While concentrating on a specific ‘case study’, discuss what strategists and tacticians can learn from a military blunder or disaster. (The Battle of Agincourt 1415).
[bookmark: _Hlk533181435][bookmark: _Hlk533177741] Since the beginning of time it has been said war is an instinct of man. The urge to expand territory, become a recognised power, have unlimited wealth and glory, have been contributing factors behind wars. As early as the sixteenth century many military figures, such as, Carl Von Clausewitz and historians have been contributing their own theories behind warfare and identifying other catalysts of war such as politics, religion, revolution. Since before Christ there has been many campaigns and battles that have been considered either a military blunder or an altogether disaster. One example of an early military disaster is the ‘Battle of Changping, July 260 BC’, two states; State of Qin and State of Zhao went head to head in battle over territory.[footnoteRef:1] Military leader Zhao Kuo sentenced his entire army to death with his poor attack tactics, making this battle a completely military disaster. Discussion for this essay is going to be based on the Battle of Agincourt in 1415, fought by the Kingdom of England, with Henry V of England in command and the Kingdom of France, led by Charles d’Albret. In order to discuss what strategists and tacticians can learn from this French military disaster, events of the Battle of Agincourt itself must be understood in immense detail to identify how disastrous it was for the French. To asses this military disaster the sources that will be used is: The Battle of Agincourt Sources and Interpretations, by Anne Curry e-book and supporting web sources.  [1: History Extra, The top 10 military blunders in history, 2018  <https://www.historyextra.com/period/medieval/worst-military-blunders-battles-mistakes-history/> [accessed 18 December 2018].] 

The Battle of Agincourt in 1415 took place in Northern France in today’s commune of Azincourt. The battle was fought by the Kingdom of England, with support from the Welsh, under the command of Henry V and the Kingdom of France, under the command of Charles d’Albret. Both men had a military background, but this battle led to the glorification of Henry V and the downfall of Charles d’Albret. The Battle of Agincourt was an opportunity for Henry V to seize the French throne, due to unsettlement and a ‘power struggle’ across France.[footnoteRef:2] Henry V advanced through France starting with ‘twelve thousand men’, by the time he got to Agincourt many had perished leaving him with six thousand men (estimated) for battle against a vast French army, differing in statistics ranging from twelve thousand to a potential thirty-six thousand men.[footnoteRef:3] Statistically the French army with the advantage of men should have won the battle, but unforeseen circumstances on the day, being the weather impacted the outcome of the battle. The landscape and terrain had a massive impact on the defeat of the French army, factoring in the rain, the battle field became completely submerged and extremely muddy, causing many French troops to get stuck, even drowning in the mud. The French army’s armour is believed to have weighed around ‘fifty kilograms’ making it extremely hard to get out of muddy ditches.[footnoteRef:4] One military tactic used by the English that contributed to heavy losses of French troops was the ‘longbow’ archers placed strategically by Henry V.[footnoteRef:5] The longbow was a super powerful weapon used in medieval warfare, typically used by the English and Welsh. The sheer speed and stealth of the longbow injured many troops but also their horses. Another contributing factor to the defeat of the French was the lack of tactics for attack. French troops were disorganised and squished in their battle formation, contributing to their slaughter by longbows and drowning. French moral and pride was non-existent within the army and respect for Charles d’Albret who had no authority over the French army, many who were noblemen. Overall the French had less sophisticated weaponry and a poor strategic and tactical plan of attack. On the other side of the battle field the English army were well trained, tactically planned their plan of attack, but also had superior longbow archers. The English made the first move on the battle field which gave them an advantage over the French in-regard to their defensive positioning. This caught the French army off guard and enabled the first hail of arrows to wipe out many of their men. Henry V had the support of the government and church when going to war, so had the funds to produce a great army. The troops were ‘well paid, fed and resourced’ due to the means of funding from state and church.[footnoteRef:6] The victory for the English at the Battle of Agincourt, saw Henry V recognised as a powerful, glorious ruler of England, famously depicted by William Shakespeare play called Henry V. It is believed that many English troops ‘stole from French soldiers, ransom wealthy French prisoners and obtain pardons for previous crimes committed’.[footnoteRef:7] The victory not only benefitted King Henry V, but also his troops. [2: Simon Adams, Battle of Agincourt EUROPEAN HISTORY, <https://www.britannica.com/event/Battle-of-Agincourt> [accessed 18 December 2018].]  [3:  Simon Adams, <https://www.britannica.com/event/Battle-of-Agincourt> [accessed 19 December 2018].]  [4: Hannah Ellis-Petersen and Isabelle Fraser, Battle of Agincourt: 10 reasons why the French lost to Henry V's army, 2015 <https://www.telegraph.co.uk/news/8648068/Battle-of-Agincourt-ten-reasons-why-the-French-lost.html> [accessed 19 December 2018].]  [5:  Anne Curry, The Battle of Agincourt Sources and Interpretations, 3rd edition, (Suffolk: The Boydell Press, 2015) – E-book, no pg. no’ available. ]  [6:  Intriguing History, Why the French lost the Battle of Agincourt, <http://www.intriguing-history.com/french-lost-battle-agincourt/> [accessed 20 December 2018].]  [7:  National Archives, Aftermath and Legacy, <http://www.nationalarchives.gov.uk/agincourt/aftermath-and-legacy/> [accessed 20 December 2018].] 

 To conclude the Battle of Agincourt in 1415 was a massive military disaster for the French, today considered an embarrassment for the people of France and is rarely spoken of. Losing a battle on home territory, vast amount of French lives lost and the lack of strategical and tactical planning, would have set the French on course to re-evaluating their military planning. This would have also been a factor that contributed to the advancement in weaponry and warfare in battles and wars to come, across many states to prevent such a big military disaster happening again. 
Military strategists today and in ancient, early medieval warfare have had the difficult job of planning campaigns, with the end aim being to outmanoeuvre the enemy and be victorious, whether its in defence, for territorial gain, personal gain of power and wealth. For a military strategical plan to be successful a charismatic, strong leader must be at the head of the army to lead the campaign. A successful military tactician will perform the battle and position the men on the field to complete the end goal set out by the main strategy. The purpose of the past is to learn from pervious mistakes within warfare, foreign policy and general everyday life decisions. The Battle of Agincourt saw the defeat of the French army, due to poor strategic and tactical planning. Many military leaders to come would have learned from this blunder, but some did not. The sixteenth century saw two highly praised military Strategists and leaders emerge, both Prussian, Carl Von Clausewitz and Frederick the Great. 
Carl Von Clausewitz classified warfare as having three main objectives; ‘Conquer and destroy the armed power of the enemy, take possession of his material and other sources of strength and gain public opinion.’[footnoteRef:8] Carl Von Clausewitz before going into battle had strategically mapped out how to achieve each of these in order to succeed in his campaigns. At the battle of Agincourt, the French had a defensive strategy in place, protect the French sovereign land from enemy invasion. Carl Von Clausewitz’s first objective of conquer and destroy the armed power, is indicating that an army should always make the first move on the battle field and not wait, this will give ample opportunity to reduce enemy numbers but also have an advantage, which is what the English army at Agincourt did. Carl Von Clausewitz’s second objective, is said to be achieved by targeting ‘principle cities, store houses and fortresses’ the English were targeting northern France, leaving the French army to scatter in order to protect northern France, and without any clear instruction and leadership from Charles d’Albret and the King of France himself, this came as an advantage to the English army and Henry V.[footnoteRef:9] Objective three set out by Carl Von Clausewitz, public opinion is a main factor behind all ‘unjust wars’.[footnoteRef:10] The Battle of Agincourt was solely based on Henry V wanting to take the French throne, expand his territory and enhance his reputation, during the perfect opportunity, while there was political unrest in France. In later historical writings and even a play by William Shakespeare, Henry V is pictured as a glorious king and military man. It could be said Carl Von Clausewitz based his theories on warfare on past military disasters, in order to identify where and how to succeed at war. [8:  Carl Von Clausewitz, Principles on War, 1812, <https://www.clausewitz.com/mobile/principlesofwar.htm#IIIa> [accessed 20 December 2018]. ]  [9:  Carl Von Clausewitz, <https://www.clausewitz.com/mobile/principlesofwar.htm#IIIa> [accessed 20 December 2018]. ]  [10: Thomas M.Franck, Fairness in International Law and Institutions, 2012, <http://www.oxfordscholarship.com/view/10.1093/acprof:oso/9780198267850.001.0001/acprof-9780198267850-chapter-8> [accessed 21 December 2018].] 

Frederick the Great, was king of Prussia in 1740, he himself was an extraordinary military theorist, specialising in strategies and tactics. King Frederick II was involved in many military conquests, such as the war of Austrian Succession in 1740-48, and the Seven Years war from 1756-63, which ultimately saw Frederick come out on top, with territory in Silesia and ultimately saw Prussia under the command of Frederick II becoming an enhanced European power. Fredericks strategies and tactics can be seen at the Battle of Hohenfriedberg in 1745, this battle is one that earned Frederick the title ‘The Great’ and is very similar to the Battle of Agincourt in the sense that Fredericks army was outnumbered compared to the Austrian army allied with the Saxons.[footnoteRef:11] Through strategic planning and knowledge of surrounding area, Frederick was able to strike a massive blow to the Austro-Saxon army, leading to their defeat. Both Carl Von Clausewitz and Frederick II are considered as enlightenment figures, which contributed to their statuses as great military theorists but also their understanding of past breakdowns and tactics and strategies.  [11:  Gerhard Ritter, (1968), Frederick the Great an Historical Profile, Heidelberg: Quelle & Meyer.] 

[bookmark: _Hlk533178778][bookmark: _Hlk533192122]Within Anne Curry’s book: The Battle of Agincourt Sources and Interpretations, military histories and military men are discussed. Within this chapter German historian Hans Delbrück discusses two distinct elements to his interpretation of the Battle of Agincourt. Delbrück sees the ‘defensive tactics of Crecy to an offensive situation’. Tactically Delbrück explains that Henry V made the first move at the Battle of Agincourt in order to move his archers closer, so they were in a closer shooting range of the French foot troops. Delbrück includes the idea that the French error was ‘two-fold’ suggesting the French made a ‘far too defensive position’ instead of attacking the English and by ‘dividing up their army’ was the ultimate pathway to failure.[footnoteRef:12] Historian Delbrück suggests that the ‘defensive position’ is a ‘very poor form of combat’, that saw the English reign victorious of the French at the Battle of Agincourt.[footnoteRef:13] Historian Anne Curry uses a range of historians interpretations, such as; John Keegan, Jim Bradbury, Matthew Bennett and Christopher Hibbert to assess the military tactics and strategies used at the Battle of Agincourt, with her supporting evidence being the ‘Gesta Henrici Quinti’ a key piece of evidence that details partly the campaign and tactics used by Henry V at the Battle of Agincourt.[footnoteRef:14] Overall due to military disasters such as the Battle of Changping in July 260 BC, the 1812 retreat from Moscow and the 1415 Battle of Agincourt, future military leaders, strategists and tacticians have been able to improve future warfare and predict outcomes of wars based on previous military failures and blunders. Warfare prior to the 1900’s was mainly based on one outcome, being victorious and ruthless in the pursuit for territory, power and wealth. The twentieth century saw a new kind of warfare, technically advanced weaponry, from guns to aerial and naval strategies, powerful leaders but more importantly an emphasis on the cultural and ethical side to warfare. The strategy behind war developed, there are several outcomes and goals behind going to war, and so did the reasons for going to war, whether that may be territorial gain, economic gain, defence or down to ethics. First World War from 1914-1918 and later the Second World War from 1939-1945 had a massive worldwide participation, many countries joining for different reasons. [12:  Anne Curry, 2015. (E-book, no pg. no’ available).]  [13:  Anne Curry, 2015. (E-book, no pg. no’ available).]  [14:  Anne Curry, 2015. (E-book, no pg. no’ available).] 

To conclude historian Christopher Coker quotes military historian John Keegan who states, ‘All battles are in some degree disasters.’[footnoteRef:15] Military historian John Keegan focuses mainly on the cultural and ethical side of warfare which became more important during World War One and World War Two. John Keegan referring to all battles being a disaster is referring to the loss of life, whether it be civilian or enemy and the morality of war. The Battle of Agincourt in 1415 represents a huge military disaster for the Kingdom of France and ultimately led to the glorification on King Henry V of England. Charles d’Albret led the French army into battle, with a very poor military strategy. In conjunction with a poor military strategy came poor battle tactics, resulting in heavy loss of French troops, and embarrassment on an already rocky French society. Military historians, strategists and tacticians such as John Keegan, Anne Curry and Hans Delbrück have all taken a revisionist approach to the Battle of Agincourt and revised and interpreted the military strategy and tactics, King Henry V and Charles d’Albret used in order to assess the strengths of their military campaigns. By looking into a military disaster such as the Battle of Agincourt, military leaders can look back and understand how to avoid such a disaster happening once again, but also strategically and tactically plan for future campaigns or wars they might enter. While military strategists and tacticians focus on the campaign of war, in todays world, there is much more to consider, for example the cultural impact, ethics and if they can justify the means of going to war.   [15:  Christopher Coker, The Warrior Ethos: Military Culture and the War on Terror, (Routledge, 2007) pg. 45.] 
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