavy guns during August 5–September 7. Suleiman offered Zrínyi land in Croatia for his surrender, but Zrínyi refused. With ammunition running out and after a huge explosion that set the citadel on fire, Zrínyi led a sortie, dying in it at the head of his troops on September 8. All of his men were slain. The Ottoman troops who raced into the citadel died in the explosion of the last cannon powder there, lit by a powder train.

Suleiman had died of natural causes two days before, but the truth was deliberately concealed from his troops to avoid panic. His death caused the Ottoman army to soon return south, ending the threat to Vienna.

Zrínyi was a brave and tenacious commander whose actions in 1566 may have saved Vienna. The Hungarian National Defense University in Budapest is named for him.
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