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“DRY BOOKS OF TACTICS”: U S INFANTRY MANUALS OF THE WAR OF 1812 AND AFTER, PART |

by

Donald E. Graves

“‘Dry books of tactics are beneath the notice of a man of genius.’

’

-Francis Grose,

Advice to the officers of the British Army, 1783

From the end of the Revolution to the beginning of the
Civil War, the U S infantry officially used seven drill
manuals. The first of these manuals was written by a former
Prussian officer in 1778; the other six were either copies or
adaptations of contemporary French Army infantry manuals.
What follows is a history not of U S infantry tactics during
the period, 1778-1862, but of the manuals used to train U S
soldiers in those tactics. The focus is on the period of the War
of 1812 because that conflict both created a professional
military establishment in the United States and firmly im-
planted the French Army as the source of U S infantry
manuals.

This article is properly an exercise in bibliographic re-
search and not a study of tactical warfare. The author,
however, would like to state at the outset that those who
analyze the tactics of a period using the drill manuals of that
period as a source are in danger of misinterpreting the facts.
Drill manuals are training aids; they are an indication of what
can and perhaps should take place on a battlefield. But as it
rarely does, the historian wishing to describe the tactics of a
period is wise to study the drill manuals of that period with a
very large grain of salt and in close combination with such
other factors as training, motivation, terrain and leadership.
This may seem like simple common sense but only too often
historians working in the field of tactical warfare have been
led astray because of their reliance on official publications.
Soldiers, not manuals, fight and win battles. :

Throughout the text, the term ‘‘discipline’” will be used in
the same sense it was used in the 18th and 19th centuries
when it was ‘‘. . . the mechanical part of war [that] . . .
determines the habits of men to certain rules of action,
applicable to the motion of men and the use of arms.”’? A
“‘system of discipline’’ of that period included not only the
manual of arms but all the exercises, evolutions, and man-
oeuvres necessary to train soldiers during a time when parade
ground or formal drill was the same as battle drill. For period
authors, therefore, the term *‘system of discipline’” included
what modern soldiers term both ‘‘drill’’ and ‘‘tactics’’.

Steuben and the French 1791 Reglement

The first official infantry manual of the U S Army was the
work of Frederick William, Baron Von Steuben, whose
well-known role in the Revolution need not be recounted
here. In 1778, the Continental Congress adopted Steuben’s
Regulations for the Order and Discipline of the Troops of the

United States as the infantry drill manual of the Continental
and, later, the U S Army? [FIG 1]. Following the Revolution,
the Militia Act of 1792 stipulated that the militia were to use
Steuben and most states printed numerous editions of Steu-
ben’s Regulations to satisfy this requirement.*

Stueben’s ‘‘Blue Book,’’ as it was known, consisted of
two parts. The first part was a system of infantry discipline
encompassing the manual of arms up to battalion exercises
and evolutions. The emphasis was on battalion drill and
Steuben devoted very little space to larger formations such as
brigades. The manual of arms in Steuben has been described
as a simplification of that found in the British 1764 Regu-
lations. Apparently Steuben would have preferred to have
followed European practices more closely, but an American
familiarity with and prejudice in favor of the British 1764
Regulations brought him to base his system on that model.>
The evolutions in the Blue Book were performed at a com-
mon time of 75 and a double time of 120 paces to the minute,
Steuben’s pace being 2 feet in length. Formations were to be
in two ranks.® The second part of the manual was concerned
with military administration and instructions were provided
for the march of an army, encampmment, sanitation, health,
inspections, the posting of guards and instructions for the
duty of every rank or position in a regiment from the lowest
private to the commanding officer.

Steuben’s Blue Book was a concise and basic manual of
infantry discipline and military administration ideally suited
to the needs of a very young and very raw army. From 1778
to 1812, a period of 34 years, the Blue Book remained the
official U S infantry manual. And for most of that period, it
satisfied the requirements of both the army and the militia.
Although compiled in the United States, the Blue Book was
the work of a professional European officer and reflected
European practices. Thus, the first official U S infantry
manual was European in origin and initiated a trend that was
to continue for nearly a century.

In the 18th century Europe had a tremendous influence on
military matters in the United States, but the converse was
not true. The major battles and campaigns of the Revolution-
ary War were fought according to the precepts of warfare in
Europe. Popular wisdom has often held that the Revolution-
ary War, in turn, had a significant effect on the armies of
Europe because it demonstrated the superiority of intelligent
skirmishers, light infantry and riflemen over the mindless
automatons that were the heavy infantry of traditional




52

mid-18th century linear tactics. In fact, the Revolutionary
War appears to have had little effect on tactical developments
in Europe during the last decades of the 18th century; the
North American combat experience of most French and
German officers was discounted when they returned home.”
The War did have a more marked effect on the British Army
as defeat usually does on the losing side. For a while, in the
1780’s and 1790’s, the British Army indulged in a mania for
light troops and irregulars of all description, a mania that is
generally held as being detrimental to that army’s per-
formance in subsequent conflicts.® The evolution in infantry
tactics that occured in Europe at the end of the 18th century
was the result of developments that had been occurring since
mid-century at least and owed little, if nothing, to the events
of the Revolutionary War.

In France these developments consisted of 2 debate over
the most effective infantry formation in battle — the column
or the line.® The controversy between the proponents of the
column or !’ordre profond and those of the line or [’ordre
mince dated almost to the beginning of the 18th century and
was given fresh fuel by the humiliating defeats suffered by
France in the Seven Years War, defeats that resulted in a
major attempt to reform all aspects of the French Army,
including its tactics. A succession of different systems of
infantry discipline, some favoring the column, others the
line, were introduced. The culmination of this debate was a
set of new infantry regulations dated 1791 but first issued in
1792.10

The Reglement of 1791, the result of the tactical debate,
was a manual that avoided prescribing immutable rules for
the battlefield and, instead, stressed a flexibility that pre-
sented French commanders with a variety of tactical options
and manoeuvres.!'! The 1791 Reglement favored neither the
column nor the line; both formations were presented, the
choice was left to the officer on the spot. This was a marked
change from previous European manuals which, often based
on the rigid concepts of Frederician warfare, left little in-
itiative and many rules to commanders. For its time, the 1791
Reglement was couched in clear and concise language, a
quality that made it useful for training new troops. The
flexibility of the 1791 Reglement allowed it to be modified as
actual conditions required and also ensured that it did not
become quickly outmoded.'? A solid and vaiuable work, the
1791 Reglement remained the infantry manual of the French
Army until 18313

The Reglement was divided into five sections.'* The first
was an introductory section covering the formation of regi-
ments and the positions of officers and non-commissioned
officers in that formation. Great stress was laid on the
responsibility of the commanding officers to constantly train
both their officers and non-commissioned officers. Section I
was the ‘‘School of the Soldier’”” and encompassed the
fundamentals of marching, the manual of arms and methods
of changing direction. Section III was the ‘‘School of the
Company’’ and included formations, marching, changing
directions, company firings and the manual of arms for
soldiers, NCOs and officers. Section IV was the ‘‘School of
the Battalion’’ and was concerned with battalion firings,
marching and other evolutions. Section V was entitled *‘Evo-

lutions of the Line’’ and was a lengthy section of formations
larger than a battalion that provided the fudamentals of
manoeuvering these units in line. The regulation pace was 76
to the minute with a quick step of 100 which could be
increased to 120 when manoeuvering under fire. Battalions
were to form in three ranks for firing although only the first
two ranks actually fired.

The flexibility of the 1791 Reglement allowed the French
armies of the revolutionary period to develop a system of
tactical warfare that could be altered as required, a radical
change from the confining strictures of linear infantry tactics
modeled on the dictates of Frederick the Great and practised
by most European armies. Without intending it, the French
Army changed the nature of infantry warfare. The effect of
1791 Reglement was best summed up by the knowledgeable
commentator, Scharnhorst, when he stated that the French
‘.. . had developed a practical system of tactics that per-
mitted them to fight over open or broken ground in open or
close order, but this without their being aware of their
system.”’ 13

It was not long before France’s enemies made cor-
responding changes in their own tactical doctrine. Following
a preliminary revision in 1805, the Austrian Army in their
Reglement of 1807 adopted a much more flexible system of
tactics.'® The Prussians, devastated by their defeat at the
hands of the French in 1806, instituted a program of military
reform that, guided by soldiers of the caliber of Scharnhorst,
Yorck, Clausewitz and Gneisenau, resulted in the infantry
Reglement of 1812, a very advanced manual for its time,
based on simple logic and a sound knowledge of human
nature.'” Taking the lead of the French, the new Prussian
manual stated only very general rules and left the major
decisions to the commanders using it. The Russian Army,
under the tutelage of Minister of War, Barclay de Tolly,
introduced a new manual, Code on the Conduct of Major
Military Operations. But there existed a considerable gap
between the theoretical possibilities of this manual and the
actual capabilities of the Russian Army.'® The effect of the
1791 Reglement went as far afield as the Punjab in India
where, in the 1820s and 30s, French emigré officers trained a
Sikh Army of 30,000 men organized in 31 battalions to fight
according to the French method. '

Of all the European powers of the period, only the British
remained aloof from the new tactical system, preferring to
retain a modified form of linear tactics. The British infantry
manual of the Napoleonic Wars was an abridgement of an
earlier work entitled Principles of Military Movements by
Colonel (later General) David Dundas that had first appeared
in 1788. An extremely competent officer, Dundas had trav-
elled widely and had observed at first hand the drill of most
European armies. With the direct support of George III and
the commander of the army, the Duke of York, Dundas’s
1788 work was adopted in a modified form in 1792 as the
standard British manual under the title, Rules and Regu-
lations for the Formations, Field-Exercises and Manoeuvres
of His Majesty’s Forces, commonly known as ‘‘Dundas’s 18
Manoeuvres’’.2° Although Dundas preferred linear tactics
above all else, his grasp of infantry warfare was good and his
regulations, based on a few solid principles explained in a



clear and simple manner, were to remain, with minor modi-
fications, as the system of British infantry discipline until the
Crimean War.?!

British officers interested in the French tactics were well
served by the publication in 1803 of Colonel John Mac-
donald’s two-volume English translation of the 1791 Re-
glement.?* Macdonald, a veteran of 20 years’ service in
India, had visited France during the Peace of Amiens in
1802, obtaining copies of the Reglement and conversing with
French officers. His translation provided the reader with
marginal notes that compared the French /791 Reglement to
Dundas’s 1792 Regulations and in which Macdonald made
sound objective comparison between both systems.?* Mac-
donald’s work was to have major importance in the history of
U S infantry manuals.

Developments in the United States, 1798-1812

Toward the end of the 18th century, there appears to have
been a growing awareness in U S military circles that Steu-
ben’s manual was becoming antiquated. When the Quasi-
War with France occurred in 1798, the infantry component
of the regular army was increased from two to twelve
regiments. A board of officers compiled new rules and
regulations that included changes in the infantry instruction
and exercise but it is unclear whether these changes would
have replaced or simply modified Steuben’s Blue Book.>* At
the same time, a new system of exercises and discipline for
the artillery was compiled.? Neither of the new systems
were put into-effect, however, as the army was drastically
reduced after the crisis of 1798 had subsided.?®

In 1807 another crisis erupted, this time with Great Britain
over the Chesapeake-Leopard Affair, and led to preparations
for war and a tripling in the size of the regular army. As part
of the general overhaul of the military organization of the U
S, Secretary of War Henry Dearborn consulted with two
officers, the senior general of the army, Brigadier General
James Wilkinson, Major (later General) Zebulon Mont-
gomery Pike and a civilian journalist, William Duane, about
the subject of replacing Stueben with a more modern system
of discipline. All three men recommended that the U S Army
adopt the 1791 Reglement.”” The importance of the Re-
glement was not unknown in the United States. At about the
same time that Dearborn put his question to the three men, a
French emigré and former officer in the French Army,
Amelot De Lacroix, published a small book entitled Military
and Political Hints which he addressed to the U S
Congress.?® De Lacroix criticized the U S for the weaknesses
in its military establishment and he prevailed upon the young
nation to discard its ‘‘inadequate system of tactics’’ and
‘... to preserve the blood of your soldiers, adopt the
modern French tactick [sic] which alone will give the United
States the full force of American Valour and enable their
citizens to crown with laurels their native intrepidity.”*

This was sound advice and Dearborn may have read it; in
any case, he apparently encouraged William Duane to pre-
pare a translation of the 1791 Reglement.*® Dearborn also
supported Duane’s proposal to assemble an encyclopedic
reference work for the U S based on the best European
sources by lending him books from the War Department
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library and promising to purchase copies of the finished
book for the use of the army.>!

Duane, who was to have a major influence on American
military literature, especially drill manuals, in the first two
decades of the 19th century, deserves more attention.> He
was born at Lake Champlain, N Y in 1760; but after his
father’s death, went with his mother to Ireland where he
became a printer. In 1787, Duane moved to Calcutta where
he established the Indian World, a newspaper that made him
a wealthy and prominent man. A dispute with the East India
Company, the political rulers of India, led to Duane’s arrest,
deportation and the loss of his property. Returning to Eng-
land, he vainly tried to have his property restored before
giving up in disgust and moving to Philadelphia where he
became editor of the Phildelphia Aurora. Duane was an
outspoken partisan of Thomas Jefferson and the support of
the Aurora may have been responsible for Jefferson’s elec-
tion as president in 1800. In 1801, Duane moved to the new
capital of Washington where he established a press and, fora
while, enjoyed much lucrative government business; but
later lost considerable money.**

Duane returned to Philadelphia and resumed and main-
tained publication of the Aurora until 1822 but suffered
constant financial distress. In 1808, Jefferson tried to help
Duane by securing him a lieutenant colonelcy in the Rifle
Regiment.>* Duane does not appear to have seen much
service with the regiment and resigned his commission two
years later. William Duane was a talented man but his
outspoken and vitriolic attitudes made him few allies. Jeffer-
son, a life-long friend and correspondent, described Duane
as ‘. . . avery honest man, and sincerely republican, but his
passions are stronger than his prudence, and his personal as
well as general antipathies render him very intolerant.”**’

Duane’s translation of the 1791 Reglement appeared in
1807 and became the first number in a series of small
pamphlets which were later collected and published in 1809
in two volumes as the American Military Library.>® The
Library was the publication for which Dearborn had loaned
Duane books from the War Department library and it was a
very useful reference work.>” The Library not only contained
the text of the Reglement but also included excerpts from
Dundas and numerous references to the Blue Book about
which Duane was careful to say that ‘“Wherever the prin-
ciples laid down in Steuben’s treatise are admissible, they are
constantly kept in view in this work.’’*® Secretary of War
Dearborn was interested in the publication of the Library and
promised to subscribe for as many copies ‘‘as will be pru-
dent.”’3°

It seems clear that Dearborn intended to support the
publication of the Library with government funds. What is
not clear is whether Duane’s translation of the Reglement
was the version to be adopted by the U S Army. Duane later
claimed that he had been encouraged to provide a trans-
lation and submit it to the War Department.*® However,
Dearborn also ordered the translation of other French tech-
nical treatises and manuals in 1808. But, as far as this author
can ascertain, Duane’s work was the only extant translation
of the 1791 Reglement, if not commissioned, at least en-
couraged by the War Department and published in the United
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States.*! Whether it was to be Duane’s effort or not, it is very
apparent that the Secretary of War intended to introduce the
1791 Reglement into U S service in 1808 because he had
copper plates engraved of the positions of the manual of arms
taken from the French original.** These plates were copies of
those in the French editions of the Reglement and the soldier
figures in the U S version are depicted wearing the authorized
French infantry uniform of the year 1791. Whatever Dear-
born’s intentions, the adoption of a new system of infantry
discipline was suspended when the Chesapeake-Leopard
crisis subsided in 1808.4® The following year the government
changed when James Madison was elected president in
March 1809, and Dearborn was no longer secretary of war.

Dearborn’s successor, William Eustis, showed little inter-
est in infantry discipline. Duane sent him a copy of the
Library in 1809 with a reminder that Dearborn had promised
that the War Department would purchase a number of
copies.** The following year, Duane published his Military
Dictionary based on material he had been unable to fit into
the Library.*

Duane was a tireless worker. While compiling the Library
and the Dictionary, he had also prepared for press ‘.
small hand books or manuals, calculated for the mere parade
duties for infantry, cavalry, or artillery . . .’%6 In 1809, he
informed Eustis that he had suspended publication of these
manuals ‘“. . . under an expectation that the adoption of a
new system, which was in preparation last year, would have
enabled me to conform the exercise to that which should have
been adopted by the War Office.’ *47 Duane was gently trying
to find out what Eustis’s intentions were concerning the
replacement of Steuben. Duane’s opinion of Steuben was
unequivocal. Writing to the Secretary in 1810, he stated that
the War Department should make a **. . . change of phrase
and modification to the infantry system which is absolutely
indispensable and without any change would only be bad
made worse.’**®

Eustis apparently suggested to Duane that the translation
of the 1791 Regulations contained in the Library was too
bulky and expensive for practical use. Duane later claimed
that Eustis advised himto ‘.. . . provide an elementary book,
of the size and price of the tract of Steuben’” that would **. . .
lay the foundation for the modern improvements in military
discipline”’.*® Duane thereupon produced A Hand Book for
Infantry (described in detail below) and A Hand Book for
Riflemen, both of which saw publication in 1812.%° These
were primers of the most basic sort and largely extracted
from the contents of the Library and the Dictionary. It is
unclear whether they were the same ‘‘small hand books or
manuals’’ that Duane had compiled earlier in 1809 or new
works. The Hand Books were popular both with the militia
and those entering military service for the first time and sold
well, going through numerous editions.

Duane was not the only author of military books at work in
the U S in the years immediately preceding the War of 1812.
Two Massachusetts militia officers, Epaphras Hoyt and
Isaac Maltby, published military treatises in 1811.>" The
more important was Maltby’s Elements of War which con-
tained an abridgement of Dundas’s 18 manoeuvres taken
from the British 1792 Regulations. The work of the British

expert on infantry discipline, however, had already reached
the United States in the form of an American edition of
Robert Smirke’s Review of A Battalon of Infantry, Including
the Eighteen Manoeuvres . . . published in New York in
1810. Smirke was one of the best of the many private editions
of the 1792 Regulations that appeared during the Napoleonic
Wars.>2 The 1810 American edition was dedicated to N Y
state Governor, Daniel D. Tompkins, and the anonymous
author summed up the state of U S infantry discipline at that
time when he wrote that the country had ‘. . . no established
system, safe the trifling and narrowly limited essay of the
Baron Steuben, whose movements are few indeed, and those
few have become obsolete, and givenplace to evolutions of
the modern tactics far more prompt and valuable.’’>?

As knowledge of modern European infantry tactics spread
in U S military circles through publications like those of
Duane, Smirke and Maltby, dissatisfaction with the obsol-
escent Blue Book of Steuben appeared to grow.

Smyth’s Regulations, 1812

In 1811 Secretary of War Eustis decided to replace Steu-
ben’s Blue Book with a new system of infantry discipline.
Although he had available published abridgements of the
British 1792 Regulation and the French 1791 Reglement to
serve as a new manual, Eustis chose instead a work compiled
by a U S Army officer, Colonel Alexander Smyth. Smyth
was a Virginia lawyer and state politician who had been
commissioned colonel and commander of the Rifle Regi-
ment in 1808. William Duane, a lieutenant colonel under
Smyth in the same unit, had a low opinion of Smyth’s tactical
abilties, characterizing him as a man who was *‘incapable of
exercising acompany.’’>* In fact, very few people who came
into professional contact with Smyth appear to have a good
word for the man except fellow Virginian and lawyer,
Winfield Scott, who thought Smyth well read, brave and
honorable but with no talent for command.>’

Smyth finished his manual in early 1810 and Eustis di-
rected him to test it with troops in a camp near Washington.>®
Eustis must have been satisfied with the results of this test as,
in November 1811, he ordered Smyth to proceed to Phil-
adelphia and supervise the printing of 1000 copies of his
work.>” Smyth seems to have been concerned that *‘another
system would be adopted’” and asked Eustis for definite
assurances that his manual would become the official drill of
the army.>® Smyth was still anxious in February 1812, when
the manual was nearly finished printing. In transmitting
some rough copies to the Secretary, he requested, for insur-
ance, that a Presidential order be included at the beginning of
the book.>® This was done and on 30 March 1812, Alexander
Smyth’s Regulations for the Field Exercises, Manoeuvres
and Conduct of the Infantry were ‘‘ordered for the govern-
ment of the infantry of the United States’**° [FIG. 2]. For the
regular army Steuben’s Blue Book was now replaced, al-
though it remained the official system for the militia.

There were two parts to Smyth’s Regulations. The first,
concerned with a system of infantry discipline proper, was an
abridgement of the 1791 Reglement. This part consisted of
five sections that corresponded to those of the French orig-
inal. Section I detailed the formation of a regiment and the
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positions of officers and NCOs. Section II, entitled ‘“The
Soldier’s Drill’’ rather than ‘“The School of the Soldier’” of
the original contained elementary drills for marching, fac-
ing, dressing and the manual of arms. This was a 21-page
condensation of the 48 pages of the French regulation.®!
Section III was ‘‘The Drill of Company’’, a 23-page
abridgement of 50 odd pages of the French and covered
material relating company drills, marching, dress, firing and
deployment from column into line and ploying from line into
column. Section IV, ““The Drill of a Battalion’’, providing
the same information as Section III but for battalion-sized
formations. Section V ‘‘Evolutions of Brigades’ was a
62-page abridgement of material covered in the French
Section V “‘Evolutions of the Line’” of 100 pages.

Smyth retained the 2 ft. pace of Steuben and prescribed an
ordinary time of 75 and a quick step of 100 paces to the
minute. Regiments formed in two ranks when a peace estab-
lishment but in three on a war establishment. Like the 1791
original, Smyth made considerable mention of the column,
but, also like the original, gave no preference to it over the
line as a formation. Smyth’s ‘‘columns of attack’ was
basically a ‘‘column of divisions’ (a division was two
companies side by side; a 10 company regiment formed in
columns of division thus had a five company depth). Smyth
included the ‘‘oblique”” step in which a soldier did not face in
a new direction first but moved toward it obliquely, a
difficult evolution to master and a curious thing to see. As a
Jater soldier described it, the oblique movement was ‘‘adap-
ted only to men with one leg shorter than the other’.%*

In Part II of his regulations, Smyth ““included as much of
Steuben’s work . . . not relating to drills or manoeuvres as
possible.”’®> This latter portion of the Regulations consisted
of 45 pages of material directly from Steuben on the march of
an army, camp duties, weapons maintenance, reviews and
instructions to the various ranks. Finally, Smyth added five
pages of original material on subordination, roll-calls, sal-
utes and funeral duties.

In essence, Smyth’s Regulations were a functional
abridgement of the 1791 Reglement combined with useful
administrative material retained from Steuben. A little over
200 pages in length, it was a concise and useful manual.
Smyth’s Regulations marked the formal introduction (albeit
in shortened form) of the 1791 Reglement into U S service
and was the first in what was to be a series of French infantry
manuals that were to be dominant in the American army from
1812 until the Civil War. As if to emphasize that point, the
plates used to illustrate Smyth were the same views of French
soldiers which Dearborn had ordered engraved in 1808.

The army generally accepted Smyth’s manual, although
there were criticisms of certain technical points.** Compiling
his regulations may have been the last positive service
Alexander Smyth rendered his country as his subsequent
military career was a chronicle of unparalleled incom-
petence.®’

Duane’s Hand Book, 1813-1814

Alexander Smyth’s manual did not have a very long
service Ife. The disastrous reverses suffered by the army in
the first year of the War of 1812 caused President Madison to
find a replacement for William Eustis. After the brief interim

stewardship of James Monroe, Madison chose John Arm-
strong as the new Secretary of War. Armstrong was a
Revolutionary War veteran although his record was some-
what blemished by his authorship of the infamous Newburgh
addresses to the Continental Army at the end of the war.
Armstrong had served in the Senate and as Ambassador to
France and fancied himself somewhat of a military theorist
having written a book on the subject of strategy.®® Appointed
a brigadier general in July 1812, his advice on military
matters was often sought by Eustis and Congress. During the
winter of 1812-1813, Armstrong corresponded with Senator
D.R. Williams, Chairman of the Senate Committee on
Military Affairs, on the subject of infantry tactics. On 8
February 1813, shortly before he assumed his portfolio as
Secretary of War, Armstrong informed Williams that he had
‘... recently seen a work entitled ‘A Hand Book For
Infantry’ . . . [which] . . . furnished the best preliminary
instruction in relation to the subject I have met with; and I
have no scruple in recommending it to the adoption of
Congress, for the use of the army of the United States.”®’
When Armstrong became Secretary of War, he put his own
advice into action. On 19 March 1813, the Adjutant General
ordered that Duane’s Hand Book ‘‘will be received and
observed as the system of Infantry Discipline for the Army of
the United States’’®® [FIG. 3]. This was one day after
Armstrong had commissioned William Duane a colonel and
appointed him an adjutant in the U S Army, an appointment
that caused outraged cries of abuse of patronage.® There
seems little doubt that the two events were connected, but
Armstrong had moved perhaps too quickly to change the
system of infantry discipline and his action was to have an
adverse effect on the army.

Duane’s manual is best described by its title, A Hand Book
For Infantry: Containing The First Principles of Military
Discipline, Founded on a Rational Method: Intended To
Explain in a Familiar and Practical Manner, For the use of
The Military Force of the United States, The Modern Im-
provements in the Discipline and Movement of Armies.”®
Despite such an imposing description, the Hand Book was a
basic primer suitable only for miltia units and entirely in-
sufficient for the requirements of a regular army in the midst
of a war against a very professional opponent.

The Hand Book had twelve chapters totalling 109 pages.
The first three chapters consisted of an essay on military
discipline, a description of the changes made to the /791
Reglement since its inception and a glossary of military and
drill terms. The following eight chapters were an extreme
abridgement of the /791 Reglement from more than 300 to
only 87 pages. Only two of these chapters were concerned
with the evolutions of formations larger than battalions and,
although Duane states in the Hand Book that his **. . .
principles applied equally to the movements of a squad of 20
or a battalion of 1000 men, and to any depth of line.”’, this
claim is doubtful.”!

Duane included the oblique step, the ligne de science and
prescribes a 2 ft. pace performed at a commons step of 75, a
quick step of 90 and a double time of 120 paces to the minute.
His battalions could form in two or three ranks as required
and he emphasized the column of attack, ‘‘the greatest secret
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Title Page of Duane’s Hand Book and plate showing the Manual Exercise from second edition. The notice of

19 March 1813 is from a ninth edition dated 1814.
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of modern tactics’. His drills and evolutions were illustrated
by diagrams of little pairs of black feet somewhat remi-
niscent of dance studio instruction but perhaps useful for
training raw recruits. In the text of the manual, Duane
shamelessly advertised himself, making numerous refer-
ences to the Library and the Dictionary as being the source of
his information. Duane also stated that ‘. . . the French
system of discipline issued in 1791, has been improved upon
several times, until the whole has become in effect a new
system . . .”’, but Duane put little in the Hand Book that is
not included in the 1791 Reglement and left out much of the
original that would have been very useful.”? In sum, William
Duane’s Hand Book was exactly what its title said it was —a
book of the *first principles of military discipline’’, interest-
ing and informative but useless for training regular infantry.

The order of 19 March 1813, prescribing the Hand Book as
the system of discipline caused consternation in the army.
Most officers who were familiar with Duane’s little pocket
book knew that it was unsuitable as a system of infantry
discipline and tried to find ways of getting around the order.
Some concluded that, although the Hand Book was the
established system, previous systems had not been super-
ceded and could still be used.”® Only a few regular regiments
introduced the Hand Book completely, among them the 32nd
U S Infantry Regiment at Philadelphia and the 46th at New
York.”* The state governments were more favorable toward
the new manual and, although Steuben was still officially the
drill for the militia, Virginia, Pennsylvania and New York
introduced the Hand Book for their units.”> On the northern
frontier, where the bulk of the regular army was campaign-
ing. the Hand Book was detested. When Armstrong toured
the northern armies in 1813, the senior officers frankly told
him that they were not using the Hand Book because et
was objectionable & that the order establishing it required
re-consideration.’’7® As if this was not bad enough, Duane
kept bringing out new editions of the Hand Book and each
edition differed slightly from its predecessor. Even those few
officers using the Hand Book became confused about which
edition was correct.”’

Under these circumstances, senior officers, charged with
the task of training their commands, simply used whatever
manual they preferred. Major General George Izard, com-
manding the Right Division at Plattsburgh during the sum-
mer of 1814, stated bluntly to Armstrong that

Different systems of instruction have been adopted by the
officers of this division. As uniformity is indispensable in
this particular, I am about to authorize the former practice
agreeably to Baron Steuben’s regulations — without, how-
ever, giving to the latter the formality of a general order until
the first of June, [1814] when unless I receive instructions to
the contrary, I shall adapt them as regulations for the troops
under my command.”®

Brigadier General Winfield Scott, in charge of training the
Left Division at Buffalo in the spring of 1814, **. ..
adopted, for the army of the Niagara, the French system, of
which he had a copy in the original, and there was in camp
another, in English — a bad translation . . 1Y

A more creative approach to the problem was taken by an
officer at Charleston in 1814 who, finding that the regular
and militia troops in the garrison were using different sys-

tems of discipline, and that ‘“The words of command were
culled from a variety of sources as suited the taste of each

. .”” unit commander, compiled his own manual.®° Largely
based on the Hand Book, this work was ordered for the use of
the troops in the 6th Military District (Georgia and the
Carolinas).

By 1814, the situation regarding an established system of
infantry discipline for the army had become chaotic. Com-
manders were using whatever system they wished, an ex-
treme and dangerous inconvenience when regiments trained
with different manuals were brigaded together. Armstrong
had received many letters of complaint about the Hand Book
and, in January 1814, he instructed the Adjutant General to
send a circular letter to fourteen senior asking them two
questions — should the Hand Book be altered or should it be
replaced entirely?®! Of the ten officers who responded to the
letter, only two, Generals Dearborn and Pinckney, recom-
mended that the Hand Book be retained and Dearborn sug-
gested that it be altered by including new manoeuvres found
in the work of the British Colonel John Macdonald.®* The
rest of the respondents were unanimous in their con-
demnation of the Hand Book.®®

The politically acute William Duane soon learned about
the circular letter. On 26 March 1814, he wrote to Armstrong
who sent him copies of the comments from some of the
officer respondents.®* These comments seem to have shaken
Duane, a self-proclaimed expert on military matters, but he
decided to go on the offensive by bringing out a new work
that would be more in accordance with the original /791
Reglement than the Hand Book. On 18 August 1814, six days
before the British burned Washington, he wrote to Arm-
strong asking for the use of the plates engraved by Dearborn
in 1808 and used to illustrate Smyth’s Regulations, stating
that he intended to *“. . . give the whole of the French
system, simplified and illustrated by much useful infor-
mation and rules — such as will I am satisfied put an end to
the silly notions which have disturbed some persons on the
subject.”’®

Duane got the plates and, within a month, published the
Explanation of the Plates of the System of Infantry Discipline
for the United States Army; According to the Regulations of
19th March, 1813. In an introduction dated 30 September
1814, Duane claimed that the Hand Book was only under
consideration as a system of discipline by Congress when the
order of 19 March 1813 had been issued and, at that time, he
had made an engagement with both the War Department and
Congress to complete the entire French system for the *‘pub-
lic service’’.86 Late in the same year, Duane published 7he
System of Infantry Discipline: According to the Regulations
Established For The Army of the United States, 19 March,
1813. The work contained the text to the volume of plates
published earlier and was partially a correction of the errors
in the Hand Book combined with the remainder of the 1791
Reglement. Neither book sold well and Duane later tried to
bill the government for his expenses.®” Mercifully, these two
titles marked William Duane’s last venture into military drill
publishing. A talented but difficult man, Duane’s best ser-
vice to the U S military were his publications, the Military



Library and Military Dictionary, useful reference works in
their day. At best, Duane was a compilor rather than an
author, his one attempt to provide an original system of
discipline, even though it was based on an excellent French
manual, was a miserable failure.
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