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[bookmark: _Hlk24754503]Article review: ‘The ‘Step-by-Step’ Approach: British Military Thought and Operational Method on the Western Front, 1915–1917’ by Paul Harris and Sanders Marble.
One of the most contentious debates about the First World War is the one relating to the issue of British Generals and the tactics employed by them on the western front. In particular, the view that British Generals like Haig were incompetent or unwilling to adapt their strategies to combat the realities of the war. Yet Paul Harris and Sanders Marble argue differently, stating in the article “The ‘Step-by-Step’ Approach: British Military Thought and Operational Method on the Western Front, 1915–1917[footnoteRef:1]“, that the BEF and the Generals were in fact anything but that of stagnation and rejection. Rather they aimed to do the what they could when they could, adopting technology and tactics either slowly or in naivety, but never in a way that could be interpreted as foolish. [1:  P. Harris, and S. Marble, "The `Step-by-Step' Approach: British Military Thought and Operational Method on the Western Front, 1915—1917." War in History 15, no. 1 (2008): 17-42. Available online: https://whel-primo.hosted.exlibrisgroup.com/permalink/f/mqg008/TN_sage_s10_1177_09683445080150010101 [Accessed 15/11/2019].] 

The first aspect of the article to consider is its provenance. The article itself is taken from “War in History” published in the fifteenth volume in 2008[footnoteRef:2]. The authors of this article are Paul Harris and Sanders Marble, both of whom are accredited published historians, with Marble being senior historian of the United States Army’s Office of Medical History. The publication date is one that is of significant interest as it highlights the long-standing academic debate on the nature of the Generals of the Great War, as well as the continued interest in dissecting the decisions of Haig.  Furthermore, the date of publication also demonstrates the shifting stance of historians on the historical judgement of the generals. This particular topic has been greatly contested since arguably the war ended[footnoteRef:3], with some historians such as John Keegan arguing that Haig was less than competent at times[footnoteRef:4], while others such as Spencer C. Tucker put forward that Haig attempted to do the best he could in the face of challenges[footnoteRef:5]. In the case of Harris and Marble, their view of Haig is one that is more positive, insisting he was not a butcher but rather a man adapting to a different style of warfare, saying that he “did as well as could be expected in the circumstances[footnoteRef:6]”.  [2:  Ibid. ]  [3:  Ibid. 17.]  [4:  J. Keegan, The First World War. (London: Hutchinson, 1999). 318.]  [5:  S. C. Tucker, The Great War 1914 – 18. (London: UCL Press, 1998). 107.]  [6:  P. Harris, and S. Marble, "The `Step-by-Step' Approach: British Military Thought and Operational Method on the Western Front, 1915—1917." War in History 15, no. 1 (2008): 17-42. Available online: https://whel-primo.hosted.exlibrisgroup.com/permalink/f/mqg008/TN_sage_s10_1177_09683445080150010101 [Accessed 15/11/2019]. 18.] 

Academically, this article represents a very useful and insightful piece into the multiple aspects of the British military between 1915 and 1917. Rather, the article analysis specifically the unjust reputation of General Haig, the rise to prominence of new infantry tactics, and the various key battles the BEF were involved in in this time. The article is strengthened by its direct quotation of various primary sources, such GHQ memorandums[footnoteRef:7]. Through the use of these sources, the authors are able to more accurately interpret the thinking and internal debates that were happening in the British command during the war. As mentioned, the primary function of the article is discussing how the tactic of “step by step" eventually appeared as official strategy in 1917. One of the key arguments of the authors is that the strategy of “Step by Step” was known by GHQ as early as February 1915[footnoteRef:8], and it was not adopted, not due to backwards thinking, but rather a wider tactical consideration by Haig and other advisors. For example, the authors examine another historians that Haig was a “slave of pre-war military ideas[footnoteRef:9]”, a view they point out was not directly true or the reality, as Haig’s advisors often possessed with a [footnoteRef:10] “reluctance to confront Haig” in regards to other military strategies or tactics. Moreover, the authors go on to argue that internal strife and discord at GHQ often impacted the ability to discuss or mediate on issues, describing how people were “not verbally articulate[footnoteRef:11]” in this matter. In addition, however, the authors also consider the opposing views about Haig, which further adds to the academic useful of the article. [7:  Ibid. 20. ]  [8:  Ibid. 41. ]  [9:  Ibid. 31. ]  [10:  Ibid. 31.]  [11:  Ibid. 31. ] 

Personally, I would argue that Harris and Marbles’ article is useful for understanding relationship between the various important figures in the British command structure and how these relationships impacted the implementation of different strategy and tactics. Yet, as an insight into Haig, the article does struggle to keep a consistent view of him, moving between the view of him as a man attempting to do this best despite the circumstances, and a man who’s preconceptions of military thinking clouded his judgement and adoption of new ideas. It is this inconsistency that does impact the articles usefulness, and it is most evident in the tone the authors take regarding this area. The line in penultimate paragraph “pre-war military education proving an insuperable obstacle[footnoteRef:12]” gives the impression that the authors have used the great power of hindsight to pass judgement on Haig for failing to see what to them is clearly obvious and need.  [12:  Ibid. 41.] 

In conclusion, the article ‘The ‘Step-by-Step’ Approach: British Military Thought and Operational Method on the Western Front, 1915–1917’ by Paul Harris and Sanders Marble is a useful article for those of the military history school, providing a clear and insightful look in the adoption of the ‘step by step’ doctrine, while being able to use the relationship between the various figures to show how the reality of military decision making in the war actually happened. 
Primary Source report: ‘Goodbye to All That’ by Robert Graves (1929)
The First World War was one of the first truly modern wars, utilising technology and scale unseen in previous conflicts. It only makes that in the aftermath, those who were there would attempt to come to terms with what they experienced. One of the responses to the war would the publication of numerous memoirs and testaments from soldiers who had been served in the First World War in various capacities and from both sides of the trenches. For this portfolio, the discussion shall be on Robert Graves “Goodbye to All That”, initially published in 1929[footnoteRef:13]. [13:  R. Graves, Goodbye to All That. (London: Penguin Classics, 2000). 7. ] 

This specific memoir was written by an officer by the name of Robert Graves and falls into a similar stance as many of the other memoirs of the war, being both written and published a substantial time after the war had ended, in this case 10 years after the official peace treaty was signed in 1929[footnoteRef:14]. Now, the circumstances behind Graves’ writing and publication of “Goodbye to All That” is something will be explored later but is important to analyse who he was. Graves came from a middle-class family in Wimbledon[footnoteRef:15], before attending various schools before obtaining a scholarship at Charterhouse boarding school in Surrey[footnoteRef:16]. We can infer from this that Graves grew up and was educated in the rather typical upper-middle class ways of the Edwardian period, which means his reflections on the war come from that level of British society, and thus offer an insight into how that social class faired in the war. In addition, Graves served as an officer in the war, enlisting “a day or two[footnoteRef:17]” after England declared war on Germany. And while such a statement could be interpreted as a sign of the mass waves of enthusiast enlistment that swept the country following the declaration, bur Graves notes that he did it to “delay my going to Oxford in October[footnoteRef:18]”. Such a statement, while expected in an autobiographical memoir such as this, does reveal a certain tell about attitudes towards the war and those signing up. Rather than the popularised rush of patriotism that certainly did occur, it seems that not everyone signed up for such grander notions or with any real interest in fighting Germany, as Graves’ expectation of “garrison duty at home[footnoteRef:19]” certainly seems to suggest. Therefore, Graves’ war experiences are primarily that of a British Officer, which for understanding the war makes him more useful as he would be privier to official orders and briefings, as opposed to the ordinary soldier who would not.  [14:  Ibid.]  [15:  Ibid. 9.]  [16:  Ibid. 40.]  [17:  Ibid. 60.]  [18:  Ibid. 60.]  [19:  Ibid. 60.] 

As previously mentioned, the first publication of “Goodbye to All That” occurred in 1929[footnoteRef:20] and was later revised and republished in 1957[footnoteRef:21]. As with any First World War memoir, the date of publication as well as other factors are crucial to evaluating its reliability and relevance. 1929 marked ten years since the official peace was signed and eleven years since the signing of the armistice. Considering that other memoirs, such as Ernst Jungers “Storm of Steel” had been published as early as 1920, it is possible to suggest that Graves’ recollections of his own experiences could certainly have been faulty or misremembered, subtracting from its usefulness as a source on the war. Yet, as with many of the memoirs of the war, for Graces’ to have left it so long to have published is not that of a detractor, especially considering that it took many veterans, Graves included, years to come to terms with the war. Now, as the book was written years after the war it grants Graves the power of hindsight, from which he can both examine his own experiences in relation to the wider war and reveal information which could not be disclosed earlier. For example, Graves’ remarks quite remark at the start of chapter 13 that he has “restored the names of places[footnoteRef:22]” something that at the time “we were forbidden to mention[footnoteRef:23]”. Even though this is on the surface a very minor detail, the fact that now Graves’ can mention all the details about where he was stationed on the Western Front, allows for a greater appreciation for where and when experienced things, and allows for the ability to compare and contrast what Graves’ experienced with other memoirs and the official history.  [20:  Ibid. 7.]  [21:  Ibid. 7.]  [22:  Ibid. 91.]  [23:  Ibid. 91.] 

Now that it has been established who Graves’ was and when his memoir was published, the discussion can now turn to what “Goodbye to all that” is about. At its core, Goodbye to All That is a chronicle of Robert Graves’ life from his earliest memories of Wimbledon[footnoteRef:24], through his unpleasant school years[footnoteRef:25], and culminating in his war experience and the meetings he had with other prominent figures of the war such as Siegfried Sassoon[footnoteRef:26] and T.E. Lawrence[footnoteRef:27]. But what sets Graves’ work apart is that it allows for deeper analysation of the war experience from the British perspective and its impact upon Graves’ and those he served with. For example, Graves’ informs the reader about the difference between British and German sniping techniques, commenting that while the German snipers “were kept for months in the same sector[footnoteRef:28]”, British snipers changed trenches “every week or two[footnoteRef:29]”. This section which in the book is very brief, gives the reader a wealth of information and insight into how the British operated in the trenches, while relating it to Graves’ personal experience, which is something that other documents such as official reports do not do. Therefore, memoirs such as these provide a great of useful information both academically and culturally. [24:  Ibid. 10.]  [25:  Ibid. 44.]  [26:  Ibid. 192.]  [27:  Ibid. 264.]  [28:  Ibid. 114.]  [29:  Ibid. 114.] 

In conclusion, the 1929 memoir “Goodbye to All That” by Robert Graves is a useful and insightful primary source into the life and experience that those who served in the Great War had. 
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