
If you would like to donate 
to the Wounded Warrior 
Silent Auction please find 
someone on the conven-
tion staff or contact one of 
the BOD or convention 
staff members from our 
website. 

In just a few months we 
shall once again gather for 
Little Wars 2012. In case 
you have forgotten or may 
not be aware Little Wars 
2012 will be held at 
DuPage Expo Center and 
The Pheasant Run Re-
sort, 4051 East Main 
Street, St Charles, Illinois 
60174. This years theme 
will be "Technology, Inno-
vations & Advancements". 
Once again you will find 
many great events to in-
clude parent/child events, 
vendors, flea market, paint-
ing contests, Keith Rocco 
print raffle and Silent Auc-
tion to Benefit Wounded 
Warriors.  
  
We are still looking for 
Game Masters to run 
events at the convention, 
so if you are interested in 
doing so, or know some-
one that has a great game 
to run, please contact us 
and get your event submis-
sion in. We are especially 
looking to fill Friday and 
Sunday events. Once we 
get those days filled and as 
active as our Saturday 
event schedule and atten-
dance levels we will look to 
add another day to the 
convention.  
  
Getting the word out on the 
convention is important to 
keeping attendance 
high. So I am asking our 

membership to help in this 
effort. Start subject threads 
on websites that you fre-

quent, Facebook and Twit-
ter postings help as well.  
 
Soon we will have flyers 
available for download off 
of our website. Print them 
out and get them in as 
many local business's and 
to friends and family as 
possible. You never know 
where you will come 
across those that might be 
interested in coming to the 
convention and learn what 
Miniature Wargaming is all 
about. We will also be run-
ning a banner on The 
Miniatures Page, and look-
ing to run ads in local news 
papers.     
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“There is 
never a 
convenient 
place to fight 
a war when 
the other man 
starts it....”  
--Admiral 
Arleigh A. 
Burke -- . 

1st Brigade, Illinois Volunteers: Federal Civil War Li ving Historians 
by Lt Col Steve Fratt, Chief of Staff  

The original 1st Brigade, Illinois Volunteers was created in April 1861 in response to President Lincoln’s call 
for 75,000 volunteers to crush the rebellion in the cotton states.  Brigadier General Swift was appointed as its 
first commander. The brigade’s first mission was to camp near Cairo, Il and oversee the traffic on the Missis-
sippi and Cumberland Rivers.  Its actions included the stopping of shipping on those rivers to check for contra-
band.  As the war progressed, the brigade was broken up and its units redirected to other commands.  
 
About10 years ago, the Federal reenacting units around Chicago decided it was time to create a tighter struc-
ture within the reenacting community in northern Illinois.  In the past, events were a rather casual affair.  Inde-
pendent Federal and Confederate units would merge at a given event and decided among the officers present, 
who should take responsibility for command at that event.  There was a certain gentlemen’s agreement atmos-
phere in these proceedings. 
 
As time passed, the infantry organized itself into a single battalion and began to drill and execute battle forma-
tions as a battalion.  This was an improvement and called for the learning of drill at higher than the company 
level.  There also was a certain amount of logistics that required the creation of a battalion staff and headquar-
ters to support the battalion operations. 
 
The drawback of these advancements was the segregated functioning of the three arms in battle. The infantry, 
cavalry, artillery, and various supports tended to live parallel lives on the field, complementing each others’ 
movements by staying out of the way of the infantry, but no truly integrated maneuvering. In addition, rival-
ries between Johnnie Reb and Billie Yank led to mistrust and poor coordination on the field during battles. 
 
A small cadre of officers decided that things had to change to enhance the reenacting experience for both the 
living historians and the public. The idea for the 1st Brigade, Illinois Volunteers was born.  A few staff officers 
began to take keen interest in the activities of the artillery, cavalry (both mounted and dismounted), engineers, 
signals, medical, and other related supports.  We interacted, participated in these units, and found increasing 
ways for their integration into the weekend battles. At the same time on the higher level, we laid out plans for 
the first national events for the Civil War 150th Anniversary seasons.  The first planned event was to be a 
steam railroad or steamboat ride down to Cairo, Il in April 2011 to recreate the birth of the brigade. Unfortu-
nately, the costs proved to be prohibitive and the event was cancelled.  As far as the battles in Illinois were 
concerned, we were able to make great strides towards improving the reenacting experience. 
 
We began to integrate all the arms and impressions into the battle experience.  We began to work out specific 
scenarios with lots of give and take prior to taking the field. We also began to select vignettes from major bat-
tles to perform before the public since the 150th anniversary season was upon us. Primary responsibility for 
scenario drafts was split between the Federal and Confederate high commands.  Once presented, these drafts 
could be modified on the spot prior to the battle as other input was received by the various battalion command-
ers (infantry, cavalry, artillery). This formula worked as the battles grew longer and were well received by 
both public and living historians.  In the 2011 season, we reenacted parts of the Battle of Belmont at Wau-
conda, 1st Bull Run at Lake Villa, and Wilson’s Creek at Minooka.  The latter event is worth special note.  Our 
brigadier was retiring from the hobby so we conducted an unrehearsed pass-in-review for him.  A dress parade 
was conducted with presentation of a personal battle flag to the general. Then it was companies: right wheel, 
guide is right, and forward march.  350 re-enactors passed in review, including all the Confederates was well.  
Individual units knew exactly what to do.  The order was magnificent and all units simply marched off to their 
battlefield positions directly from the review.  The public had a tremendous treat.  Since the brigadier was re-
tiring, we had him play the role of Federal general Lyons and he was “killed” in combat during the final battle.  

“In tactics, 
action is the 
governing 
rule of 
war....”  
--Marshal 
Ferdinand 
Foch-- . 
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How does a re-enactment “battle” work?  There are 
many different ways to conduct a battle.  As of late, 
the procedure that has worked well for us is to have 
a scenario designer take a historical battle and se-
lect vignettes that work with our expected numbers 
and the layout of the event terrain.  On the day of 
the battle in the morning, key commanders are as-
signed their roles in the sequence of events for that 
day’s battle. We allow for some discussion and 
feedback to see if there is anyway to enhance a 
movement or lengthen the time.  If a hand-to-hand 
action is required, the officers of the participating 
units work out the details of the action to make it 
safe. This usually requires a bit of rehearsal that takes place in the morning.  We go over emergency support and 
medical preparations (mainly pre-positioning of ice).  Unit commanders are given missions to perform and told how 
much time they should consume and what level of casualties to produce. The actual movements are left to them 
unless there is a key movement required for the scenario.  Once the battle begins, the opposing staffs maintain the 
proper sequence of events and flow of action via (hopefully) discrete radio contact.  Not all things go according to 
plan but as actors, we also understand the public is pretty forgiving and does not often realize when we have made a 
mistake.  In that regard, the battle is rather much like a stage play.  

 
 

1st Brigade, Illinois Volunteers: Federal Civil War Li ving Historians 
by Lt Col Steve Fratt, Chief of Staff  
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“Find the 
enemy and 
shoot him 

down, anything 
else is 

nonsense...” 
— Capt. 
Manfred 

Baron von 
Richthofen . 

“There is only 
one thing 

worse than 
fighting with 
allies—and 

that is fighting 
without 

them....” — 
Sir Winston 
Churchill —  

We must keep safe distances [30 yards away from the cannon, 10 yards away from muskets].  When 
the infantry gets closer, spectators will find us elevating the muzzles of our muskets as an additional 
safety measure just in case some dirt or gravel got into the barrels. Casualties at larger events have 
been decided by random marked ammunition.  A special colored cartridge is issued to the troops.  
When that round is drawn, the soldier will “take a hit” AFTER firing the round.  In most of our Chi-
cago regional events we do not use this method and prefer to have officers just tell the troops when 
they need a few casualties.  We are currently working on better communication on the field between 
opposing lines.  When you want the enemy to advance on you, take a couple of hits extra to let the 
enemy know they should push forward - makes for a more credible action.  

 
Of course we have breakdowns and prob-
lems, but we try to keep in mind that, as in 
all dramatic productions, the audience 
understands the fiction and appreciates the 
drama of noise and movement that they 
cannot get from reading a book. 
 
When the battle is over, the bugle sounds 
for all the dead to “rise” and for a solemn 
moment, we remember the over 600,000 
lives lost during the war.  This is a major 
purpose of the hobby and we living histo-
rians are proud to be a part of it.  
 
 

Next Issue - How Living History helps wargaming.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

1st Brigade, Illinois Volunteers: Federal Civil War Li ving Historians 
by Lt Col Steve Fratt, Chief of Staff  
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Just a reminder that I am trying something a bit different this year.  Please try to comply with the below 
procedures. 
�
1. ALL Judges MUST check in at the event desk prior to their event.  Best time for that is when you 
show up for your specified setup time.  So before you proceed to your table to begin setting up, stop 
by the event desk to check in.  The reason behind this is simple and here is what will happen when 
you CHECK IN. 
 
· By checking in this lets the Event Desk know you are there and prevents registered players from com-

ing to the event desk and saying “There is no judge at the table. Where is he?” 
· You will receive your goodie bag at this time as well so I do not have to walk around to distribute the 

Goodie Bags.  Remember the Goodie Bags are the organizations way of saying THANK YOU for 
running an event? 

· You will also receive your Medal of Honor to be given to the Best Player in your event.   
· And last this gives me a chance to say Hello to the judges without have to interrupt your event. 
 
2. No loading your terrain and event material through the West garage door (Dealer side).  If you 
need to load large terrain pieces please use the East side garage doors.  As no one other than Deal-
ers will be permitted to use the West Garage door. 
�
I thank you all and appreciate your help with the above in advance.  Here’s to hoping 2012 is yet another 
great show! 
�
�
�
�
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An Evaluation of Frederick’s Battles 
· The question: How effective was Frederick the Great as a tactical battle commander? 

· Four Criteria for selecting the battles to examine:  
 
 
 
 
 

Table 1: Frederick’s Battles (SYW) 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Note: I did not include Frederick’s battles during the War of the Austrian Succession, as there were only a few, and they acted as 
Frederick’s baptism by fire through which he honed his tactical skills.  

 

· Some points of observation on my choice of battles to examine: 
· The time allotment. 
· Frederick’s army in 1756 was his creation, not his father’s as in 1741/42, so we’ve left off WAS. 
· Frederick was not in command at battles such as Gross Jaegersdorf, Moys, Breslau, Maxen or Paltzig/Kay. 
· At battles such as Rossbach, he faced a largely incompetent enemy and while his tactics were flawless the outcome 

was not representative of most battles. 
· He was on the defensive at Hochkirch and Liegnitz. 
· Chose one clear and one pyrrhic victory, one clear and one pyrrhic defeat as examples. 

· Again, our purpose is to review Frederick’s prowess as a battlefield commander, not to refight t battles as we would have 
fought them. 

The Nature of Seventeenth Century Warfare 
· Concept of linear warfare; infantry and artillery fire combat; cavalry shock 

Frederick the Great - Oh Really?  
A Critical Examination of Frederick’s Battlefield T actics  

by Robert Fulton 

Battle Frederick on the 
Attack 

Critical Battle Numerically Supe-
rior Enemy 

Defeat or Victory? 

Lobositz (1756) Yes No No Victory (close) 

Prague (1757) Yes Yes No Victory (close) 

Kolin (1757) Yes Yes Yes Defeat (close) 

Rossbach (1757) Yes No Yes Clear Victory 

Leuthen (1757) Yes Yes Yes Clear Victory 

Zorndorf (1758) Yes Yes No Victory (close) 

Hochkirch (1758) No No Yes Clear Defeat 

Kunersdorf (1759) Yes Yes Yes Clear Defeat 

Liegnitz (1760) No No No Clear Victory 

Torgau (1760) Yes Yes (?) Yes Victory (close) 

Burkersdorf (1762) Yes No No Clear Victory 
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· Tactics however were much more varied – battalion advances with cold steel (a prest), 
· Artillery batteries generally operated independently; still the age of quasi-technical/civilian artillery (no “massed 

batteries”) 

· Frederick’s tactical ideas 
· War of the Austrian Succession solidified Frederick’s tactical ideas 
· His infantry army, inherited from his father, became an instrument to batter the enemy into submission; fire disci-

pline and drill were the prime elements of training 
· This training paid off in big dividends against the less able Austrians – his main opponents in the WAS 
· He became convinced of the invincibility of (his) superbly trained infantry, as these were the men that claimed vic-

tory at Mollwitz, Chotusitz, Hohenfriedberg, Soor and Kesselsdorf 
· The oblique order was not tried in its purest form until Leuthen 
· Frederick’s WAS cavalry was less reliable 

 

· Frederick did not really “invent” new ways of doing battle; he simply took ideas about counter-marches, feints and oblique 
attacks and developed them more fully 

· He worked with the instrument he was given, but sometimes failed to recognize that by the start of the Seven Years 
War, his enemies had a much better understanding of his style 

· As we shall see, the Austrians were not the same old Austrians by 1756 

The Battle of Kolin (1757) 
· The Situation: (Prussians: 34,000/losses 13,800; Austrians: 52,800/losses 8,000) 

· Frederick had just defeated the main Austrian army under FM Brown and Prince Charles and had them bottled up in 
Prague; however, the siege was not going well 

· Bevern’s forces screening the Austrian “relief” army under Marshall Daun had been pushed back to Kolin; Freder-
ick had rushed some of his besieging troops to reinforce Bevern 

· Daun was under direct orders to relieve Prague at all costs; he faced a critical battle 
· Frederick occupied a good defensive position with interior lines 

· So, why did Frederick attack rather than defend against Daun’s thrusts? 
· The short answer is that he sought a political victory, he believed his infantry invincible, he underestimated Daun’s 

forces and finally, he was concerned about his supply lines 

· Frederick’s Battle Plan (see Map 1): 
· Daun occupied high and defensible ground facing west and northwest 
· Frederick would de-camp his army, march it across the front of Daun’s lines, proceed to wheel and assault Daun’s 

right wing, consisting of various infantry, Croats and Nadasty’s cavalry (he had just done something similar at Pra-
gue and had won) 

· Ziethen was to drive Nadasty off and Hülsen would lead the Advance Guard to secure Frederick’s flanking move 
· As Showalter says, “Fog, friction and the Austrians began putting spokes in Frederick’s wheel from the battle’s be-

ginning.” 

· He almost won; in the final analysis: 
· Frederick thought he could win despite the disadvantages he faced 
· He did not heed his generals advice (other than Moritz) who were advising against attack 
· His battleground reconnaissance was lacking; he marched straight across the enemy’s front, where Daun could 

watch his every move (this was a former Austrian parade ground) 
· He allowed Manstein to dissipate his concentration of force; he countermanded his own battle/march orders and 

attacked prematurely and into the teeth of the Austrian artillery 

Frederick the Great - Oh Really?  
A Critical Examination of Frederick’s Battlefield T actics  

by Robert Fulton 
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· His cavalry, other than Krosigk’s regiments, performed dismally 
· Ziethen went missing at a critical point in the battle 
· The day was hot and the march (for the Prussians) was long… 

The Battle of Leuthen (1757) 
· Clearly Frederick’s greatest victory, with the Austrians losing 34% of their army, as well as Silesia, which they had 
just re-conquered (Prussian losses however were 35% of their forces) 

· Credit for the victory goes to Frederick’s battle plan and to Driesen’s charge 

· The Situation: (Prussians: 33,000/losses 11,600; Austrians: 65,000/losses 22,000) 
· His main Silesian army under Bevern had just been defeated by Prince Charles 
· Breslau, capital of Silesia, had fallen; as a consequence Silesia was overrun by the Austrians 
· Frederick had just come off the victory at Rossbach and had quick-marched a good portion of his victorious 

regiments back through Saxony to Silesia 
· This was a critical battle for Frederick, as the loss of Silesia would cripple the war effort permanently and 

probably force him to sue for peace in 1758 

· Frederick’s Battle Plan: (see Maps 2a and 2b) 
· The Austrians were arrayed on a north/south axis with their right anchored in rough terrain and their left 

south of the village of Leuthen; Nadasty was in command of the left flank, consisting mainly of light cavalry, 
Württembergers and Bavarians 

· The Prussians would feint to the Austrian center, thus holding Prince Charles while marching around to the 
Austrian left; the main army would then deploy obliquely 

· The Prussians would then roll up the Austrians from left to right 
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    http://picoarmor.com/index.php 

Frederick the Great - Oh Really?  
A Critical Examination of Frederick’s Battlefield T actics  

by Robert Fulton 
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“The artillery, 

like the other 

arms, must be 

collected in 

mass if one 

wishes to 

obtain decives 

results...”  

-- Napoleon 

--. 

“The art of war 

is divided 

between art and 

stratagem. What 

cannot be done 

by force,must be 

done by 

strategem.....”  

-- Fredierick 

the Great --. 

 
 

RLBPS. 4827 TREEVIEW TERRACE, ROCKFORD ILLINOIS 61109 
TEL. (815)-874-5351 EMAIL orders@rlbps.com 

Office hours Monday though Saturday 8:00am to 5:00pm central standard time 
 

 

See us for the above and the following lines we also carry 
 

Jungle Rot Vietnam figures 
TVAG Rules 

Frontline War gaming 
Aerodrome Rules and accessories 

 
 

Painted figures and commissioned painting service 
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“The attack 

should be like 

a soap bubble, 

which distends 

itself until it 

bursts...”  

-- Major 

General Carl 

von 

Clausewitz -

- 

“In war 
nothing is 
impossible,p
rovided you 
use 
audacity...”  
--General 
George S. 
Patton -- . 
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· Frederick “commanded” the battle; he allowed his commanders some latitude for independent action 
· Frederick was motivated – this was “do or die” 
· Frederick’s troops were motivated – the Rossbach troops were confident and the Breslau troops were 

ready for vengeance; the ammo wagons stayed close by as well 
· Good battleground reconnaissance (this area was used by the Prussians for exercises) 
· The Prussian army had experienced all the attrition it would experience in 1757 
· The artillery used combined firepower, they followed the infantry and used high ground to their advan-

tage, making mincemeat of the Austrian infantry packed around Leuthen village 
· The Austrians obliged Frederick by moving his reserves north 
· The Austrians reacted only slowly; Charles actually thought Frederick was moving off the field 
· Driesen was in the right place at the right time, and took the initiative; Ziethen did his job 

 

Map #1: The Battle of Kolin, 18 June 1757 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Frederick the Great - Oh Really?  
A Critical Examination of Frederick’s Battlefield T actics  

by Robert Fulton 



% 6 + � � � " �

� 4 + � ' 4 � � ! � � � �

“Battles are decided 
in favor of the 
troops whose 
bravery, fortitude, 
and especially 
endurance, 
surpasses that of 
the enemy’s; the 
army with the 
higher breaking 
point wins the 
decision...”  
-- General 
George C. 
Marshall -- . 

Maps 2a: The Battle of Leuthen, 5 December 1757  
 

The Battle of Zorndorf (1758) 
· Frederick’s first battle against the Russians, and his actions were dictated by his opinions 

· This was a very pyrrhic victory – Russian losses were 43%; Prussian losses were 35% 

· The Situation: (Prussians: 37,000/losses 12,800; Russians: 43,000/losses 18,500) 
· Frederick had been chased (literally) out of Moravia over the summer after his supply/

siege train was ambushed by Austrian light forces on its way to Olmütz 
· Dohna was in command of the forces facing the Russians, and he wisely fell back rather 

than pick a fight as Lehwaldt had done the year before at Gross Jaegersdorf 
· The Russians, under Fermor, were doing their usual slow marches but eventually laid 

siege to Küstrin on the Oder river in August 
· On August 22, by a series of forced marches, Frederick joined the elements of the royal 

army he had brought with him from Silesia with Dohna’s 26,000 men 
· The Prussians then crossed the Oder and forced the Russians to raise the siege 

· Frederick’s Battle Plan: (see Map 3) 
· The Russians formed a strong line of defense along the marshes and streams along the 

south bank of the Meitzel; however, they did not adequately cover their right flank 
 

Frederick the Great - Oh Really?  
A Critical Examination of Frederick’s Battlefield T actics  

by Robert Fulton 

“War is 
essentially a 
calculation of 
probabilities…” — 
Napoleon —. 
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Map 3: The Battle of Zorndorf, 25 August 1758  

Game Day Aug 20 , 2011 

Frederick the Great - Oh Really?  
A Critical Examination of Frederick’s Battlefield T actics  

by Robert Fulton 
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Frederick the Great - Oh Really?  
A Critical Examination of Frederick’s Battlefield T actics  

by Robert Fulton 

· Frederick moved along the north bank, effectively cutting Fermor off from a detached corps of 12,000 
Russian troops 

· He intended to cross the Meitzel upstream from the Russians, and then to move obliquely around their 
flank 

· While the Prussians had reliable guides to navigate the forests along their line of march, Russian Cos-
sacks were everywhere and prevented Frederick from a full recon of Russian lines 

· When the Prussians finished marching, Fermor quickly redeployed the Russian lines to face south, and 
Frederick found himself facing a frontal assault 

· In the final analysis: 
· Frederick had to amend his plan in the face of the Russian redeployment – he took the army on too far 

of a march and this allowed the Russians time to react 
· Frederick did not properly scout the Russian lines 
· Frederick underestimated the tenacity and fighting power of the Russian infantry 
· The Russians’ heavy equipment was less than two miles away and behind the Prussian lines; Frederick 

ignored this wagenberg, and the reasons why are not clear as destroying it would have put the Russians 
in a very bad situation 

· The Prussian right was separated from the left, and the left from the Advanced Guard; the attacks were 
therefore uncoordinated and it was only the actions of Seydlitz that held things together 

The Battle of Kunersdorf (1759) 
· This battle was a massive defeat for Frederick, much more so than Kolin 

· The battle effectively destroyed the main Prussian army, at least for a time, and left Prussian open to 
being overrun by the Russians and the Austrians 

· While it was a critical battle, it need not have been fought as it was 

· The Situation: (Prussians: 49,900/losses 19,500; Russians: 41,000/losses 13,500; Austrians: 18,500/losses 2,000) 
· Saltykov, the third Russian army commander in as many years, had succeeded in out maneuvering Fre-

derick’s covering army under Lieut.-General Johann Wedell 
· An Austrian corps under Loudon had joined with the Russians just east of Frankfort-an-der-Oder, and 

Frederick had to hurry up from Saxony where he was parrying with Daun to meet the threat to Berlin 
· He combined his forces with what was left after Wedell’s defeat at Paltzig; thus, he faced almost the 

same situation as the year before at Zorndorf 
· He crossed the Oder on 10 August and proceeded to reconnoiter the allied positions 

· Frederick’s Battle Plan: (see Map 4) 
· It was another very hot day… 
· While General Finck made a diversion on the Russian left and the advanced guard assaulted the Mühl-

Berge, Frederick’s main army would circle around the Russian flank and hit them 
· In fact, when the main army emerged from its line of march, it found the Russians in an all-around de-

fensive position. 
· After driving the Russians from the Mühl-Berge, the Prussian repeatedly attacked the shortened allied 

lines, which were secured behind a sandy hollow called the Kuh-Grund 
· The Prussian cavalry tried to save the situation by charging the Russian right wing defenses but were 

decimated first by artillery fire and them by allied horse 
· At this point, the Prussian army literally melted away – Fredrick was able to rally 3,000 men immedi-

ately after the battle 

· In the final analysis: 
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Frederick the Great - Oh Really?  
A Critical Examination of Frederick’s Battlefield T actics  

by Robert Fulton 

· Frederick failed to properly assess the dispositions of the enemy but also the terrain; he not only faced an en-
trenched enemy but was restricted in terms of space for maneuver 

· After the advance guard successfully dislodged the Russians from the Mühl-Berge, the Prussians should have sat 
tight and defended against allied counterattacks 

· Frederick pushed his army too hard 

                  Map 4: The Battle of Kunersdorf, 12 August 1759                                           Map 2b: Leuthen Overview.  
 

Final Thoughts and Conclusions – Principles of War 
· As drawn from Clausewitz and  others 

· Offensive action, when spiced with victories, helps keep your enemy continually off-balance 
· Frederick was, overall, good at strategic maneuver 
· He displayed a true capacity for offensive action and keeping enemies off-balance 

· The commander needs to be a good judge of both his army’s capabilities and character, as well as those of the enemy: 
· Frederick was generally a good judge of his own army’s capabilities; he was sometimes a bit over-confident in his 

infantry 
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· He was biased in his assessment of both the Austrians and the Russians; Lobositz and Zorndorf should 
have taught him something 

· When your have an inequality of force, you need: 
· The element of surprise 
· Rapid concentration of force and close management of resources 
· To hit the enemy in their weakest spot 
· Napoleon understood this in spades 
· Frederick was constantly in a numerically inferior position, and in several of these battles, Frederick per-

formed marginally; only at Leuthen did all these elements combine perfectly 

· The army must understand, in some detail, the task that is set for it and the commander must trust his generals to 
deliver: 

· Frederick’s infantry commanders rarely took the initiative in battle, and when they did (as Manstein 
did at Kolin), they were reprimanded 

· His cavalry was much more independent and had a greater capacity for independent action; ex: 
Driesen’s charge at Leuthen, Seydlitz’ actions at Zorndorf 

· A commander must overall display flexibility and foresight: 
· Frederick was typically unwilling to listen to advice and counsel not his own 
· This became especially true after the deaths of Schwerin, Winterfeldt and Keith 
· Prince Henry seems to be the only advisor who could sway from a course decided 
· He never fully trusted his subsidiary theatre commanders; he inevitably picked bad generals to serve 

on the Russian front 

· A commander must have an “eye” for terrain and must have a good knowledge of both terrain on which a battle is 
to be fought as well as enemy dispositions and weak points  

· Marlborough is the great example here 
· Frederick’s appreciation of reconnaissance and evaluation of terrain left much to be desired; he per-

sonally carried out recons because he did not trust others to do so 
· He fought several battles on ground not of his own choosing 
· He was “surprised” in several instances by terrain features that limited action 
· His lack of knowledge in all of these battles except Leuthen worked for his defeat 
· His knowledge of the terrain and the enemy at Leuthen meant that 50% of the battle was already won 

· Light troops and skirmishers were coming into their own and could be used to great effect 
· The Austrians and to a lesser extent, the Russians had learned the value of light troops in disrupting Fre-

derick’s supplies and reconnaissance 
· Croat skirmishers were instrumental in inciting Manstein’s attack at Kolin 
· Austrian light forces raided Berlin in October, 1757 and destroyed Frederick’s Olmütz siege train in the 

summer of 1758 
· Frederick never learned the value of light troops as raiders and skirmishers; on the other hand, his hussars 

were effective in formal battle lines and could usually rout enemy hussars or Cossacks 

· A commander must know when to fight and when to withdraw 

· Prince Henry is one of the unsung heroes of the Seven Years War, and probably did as much to save Prussia from 
Austrian designs as did Frederick 

· Leuthen was Frederick’s greatest victory, and Kunersdorf his greatest defeat, for all these reasons  
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